PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF REPORT
DATE: October 24, 2011
TO: Chairperson and Members of the Planning Commission
FROM: Development Services Department/Planning Division
SUBJECT: CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT (CUP11-
00011) AND REGULAR COASTAL PERMIT (RC11-00006) FOR
THE ESTABLISHMENT AND OPERATION OF A

CONVENIENCE MARKET WITH “OFF-SITE” BEER AND WINE
SALES AND CONSTRUCTION OF ASSOCIATED BUILDING,
SITE AND INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS - 7-ELEVEN
@ 308 S. COAST HIGHWAY — APPLICANT: MATT SLIWINSKI

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission by motion:

(1)  Approve Conditional Use Permit (CUP11-00011) and Regular Coastal Permit
(RC11-00006) by adopting Planning Commission Resolution No. 2011-P37

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND BACKGROUND

Background/Site Review: The property is located within the Coastal Zone and the
Townsite Neighborhood Planning Area and occupies the southeast corner of Coast
Highway and Michigan Ave. The relatively flat, 10,000-square foot site is comprised of two
parcels measuring 50 feet in width and 100 feet in depth. The property is improved with a
2,860-square foot structure - previously utilized as a neighborhood food market - and
parking area. Surrounding land uses include a massage establishment to the south and
residential uses to the east across the alley. General commercial uses exist on
neighboring properties along Coast Highway to the north and west of the property.

The parcels’ commercial (C-2) zoning and General Commercial land use designations are
intended to accommodate a wide range of commercial facilities. However, due to the fact
that General Commercial designated zones are typically found in proximity to residential
zoning or development, a physical treatment which guarantees compatibility with and
protection of surrounding properties and their values is required ( Zoning Ordinance Article
11, Section 1100).



The City of Oceanside has received a petition against the project by 322 concerned
citizens (Attachment 3) and phone calls in support of the project by two citizens.

The proposal under consideration is subject to compliance with the City's General Plan,
Local Coastal Program (LCP), 1986 Zoning Ordinance and the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA).

Project Description: The applicant proposes to establish and operate a 7-Eleven (24-
hr.) convenience store with “off-site” beer and wine sales (8:00 a.m. to midnight). The
alcoholic beverage display area is limited to 100 square feet (15% of total 666.8 square
feet display area). A series of building and site modifications including: removal of the
existing mansard roof and stone wall veneer; new “Art Deco” influenced building fagade
improvements; lighting, closure of existing/relocation of driveways; parking lot area
redesign; landscaping upgrades and other infrastructure improvements are included in
the subject proposal.

The project is subject to the following Ordinances and City policies:
1 General Plan Land Use Element

2. 1986 Zoning Ordinance

3. Local Coastal Program (LCP)

4 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

ANALYSIS

KEY PLANNING ISSUES

The proposed project has been analyzed for compliance with the General Plan, LCP and
Zoning Ordinance and as conditioned, has been found to be consistent with applicable
policies based on the following:

1. General Plan

A. Land Use Element

Goal 1.23: Architecture

Objective: The architectural quality of all proposed projects shall enhance neighborhood
and community values and City image.

Policy A: Architectural form, treatments, and materials shall serve to significantly
improve on the visual image of the surrounding neighborhood.



Situated at the southeast corner of the South Coast Highway and Michigan Avenue
intersection, the existing single story structure presents to pedestrians and drivers along
the property’s street frontages a circa 1970's strip center appearance. The applicant
proposes to remove the conglomeration of building roof/entry additions (mansard roof)
and dated use of materials (stone veneer) and upgrade the existing building exterior
with stylized “Art Deco” architectural details (e.g. roofline cornice, cement plaster
column detailing, light sconces, channel screed lines) as well as a neutral color pallete.
The proposed improvements will enhance the appearance of the structure as well as
community and City image along the heavily traveled thoroughfare.

Goal 1.32: Coastal Zone

Obijective: To provide for the conservation of the City's coastal resources and fulfill the
requirements of the California Coastal Act of 1976.

Policy A: The City shall utilize the certified Local Coastal Plan for review of all proposed
projects within the Coastal Zone. Specifically, the goals and policies of the Local
Coastal Program Land Use Plan are the guiding policy review document.

Adequate access to and along the coast shall be provided and maintained.

Not applicable.

The City shall maintain existing view corridors through public rights-of-way.

The existing structure along the southerly property line will be maintained and
architecturally enhanced. Landscaping along Michigan Avenue will enhance the
existing right-of-way corridor toward the coast. The project would not impact existing
view corridors through public rights-of-way.

The City shall ensure that all new development is compatible in height, scale, color and
form with the surrounding neighborhood.

The proposed project will maintain a maximum height of 20’-10", well below the
maximum height (45 ft.) permitted within the zoning district. The building form, its scale
and color palette will improve the visual image of the site and surrounding
neighborhood.

New development shall utilize optimum landscaping to accent and enhance desirable
site characteristics and architectural features.

Landscaping covering 17.2 percent of the site will substantially screen parking and utility
areas with India Hawthorn, Camellias and other shrubs. Magnolia and Alamo accent
trees will further enhance the property’s and neighborhood values.



2. Zoning Compliance

The project is subject to compliance with the 1986 Zoning Ordinance which allows the
establishment of convenience food stores subject to approval of a conditional use
permit. The site will be in substantial conformance with the development standards set
forth in Article 11 of the zoning ordinance, including but not limited to building height,
parking and landscaping provisions. Conditions of project approval will ensure
compatibility between the subject land use and adjoining residential uses.

DISCUSSION

The request for redevelopment of the project site with a convenience market inclusive of
beer and wine sales, was officially submitted to the City of Oceanside on July 12, 2011.
Numerous modifications to those plans (e.g. closure of the existing driveway leading
into the alley, placement of a landscaping buffer along the alleyway, architectural design
enhancements, parking lot redesign) were made by the applicant's design team, upon
consultation with City staff, to address land use compatibility issues with adjacent uses.
Staff evaluated the revised development plans (site and landscaping plans dated
September 16, 2011 and building elevations dated September 30, 2011) and
determined that site, landscaping, parking and building modifications will improve the
appearance of the property and positively contribute to the character of the Townsite
Neighborhood Planning Area. Minimal refinements to the proposed design including
use of smooth wall plaster treatment, three-dimensional roofline cornice “relief”
detailing, channel screed/expansion joint detailing and cornice treatment on the east
and south building elevation and trash enclosure redesign to complement the main
building style have been addressed via recommended conditions of project approval.

A petition against the proposed 24-hr. convenience food store and “off-site” sale of beer
and wine signed by 322 citizens concerned about overconcentration of convenience
markets, liquor stores and other aicohol sales businesses along Coast Highway was
submitted for consideration. A survey of existing convenience markets, businesses
that offer “off-site” sales of alcoholic beverages or a combination of the two along Coast
Highway was conducted by staff. The survey indicates that a total of 13 businesses
currently offer one or more of the aforementioned services to Oceanside residents and
4 out of the 5 establishments which operate 24-hours a day also include a gasoline
fueling facility. The survey also indicates that hours-of-operation for the remaining non-
24-hour businesses range from 5:00a.m. (opening time) to 1:00 a.m. (closing time).

Based on area crime statistics and proximity of the proposed facility to similar land uses
in the area, the Oceanside Police Department has recommended approval of beer and
wine sales between 8:00 a.m. and midnight, unless a more restrictive schedule is
imposed by Alcohol Beverage Control (ABC). Conditions to that effect has been
included in the attached resolution of project approval



Furthermore, given the site’'s adjacency to residential uses, availability of comparable
services, and business hours of similar facilities in the area, it is recommended that
hours-of-operation for the 7-Eleven should be limited to 6:00 a.m. - 12 midnight and the
alcoholic beverage display area should not exceed 100 square feet (max). Also, in
order to address potential land use noise/nuisance impacts, staff recommends that
deliveries to the facility as well as trash disposal on-site should only be permitted
between 7:00 a.m. — 9:00 p.m., and no vending machines of any type should be

installed on-site outside the business premises.

Business Hours of Convenience | Liquor | Gas Station | Gas Station
Name/Address operation market w/ Store | w/ market/ w/snack
# alcohol sales alcohol shop/
sales alcohol
sales
1 | CircleK
420 N. Coast Hwy 24 hrs. X
2 | Red & White Market M-Sat 8-10
700 N. Coast Hwy Sun 8-9 X
3 | Chevron/ Extra Mile
Market 24 hrs. X
1601 Coast Hwy
4 | Mobil (+ Liquor) 5-11 M-F X
477 Harbor Dr 5-11 Sat/Sun
5 | Harbor Liquor 9-12 X
707 N. Coast Hwy 9-1 F/Sat/s
6 | Mike’s Liguor 7-11 MTW X
907 S. Coast Hwy 7-12Th/Sat
7-1F
8-11 Sun
7 | Auto Bistro 24 hrs. X
1202 S. Coast Hwy
8 | 7-Eleven 24 hrs. X
1749 S. Coast Hwy
9 | CircleK 24 hrs. X
1801 S. Coast Hwy
10 | Wag’s Liquor 9-10 M/S X
1827 S. Coast Hwy 9-11 T/W/Th
9-12 F/Sat
11 | Liberty Qil/Mini- Market | 5-11 X
1943 S. Coast Hwy 5-12 F/Sat
12 | Coastal Market {(+Liguor} | 6-12 X
432 S. Coast Hwy 7-10 Sun
13 | Quick Korner 7-11 X
102 N Coast Hwy 7-12 F/Sat




ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

The development proposal has been reviewed pursuant to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and has been found to be exempt as a Class 1 15301 (e) “Existing
Facilities” Categorical Exemption.

PUBLIC NOTIFICATION

A legal notice was published in the North County Times and notices were sent to
property owners of record and occupants within 1,500-foot radius of the subject
property, individuals and or organizations requesting notification, the applicant, and
other interested parties.

SUMMARY

Conditional Use Permit (CUP11-00011) and Regular Coastal Permit (RC11-00006), as
conditioned, is consistent with the requirements of the Zoning Ordinance, the land use
policies of the General Plan and the policies of the Local Coastal Program. The project
meets applicable development standards for the district in which it is situated. The
project's scale, site design and architecture are complimentary to the surrounding
neighborhood. Accordingly, staff recommends that the Planning Commission approve the
proposal subject to the conditions contained in the attached resolution.

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission:

-- Move to approve Conditional Use Permit CUP11-00011 and Regular
Coastal Permit RC11-00006 and adopt Planning Commission Resolution
No. 2011-P37 as attached.

PREPARED BY: SUBMITTED ;V%d
i Jefry Hittlgmah
rincipal Planner ity Planher
JH/AF/fil
Attachments:
1. Planning Commission Resolution No. 2011-P37
2. Plans
3. Petition
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PLANNING COMMISSION
RESOLUTION NO. 2011-P37

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF OCEANSIDE, CALIFORNIA APPROVING A
REGULAR COASTAL PERMIT AND CONDITIONAL USE
PERMIT ON CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY IN THE CITY OF

OCEANSIDE
APPLICATION NO: RC11-00006, CUP11-00011
APPLICANT: Matt Sliwinski
LOCATION: 308 South Coast Highway

THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF OCEANSIDE, CALIFORNIA DOES
RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

WHEREAS, there was filed with this Commission a verified petition on the forms
prescribed by the Commission requesting a Regular Coastal Permit (RC11-00006) and Conditional
Use Permit (CUP11-00011) under the provisions of the City of Oceanside Local Coastal Program
and Articles 11 and 15 of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Oceanside to permit the following:

(a) improvement of two parcels containing a 2,860-square foot structure as a
convenience market and associated parking, landscaping and site infrastructure upgrades;

(b) establishment and operation of a convenience market with “off-site” sales of beer
and wine;
on certain real property described in the project description.

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, after giving the required notice, did on the 24™ day
of October, 2011 conduct a duly advertised public hearing as prescribed by law to consider said
application;

WHEREAS, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, and State
Guidelines thereto; this project has been found to be exempt per Article 19, Class 1 15301 (e)
“Existing Facilities” Categorical Exemption from environmental review;

WHEREAS, there is hereby imposed on the subject development project certain fees,
dedications, reservations and other exactions pursuant to state law and city ordinance;

WHEREAS, pursuant to Gov’t Code §66020(d)(1), NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the

project is subject to certain fees, dedications, reservations and other exactions as provided below:




Description

Parkland Dedication/Fee

Drainage Fee

Public Facility Fee

School Facilities Mitigation
Fee

Thoroughfare Fee

(For commercial and
industrial please note the 75
percent discount)

Water System Buy-in Fees

Wastewater System Buy-in
fees

San Diego County Water
Authority Capacity Fees

Authority for Imposition

Ordinance No. 91-10
Resolution No. 06-R0334-1

Ordinance No. 85-23
Resolution No. 06-R0334-1

Ordinance No. 91-09
Resolution No. 06-R0334-1

Ordinance No. 91-34

Ordinance No. 83-01
Resolution No. 06-R0334-1

Oceanside Code
§37.56.1
Resolution No. 87-96

Ordinance No. 09-OR 0093-1

City

Oceanside City Code §
29.11.1
Resolution No. 87-97

Ordinance No. 09-OR 0092-1

SDCWA  Ordinance No.

2005-03

Current Estimate Fee or
Calculation Formula

$3,503 per unit

Depends on area (range is
$2,843-$15,964 per acre)

$.713 per square foot or $713
per thousand square feet for
non-residential uses and
$2,072 per unit for residential

$.47 per square foot non-
residential for Oceanside
($.42 for Vista and
Fallbrook)

$2.97 per square foot
residential ($2.63 for Vista;
$2.63 for Fallbrook)

$255 per vehicle trip (based
on SANDAG trip generation
table available from staff and
from SANDAG)

Fee based on water meter
size. Residential is typically
$4,597 per unit; Non-
residential is $36,775 for a 2”
meter.

Based on capacity or water
meter size. Residential is
typically $6,313 per unit;
Non-residential is $50,501
for a 2” meter.

Based on meter size.
Residential is typically
$4,326 per unit; Non-
residential is $22,495 for a 2”
meter.
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WHEREAS, the current fees referenced above are merely fee amount estimates of the
impact fees that would be required if due and payable under currently applicable ordinances and
resolutions, presume the accuracy of relevant project information provided by the applicant, and
are not necessarily the fee amount that will be owing when such fee becomes due and payable;

WHEREAS, unless otherwise provided by this resolution, all impact fees shall be
calculated and collected at the time and in the manner provided in Chapter 32B of the Oceanside
City Code and the City expressly reserves the right to amend the fees and fee calculations
consistent with applicable law;

WHEREAS, the City expressly reserves the right to establish, modify or adjust any fee,
dedication, reservation or other exaction to the extent permitted and as authorized by law;

WHEREAS, pursuant to Gov’t Code §66020(d)(1), NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that
the 90-day period to protest the imposition of any fee, dedication, reservation, or other exaction
described in this resolution begins on the effective date of this resolution and any such protest must
be in a manner that complies with Section 66020;

WHEREAS, action on this resolution becomes final 10 days after its adoption, unless
appealed to the City Council, and shall become effective after the 10 working-day appeal period to
the Coastal Commission has expired; and

WHEREAS, studies and investigations made by this Commission and in its behalf reveal
the following facts:

FINDINGS:

For the Regular Coastal Permit:
1. Improvement of the existing commercial property, as conditioned, is consistent with the

land use policies of the Local Coastal Program as implemented through the Zoning
Ordinance. Specifically, the project will not substantially alter or impact existing public
views of the coastal zone area. The existing structure along the southerly property line
will be maintained and architecturally enhanced. Landscaping along Michigan Avenue
will enhance the existing right-of-way corridor toward the coast.

2. The proposed remodel will not obstruct any existing, planned, or required public beach
access; therefore, the project is in conformance with the policies of Chapter 3 of the

Coastal Act.
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3. The project will not result in the loss of any on-street public parking spaces. On-site
parking will be provided in accordance with the zoning ordinance regulations.

For the Conditional Use Permit:

1. The proposed convenience market with “off-site” beer and wine sales, as conditioned, is
in accord with the objectives of the Zoning Ordinance and the purposes of the
underlying General Commercial (C-2) district. Article 15 of the Oceanside Zoning
Ordinance permits the establishment and operation of said land use subject to a
conditional use permit approval. Development on the project area is in substantial
compliance with the development standards set forth in Article 11 of the zoning
ordinance, including building setbacks, parking, and landscaping.

2. The location for the use and conditions under which it will be operated are consistent
with the General Plan, will not be detrimental to public health, safety or welfare of
persons residing or working in or adjacent to the neighborhood; and will not be
detrimental to properties or improvements in the vicinity or to the general welfare of the
City. The hours-of-operation for the business, “off-site” alcohol sales hours,
loading/unloading and trash disposal hours shall be limited to ensure compatibility with
and protection of surrounding properties and their values.

3. The proposed conditional use is subject to compliance with Zoning Ordinance

provisions, specific conditions of project approval and additional regulations/licensing as

deemed necessary by other regulatory or permit authorities.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Planning Commission does hereby
approve Regular Coastal Permit (RC11-00006) and Conditional Use Permit (CUP11-00011)

subject to the following conditions:

Building:

1. Construction shall comply with the latest edition of the California Codes.

2. Construction hours shall be limited to 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday through Friday.

3. Separate permits shall be required to be obtained for signage and trash enclosure
respectively.

4. Structural improvements to the building shall be implemented as required by the

Building Official to remove it from the City of Oceanside inventory of unreinforced

masonry buildings.
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Planning:

5.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.
17.

18.

This permit shall expire two years from the effective date of approval unless implemented
as required by the Zoning Ordinance.

This Regular Coastal Permit, as conditioned, approves improvement of two parcels
containing a 2,860-square foot structure as a convenience market and associated parking,
landscaping and site infrastructure upgrades. The Conditional Use Permit approves the
establishment and operation of a convenience market with “off-site” sales of beer and
wine. No deviation from the approved plans and exhibits shall occur without Planning
Division approval. Substantial deviations shall require a revision to the Regular Coastal
Permit and Conditional Use Permit or a new Regular Coastal Permit and Conditional Use
Permit.

Business hours-of-operation shall be between 6:00 a.m.-12:00 midnight.

Sale of alcoholic beverages shall be permitted between 8:00 a.m.-12:00 midnight, or as
may be further restricted by ABC.

Alcoholic beverage display areas shall be limited to 100 square feet (max)

Deliveries and trash disposal are limited to 7:00 a.m.-9:00 p.m.

No vending machines of any type shall be installed outside the business premises.

Channel screed/expansion joint wall treatment on the easterly and southerly building
elevations.

Three dimensional roofline cornice “relief” detailing to match that of the Los Angeles 7-
Eleven designed by The Fiedler Group, shall be provided on all building elevations.
Pilaster bases shall be eliminated. Pilaster wall offsets shall match those of the Los
Angeles 7-Eleven designed by The Fiedler Group.

The trash enclosure design shall be revised to incorporate details and building
materials/finish treatment complementary to the main building.

Smooth wall plaster treatment shall be provided on all exterior building wall surfaces.

The primary building wall color shall be a neutral art deco tone, selected from a historic
color palette.

The applicant, permittee or any successor-in-interest shall defend, indemnify and hold
harmless the City of Oceanside, its agents, officers or employees from any claim, action or

proceeding against the City, its agents, officers, or employees to attack, set aside, void or
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19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

annul an approval of the City, concerning Regular Coastal Permit (RC11-00006) and
Conditional use permit (CUP11-00011). The City will promptly notify the applicant of
any such claim, action or proceeding against the City and will cooperate fully in the
defense. If the City fails to promptly notify the applicant of any such claim action or
proceeding or fails to cooperate fully in the defense, the applicant shall not, thereafter,
be responsible to defend, indemnify or hold harmless the City.

All mechanical rooftop and ground equipment shall be screened from public view as
required by the Zoning Ordinance that is, on all four sides and top. The roof jacks,
mechanical equipment, screen and vents shall be painted with non-reflective paint to match
the roof. This information shall be shown on the building plans.

Prior to the issuance of building permits, compliance with the applicable provisions of the
City's anti-graffiti ordinance (Ordinance No. 93-19/Section 20.25 of the City Code) shall be
reviewed and approved by the Planning Division. These requirements, including the
obligation to remove or cover with matching paint all graffiti within 24 hours, shall be
noted on the Architectural Site Plan and shall be recorded in the form of a covenant
affecting the subject property. A covenant or other recordable document approved by the
City Attorney shall be prepared by the applicant and recorded prior to the issuance of
building permits. The covenant shall provide that the property is subject to this
resolution, and shall generally list the conditions of approval.

Prior to the transfer of ownership and/or operation of the site the owner shall provide a
written copy of the applications, staff report and resolutions for the project to the new
owner and or operator. This notification's provision shall run with the life of the project
and shall be recorded as a covenant on the property.

Failure to meet any conditions of approval for this development shall constitute a violation
of the Regular Coastal Permit and Conditional Use Permit.

Unless expressly waived, all current zoning standards and City ordinances and policies
in effect at the time building permits are issued are required to be met by this project.
The approval of this project constitutes the applicant's agreement with all statements in
the Description and Justification and other materials and information submitted with this

application, unless specifically waived by an adopted condition of approval.
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24.

25.

Elevations, building materials, colors, roofing materials and floor plans shall be
substantially the same as those approved by the Planning Commission. These shall be
shown on plans submitted to the Building Division and Planning Division.

Prior to issuance of a building permit, the applicant and landowner shall execute and record
a covenant, in a form and content acceptable to the City Attorney, providing that the

property is subject to this resolution and all conditions of approval.

Police Department:

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.
33.

34.
35.

36.

37.

No sales of alcohol shall be permitted from 12:00 a.m. to 8:00 a.m.

The consumption of alcoholic beverages on the premises shall be prohibited.

No single containers of beer or malt beverage products, regardless of container size, shall
be sold.

Wine coolers shall not be sold by single containers but must be sold in manufacturer pre-
packed multi-unit quantities.

No alcoholic beverages shall be consumed on the premises or on any property adjacent to
the licensed premises under the control of the licensee.

Public access to the building shall be granted from the entrance closest to Coast Highway
only. No public access to the building from the rear portion of the business shall be
granted.

Windows shall remain unobstructed to allow a clear view into the business.

No wine shall be sold with an alcoholic content of greater than 15 percent of volume for
“Dinner Wines” which have aged two years or more and maintained in corked bottles,
excluding Chardonnay, Viognier “Dinner Wines”, ports and sherries, which may be aged
less than two years.

No video or coin operated games shall be permitted.

Video recorded surveillance cameras shall be provided. The Police Department shall be
provided remote access to the surveillance system.

The applicant shall be responsible for trash abatement on the site and shall keep the site free
of litter, trash and other nuisances.

All ice shall be sold at or about prevailing prices in the area in quantities of not less than

seven pounds.
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38.

39.

40.

41.

42.
43.

45.

46.
47.

The applicant shall be responsible for keeping the area adjacent to the premises free of
loiterers including public rights-of-way, parking areas and in front of adjacent propetties.
There shall be no cups, glasses, or similar receptacle commonly used for the drinking of
beverages, whether constructed of glass, plastics, foam or other material sold, furnished, or
given away at the petitioners’ premises in quantities of less than their original multi-
container package.

No public pay phones capable of receiving incoming calls shall be permitted on the
licensed premises or in the outside area adjacent to the licensed premises over which the
licensee has control.

All displays of alcoholic beverages shall be located in coolers. The coolers shall not be
located closer than five feet from the store entrance.

Alcoholic beverages shall not be stored on open shelves.

No display, sale or distribution of alcoholic beverages shall be made from an ice tub, barrel
or similar container.

The establishment shall prominently post inside the business one 8 ¥2” x 11” sign stating
“We ID everyone under 30 years of age for alcohol sales.” This sign must be easily
readable by all patrons and written in English, as well as in the predominant language of the
facility’s clientele.

Exterior lighting of the parking area and premises shall be provided and shall be kept at a
level so as to provide adequate lighting, as described in Oceanside City Code Section 39,
for patrons while not disturbing surrounding residential or commercial areas.

Video surveillance of the exits shall be provided.

Should the operations of the business change, or if the business is sold to a new operator
(excluding change of owner only), the Conditional Use Permit shall be reviewed and

approved by the Planning Commission.

Landscaping:

48.

Landscape plans, shall meet the criteria of the City of Oceanside Landscape Guidelines and
Specifications for Landscape Development (latest revision), Water Conservation Ordinance
No. 91-15, Engineering criteria, City code and ordinances, including the maintenance of
such landscaping, and shall be reviewed and approved by the City Engineer prior to the

issuance of building permits. Landscaping shall not be installed until bonds have been
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posted, fees paid, and plans signed for final approval. A pre-construction meeting shall be

conducted with city inspection staff prior to the commencement of landscape

improvements. The following landscaping requirements shall be required prior to plan

approval and issuance of a certificate of occupancy:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

g

h)

Final landscape plans shall accurately show placement of all plant material including
but not limited to trees, shrubs, and groundcovers.

Landscape Architect shall be aware of all utility, sewer, storm drain easement and
shall place plantings accordingly to meet City of Oceanside requirements.

All required landscape areas (including public rights-of-way) shall be maintained by
the owner. The landscape areas shall be maintained per City of Oceanside
requirements.

Proposed landscape species shall be native or naturalized to fit the site and meet
climate changes indicative to their planting location. The selection of plant material
shall also be based on cultural, aesthetic, and maintenance considerations. In
addition proposed landscape species shall be low water users as well as meet all Fire
Department requirements.

The two planter areas parallel with Michigan Avenue and within the public right-of-
way shall include 5-gallon sub-shrubs, sprawling-type shrubs and/or flexible foliage-
type shrubs .

The existing Magnolia Grandiflora tree within the public right-of-way parallel to
Michigan Avenue shall be removed, the root ball stumped grinded down to 16-
inches below grade, and the roots removed at a radius of 5-feet from the center of the
tree trunk. The existing magnolia tree shall be replaced with a 24-inch box Magnolia
grandiflora ‘Saint Mary’ tree and shall comply with the City of Oceanside Street
Tree Standard Detail No. 211A.

All planting areas shall be prepared with appropriate soil amendments, fertilizers,
and appropriate supplements based upon a soils report from an agricultural
suitability soil sample taken from the site.

Ground covers or bark mulch shall fill in between the shrubs to shield the soil from

the sun, evapotransporation and run-off. All the flower and shrub beds shall be
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i)

k)

)

0)

P)
6

mulched to a 3” depth to help conserve water, lower the soil temperature and reduce
weed growth.

The shrubs shall be allowed to grow in their natural forms. All landscape
improvements shall follow the City of Oceanside Guidelines.

Root barriers shall be installed adjacent to all paving surfaces, where a paving
surface is located within 6 feet of a trees trunk on site (private) and within 10 feet of
a trees trunk in the right-of-way (public). Root barriers shall extend 5 feet in each
direction from the centerline of the trunk, for a total distance of 10 feet. Root
barriers shall be 24 inches in depth. Installing a root barrier around the tree’s root
ball is unacceptable.

All fences, gates, walls, stone walls, retaining walls, and plantable walls shall obtain
Planning Division approval prior to 1st submittal of working drawings.

For the planting and placement of trees and their distances from hardscape and other
utilities/ structures the landscape plans shall follow the City of Oceanside’s (current)
Tree Planting Distances and Spacing Standards.

An automatic irrigation system shall be installed to provide coverage for all planting
areas shown on the plan. Low volume equipment shall provide sufficient water for
plant growth with a minimum water loss due to water run-off.

Irrigation systems shall use high quality, automatic control valves, controllers and
other necessary irrigation equipment. All components shall be of non-corrosive
material. All drip systems shall be adequately filtered and regulated per the
manufacturer’s recommended design parameters.

All irrigation improvements shall follow the City of Oceanside Guidelines and
Water Conservation Ordinance.

The landscape plans shall match all plans affiliated with the project.

Landscape plans shall comply with Biological and/or Geotechnical reports, as
required, shall match the grading and improvement plans, comply with SWMP Best
Management Practices and meet the satisfaction of the City Engineer.

Existing landscaping on and adjacent to the site shall be protected in place and

supplemented or replaced to the satisfaction of the City Engineer.
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49.

50.

s) The landscape plans shall call out the architectural description for the different types
of treatment and finish of the trash enclosure wall(s), gate(s) and overhead structure.

All landscaping, fences, walls, etc. on the site, in medians within the public right-of-way
and within any adjoining public parkways shall be permanently maintained by the owner,
his assigns or any successors-in-interest in the property. The maintenance program shall
include: a) normal care and irrigation of the landscaping b) repair and replacement of plant
materials (including street trees) c) irrigation systems as necessary d) general cleanup of the
landscaped and open areas €) parking lots and walkways, walls, fences, etc. and f) pruning
standards for street trees shall comply with the International Society of Arboriculture (ISA)
Standard Practices for Tree Care Operations — ANSI A300, Appendix G: Safety Standards,
ANSI ZI33; Appendix H; and Tree Pruning Guidelines, Appendix F (most current edition).
Failure to maintain landscaping shall result in the City taking all appropriate enforcement
actions including but not limited to citations. This maintenance program condition shall be
recorded with a covenant as required by this resolution.

In the event that the conceptual landscape plan (CLP) does not match the conditions of

approval, the resolution of approval shall govern.

Engineering:

51.

52.

53.

54.

For the demolition of any existing structure or surface improvements, an erosion control
plan shall be submitted and be approved by the City Engineer prior to the issuance of a
demolition permit. No demolition shall be permitted without an approved erosion
control plan.

Prior to issuance of a building permit all improvement requirements shall be covered by
a development agreement and secured with sufficient improvement securities or bonds
guaranteeing performance and payment for labor and materials, setting of monuments,
and warranty against defective materials and workmanship.

A Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions (DCC&R) is required and will
be reviewed and approved by the City Attorney. The DCC&R shall be recorded
attesting to these improvement conditions prior to issuance of any grading permit.

The owner/developer shall monitor, supervise and control all construction and
construction-supportive activities, so as to prevent these activities from causing a public

nuisance, including but not limited to, insuring strict adherence to the following:

11
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55.

56.

57.

a) Dirt, debris and other construction material shall not be deposited on any public
street or within the City’s stormwater conveyance system.

b)  All related site preparation and construction activities shall be limited to the hours
of 7:00 am. to 6:00 p.m., Monday through Friday. No engineering related
construction activities shall be conducted on Saturdays, Sundays or legal holidays
unless written permission is granted by the City Engineer with specific limitations
to the working hours and types of permitted operations. Because construction
noise may still be intrusive in the evening or on holidays, the City of Oceanside
Noise Ordinance also prohibits “any disturbing excessive or offensive noise
which causes discomfort or annoyance to reasonable persons of normal
sensitivity.”

c) The construction site shall accommodate the parking of all motor vehicles used by
persons working at or providing deliveries to the site. An alternate parking site
can be considered by the City Engineer in the event that the lot size is too small
and cannot accommodate parking of all motor vehicles.

d)  The owner/developer shall complete a haul route permit application (if required
for import/export of dirt) and submit to the City of Oceanside Engineering
Department 48 hours in advance of beginning of work. Hauling operations (if
required) shall be 8:00 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. unless approved otherwise.

It is the responsibility of the owner/developer to evaluate and determine that all soil

imported as part of this development is free of hazardous and/or contaminated material

as defined by the City and the County of San Diego Department of Environmental

Health. Exported or imported soils shall be properly screened, tested, and documented

regarding hazardous contamination.

The owner/developer shall obtain a construction permit (certificate) for the installation

of the two proposed driveways and replacement of the curb and gutter.

A traffic control plan shall be prepared according to the City traffic control guidelines

and approved to the satisfaction of the City Engineer prior to the start of work within the

public right-of-way. Traffic control during construction of streets that have been opened
to public traffic shall be in accordance with construction signing, marking and other

protection as required by the Caltrans Traffic Manual and City Traffic Control

12




58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

Guidelines. Traffic control plans shall be in effect from 8:00 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. unless
approved otherwise.

Sight distance requirements at the project driveways shall conform to the corner sight
distance criteria as provided by SDRSD, DS-20.

Pavement sections for all driveways and private parking areas shall be based upon
approved soil tests and traffic indices. The pavement design is to be prepared by the
owner/developer’s/owner’s soil engineer and must be in compliance with the City of
Oceanside Engineers Design and Processing Manual and be approved by the City
Engineer, prior to paving.

Any existing broken pavement, concrete curb, gutter, driveways, pedestrian ramps and
sidewalk along the property frontage or damaged during construction of the project,
shall be repaired or replaced as directed by the City Engineer.

All new extension services for the development of the project, including but not limited
to, electrical, cable and telephone, shall be placed underground per the Zoning
Ordinance, Section 3023 and as required by the City Engineer and current City Policy.
The owner/developer shall comply with all the provisions of the City's cable television
ordinances including those relating to notification as required by the City Engineer.
Drainage facilities shall be designed and installed to adequately accommodates the local
stormwater runoff and shall be in accordance with the San Diego County Hydrology and
Design Manual and in compliance with the City of Oceanside Engineers Design and
Processing Manual to the satisfaction of the City Engineer.

The owner/developer shall obtain any necessary permits and clearances from all public
agencies having jurisdiction over the project due to its type, size, or location, including
but not limited to the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, California Department of Fish &
Game, U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service and/or San Diego Regional Water Quality
Control Board (including NPDES), San Diego County Health Department, prior to the
issuance of grading permits.

The approval of project shall not mean that proposed grading or improvements on
adjacent properties is granted or guaranteed to the owner/developer.  The

owner/developer is responsible for obtaining permission to grade to construct on
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66.

67.

68.

69.

adjacent properties. Should such permission be denied, the project shall be subject to
going back to the public hearing or subject to a substantial conformity review.
Landscaping plans, including plans for the construction of walls, fences or other
structures at or near intersections, must conform to intersection sight distance
requirements. Landscape and irrigation plans for disturbed areas shall be submitted to
the City Engineer prior to the issuance of a grading permit and approved by the City
Engineer prior to the issuance of occupancy permits.  Frontage landscaping shall be
installed prior to the issuance of any certificates of occupancy. Any project fences,
sound or privacy walls and monument entry walls/signs shall be shown on, bonded for
and built from the landscape plans. These features shall also be shown on the precise
grading plans for purposes of location only. Plantable, segmental walls shall be
designed, reviewed and constructed by the grading plans and landscaped/irrigated
through project landscape plans. All plans must be approved by the City Engineer and a
pre-construction meeting held, prior to the start of any improvements.

Sediment, silt, grease, trash, debris, and/or pollutants shall be collected on-site and
disposed of in accordance with all state and federal requirements, prior to stormwater
discharge either off-site or into the City drainage system.

Upon acceptance of any fee waiver or reduction by the owner/developer, the entire
project will be subject to prevailing wage requirements as specified by Labor Code
section 1720(b) (4). The owner/developer shall agree to execute a form acknowledging
the prevailing wage requirements prior to the granting of any fee reductions or waivers.
In the event that the conceptual plan does not match the conditions of approval, the

resolution of approval shall govern.

Water Utilities:

70.

71.

The developer will be responsible for developing all water and sewer utilities necessary
to develop the property. Any relocation of water and/or sewer utilities is the
responsibility of the developer and shall be done by an approved licensed contractor at

the developer’s expense.

The property owner shall maintain private water and wastewater utilities located on

private property.

14
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72.

73.

Water services and sewer laterals constructed in existing right-of-way locations are to be
constructed by approved and licensed contractors at developer’s expense.

All Water and Wastewater construction shall conform to the most recent edition of the
Water, Sewer, and Reclaimed Water Design and Construction Manual or as approved by

the Water Utilities Director.

The following conditions shall be met prior to the approval of engineering design plans.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

All public water and/or sewer facilities not located within the public right-of-way shall
be provided with easements sized according to the Water, Sewer, and Reclaimed Water
Design and Construction Manual. Easements shall be constructed for all weather access.
No trees, structures or building overhang shall be located within any water or
wastewater utility easement. '

All lots with a finish pad elevation located below the elevation of the next upstream
manhole cover of the public sewer shall be protected from backflow of sewage by
installing and maintaining an approved type backwater valve, per the Uniform Plumbing
Code (U.P.C)).

A separate irrigation meter and approved backflow prevention device is required and
shall be displayed on the plans.

An Inspection Manhole, described by the Water, Sewer, and Reclaimed Water Design
and Construction Manual, shall be installed in each building sewer lateral and the

location shall be called out on the approved Improvement Plans.

The following conditions of approval shall be met prior to building permit issuance.

79.

i
i
i
i
i
i

Water and Wastewater Buy-in fees and the San Diego County Water Authority Fees are
to be paid to the City and collected by the Water Utilities Department at the time of

Building Permit issuance.

15




80.  All Water Utilities Fees are due at the time of building permit issuance per City Code
Section 32B.7, unless the developer/applicant applies and is approved for a deferral of
all fees per City of Oceanside Ordinance No. 09-OR0676-1.

PASSED AND ADOPTED Resolution No. 2011-P37 on October 24, 2011 by the

following vote, to wit:

AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
Tom Rosales, Chairperson
Oceanside Planning Commission
ATTEST:

Jerry Hittleman, Secretary

I, JERRY HITTLEMAN, Secretary of the Oceanside Planning Commission, hereby certify that

this is a true and correct copy of Resolution No. 2011-P37.

Dated:  October 24, 2011

Applicant accepts and agrees with all conditions of approval and acknowledges impact fees may

be required as stated herein:

Applicant/Representative Date

16
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Planning Division

PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax doliars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This projéct makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Comner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concemned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? 'A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as weli”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’'s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? 'A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with aicohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.8 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**)} Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? 'A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrictthe
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a "time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
*Environmental” Impact report 53. "Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’' applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overail problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’'s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the

"Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of

project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?

Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)

Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? 'A penny wise

pound foolish’ applies here.
Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being

cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick

off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside's Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside's City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this focation will put a "time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip , Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
"Environmental” Impact report 53. “ldentification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments

M Grenp :
]20 l?(’f / /%C)DM 2‘} q O{:z::mg@r\;/‘tu
qrL54

500 6. (804 fiw Wot K ™
R @m V Ocem<10\£ (k404 Mow\%\ <

S Fol T v 2 A
‘/{/&r/c M"'//f/ 5@67’05);)%’ )’7/6 rex

(_77(6 -9 (Y-V—eer’\a/\$
\\cheft cotdq OC COnS\D@ CA\‘




PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrictthe
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. "Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_ our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with aicohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
"Environmental” Impact report 53. “identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a "time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possibie. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with "less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is muiti-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside's City Hall to act now to restrictthe
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the Jiability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the

construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles
(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise

pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well". (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name

Address, City, Zip

Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside's City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be availabie on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Biocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of -
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments ,
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’'s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the

construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles
(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?

Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)

Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise

pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name

Address, City, Zip

Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside's Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside's City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the

“Environmental® Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of

project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concemed citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments

L]0 South Fleeren

. Sigeet qp+ 0
Angela Qunn | Trcsive cn 730548

MNier Son (74 3¢30 DéErcBoenST
O clanso&s
Y2059

QNax on &Mé F431 Fount hegADA
Ocoansice , CAYZosy

Ll

NIRA  EOpGes QYA SWW NN FD ALE OL.
. 04,4&»%5(0({01 n6 57

2D



PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrictthe
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Biocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name . Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside's Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside's City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. "Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? 'A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip 7{ Additional Comments +
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. lt is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrictthe
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
"Environmental” Impact report 53. "ldentification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcoho!l access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a *time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with aicohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”". (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Comer 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition heid at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway aiready has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liguor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hali to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
Karen 3. Yeuwer Yol 5. Freemaonn
Oc2om s Ao Ca

qoest

Tendxe’ S . |sO5 Sant sz

(S22 [ Jcanliille 7

720 Wigsiou\ N0 Mo

(A5 Yeuies™ cro5q [ papsakian
KE é 3)8 S MNevmoa ST

FTH oReE Ocipns woe, (A4 72054

37



PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside‘s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the

construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles
(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)

Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise

pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well". (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.
Name Address, City, Zip Additional C\:omments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006

Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the

construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles
(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “ldentification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?

Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)

Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise

pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name

Address, City, Zip

Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? 'A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_ our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? 'A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is muiti-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

‘gadmer Address City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
"Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well". (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name /) _~ Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrictthe
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006

Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway aiready has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finaily there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the

construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles
(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)

Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise

pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name

Address, City, Zip

Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?

Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)

Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise

pound foolish’ applies here.
Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available

is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name K\ Address, City, Zip Additional Comments WQ 2 Q
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is muiti-faced. Oceanside’'s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. it is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the

construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles
(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “ldentification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?

Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)

Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise

pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name

Address, City, Zip

Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the [iability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish” applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finaily there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

|

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments

. O’Sid{ Q’LOS‘Lf Bwe need #o Sur(ur“k
M‘ KQ EW@{SS ZQS’SDHMQVS‘l , il Busnes .

B3 6 e SU «(
Mk l OCEor N L

AL d%é&%( 65 Nochlberaogl] weonby el

(b nAd (szel Biznes

: PR gg"’( 8 M(.(e,fj .
G%J\V%ro OcecASh ¢ Loca\ Biisnoegs

S\



PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
"Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a "time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006

Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside's Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the

construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles
(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?

Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)

Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise

pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name

Address, City, Zip

Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. it is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well". (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside's Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside's City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the

“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of

project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project. .

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the

“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of

project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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'PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrictthe
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. "Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well". (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with aicohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a "time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overalil problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miies

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Biocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside's City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train_Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being

cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety‘ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?

Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)

Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise

pound foolish’ applies here.
Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available

is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. "Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? 'A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_ our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a "time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as weli that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcoho! to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well". (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address,_ City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this iocation will put a "time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name _ Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concemed citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

P

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental® Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability* and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is muiti-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name . Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside's Coast Highway aiready has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with aicohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
*Environmental” Impact report 53. "Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two biocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name A Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as weli that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. "Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City-of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip mional Cigﬂmments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with aicohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with ‘less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

‘Name . Address, City, Zip Additional Comments ,
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_ our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a *time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with "less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is muiti-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside's City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside's Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Blvd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it’s location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “iess liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a “time burden/safety’ on them as well”. {There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no “sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed

project.

Name Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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PETITION TO (OPPOSE)

Project Number: RC11-0006
Project Name: 7-Eleven at 308 S. Coast Highway

Currently there is another petition held at the City of Oceanside in opposition as well that states
the following: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faced. Oceanside’s Coast Highway already has
(*two) 7-Eleven stores in than 1.4 miles: A third store is an obvious corporate over-saturation.
There area already (**three) stores for liquor with 0.4 miles. It is reaching a point with alcohol to
be available on every corner. Now is the time to stand up and say no more, finally there are
overall problems that occur with opening a 24hr franchise next to a residency zone. We the
undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the
construction of this 7-Eleven.

(*) 7-Eleven Oceanside Bivd 0.9 Miles 1749 S. Coast Highway 1.4 Miles

(**) Quick Corner 2 Blocks N, Coastal Liquor 2 Blocks S, Mikes Liquor 0.4 Mile

(STOP) THIS DEVELPOMENT

Furthermore upon discovery in the Oceanside City files the developer states in the
“Environmental” Impact report 53. “Identification of any roadway or train located within 500 feet of
project site.” They have responded (NA). We strongly disagree that the Coastal Sprinter and
subsequent freight trains are two blocks west. Why risk more alcohol access at this injunction?
Alcohol Access Train Station Nearby Pedestrian Crossing (Wisconsin street/Coast Highway)
Why risk the liability to the city of Oceanside, Amtrak and the coastal commission? ‘A penny wise
pound foolish’ applies here.

Additionally there is a Circle-K at N. Coast Highway. Each 24-hour store with beer/wine available
is close to a highway 5 off ramp which helps_our law enforcement officers. Our town is being
cleaned up and this location will put a "time burden/safety’ on them as well”. (There is not a quick
off ramp at it's location) We concerned citizens want our tax dollars to be used as wisely as
possible. This project makes no "sense/cents”. There is a better business that can be placed at
this location with “less liability” and offering our community better service than the proposed
project.

Name> / / Address, City, Zip Additional Comments
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Petition summary: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faceted. Oceanside’s Coast
Highway already has two* 7-ELEVEN stores in less than 1.4 mile: a third store is
obvious corporate over-saturation. There are already three**stores for liquor within
0.4 mile. It is reaching a point where alcohol will be available on every corner- now is

the time to stand up and say no more. Finally, there are the overall problems that occur

with opening a 24-hour franchise next to a residency zone.
We the undersigned arg-concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now

to restrict the constrtiction of this 7-ELEVEN
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*(711 Oceanside bivd- 0.9 mile, 1749 So.Coast Highway 1.4 mile

**( Quick corner 2 blocks north, Coastal liquor 2 blocks south, Mike’s liquor 0.4 mile)
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Petition summary: Our reasons for opposition is multi—faceted. Oceanside’s Coast
Highway already has two* 7-ELEVEN stores in less than 1.4 mile: a third store is
obvious corporate over-saturation. There are already three**stores for liquor within
0.4 mile. It is reaching a point where alcohol will be available on every corner— now is
the time to stand upjand say no more. Finally, there are the overall problems that occur
with opening a 24-~hour franchise next to a residency zone:

We the undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now

to restrict the construetion of this 7-ELEVEN

ate Printed name| Signature dress/phone Comment
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Petition summary: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faceted. Oceanside’s Coast
Highway already has two* 7-ELEVEN stores in less than 1.4 mile: a third store is
obvious corporate over-saturation. There are already three**stores for liquor within
0.4 mile. It is reaching a point where alcohol will be available on every corner- now is
the time to stand up and say no more. Finally, there are the overall problems that occur
with opening a 24-hour franchise next to a residency zone.

We the undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now
to restrict the construction of this 7-ELEVEN
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s by s W0 T/ Eleve

P st ﬁ’ e 7

P R 2,

W Gk, FE | ailtimad] o7 Bl
Y |towison [N Z | O S P _

Z{ Solwmson g~ 3t. I\)G /'E [eccn

203S # St
q/,/‘ CATH ;c“, .Mn ﬂ?—t(*—,p»ﬁi%ulcwmhﬂ.b«b
Lerti % Ao |ty
i/ o] Ql ). 234 TH DAy oF m ;’*;”3"’; *"“"‘ZS
W { W
" [ Arser) 766 - 718314 Tag‘lb poISE 5.4:.10 ue'lﬂue‘n:t

e
Pexp. TRAFRIZ. 4 PUPE PATE THR WS

SM:/‘"“ | - 35_( S .gﬂ.{w
qlg | D(L‘.ud“ #VWM(V O

i [ W02 e T o L LT

*(711 Oceanside blvd- 0.9 mile, 1749 So.Coast Highway 1.4 mile

**( Quick corner 2 blocks north, Coastal liquor 2 blocks south, Mike’s liquor 0.4 mile)



el /... |72 BoXag] |
‘ 9 | NIEm# /' WUOLRB,Cr, | NO 7-—5&5/5,0/

Petition summary: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faceted. Oceanside’s Coast
Highway already has two* 7-ELEVEN stores in less than 1.4 mile: a third store is
obvious corporate over—saturation. There are already three**stores for liquor within

0.4 mile. It is reaching a point where alcohol will be available on every corner- now is
the time to stand up and say no more. Finally, there are the overall problems that occur
with opening a 24-hour franchise next to a residency zone.

We the undersigned-are concemed citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now

to restrict the constriction of this 7-ELEVEN

-

[Date rinted name| Signature |Address/phone Comment
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Petition summary: Our reasons for opposition is multi-faceted. Oceanside’s Coast
Highway already has two* 7-ELEVEN stores in less than 1.4 mile: a third store is
obvious corporate over-saturation. There are already three**stores for liquor within
0.4 mile. It is reaching a point where alcohol will be available on every corner— now is
the time to stand upiand say no more. Finally, there are the overall problems that occur
with opening a 24-hour franchise next to a residency zone.

We the undersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now
to restrict the construetion of this 7-ELEVEN

ate

rinted name

Signature

Address/phone Comment
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Petition summary: Our reasons for opposntmn is multlﬁfaceted Oceanside’s Coast
Highway already has two* 7-ELEVEN stores inless than 1.4 mile: a third store is
obvious corporate over-saturation. There are already three**stores for liquor within
0.4 mile. It is reaching a point where alcohol will be available on every corner— now is
the time to stand up and say ho more. Finally, there are the overall problems that occur
with opening a 24-hour franchise next to a residency zone.

We the unidersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now
to restrict the construction of this 7-ELEVEN

Date Printed name Signature |Address/phone Comment
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Petition to oppose constructing of a 7-ELEVEN at 304 S. Coast Highway

IPetition Summary: Ourreasons for opposition is multi-faceted. Oceanside's Coast Highway already has two* 7-ELEVEN stores: a

Ithird store is obvious corporate oversaturation. There are already foui** stores for liquor within walking a_uamsnmlnoi_..ﬁoss is
Ireaching a point there alcohol will be available on every corner—now is the time to say more more. Finally, there are the overall

Iproblems that occur with opening a 24+hour franchise next to a residency zone.

; m* , ]

i\
'We theiundersigned are concerned citizens who urge Oceanside’s City Hall to act now to restrict the construction o_,n":_m 7-ELEVEN.

\
Date Signature Printed Name Address ~ Comment
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ConTEL

Project Development, Inc.
1662 N. Magnolia Avenue, Suite 1

El Cajon, California 92020

Office: (619) 448-6773

Fax: (619) 631-6700

April 11, 2011

City of Oceanside

Community Development Department/Planning Division
Oceanside Civic Center 300 North Coast Highway
Oceanside, CA 92054

Phone: (760) 435-3520

RE: Description/Justification of project at 308 Coast Highway, Oceanside, CA 92054

To Whom It May Concern:

The proposed 7-Eleven project is located at 308 Coast Highway, Oceanside, CA. The project will propose “off site” sales
of beer and wine with 24 hour operations. The site will consist of remodeling the existing 2,868 sq. ft building on a
10,000 sq. ft. lot. The building and site will be revitalized to meet the “Coast Highway Visions and Strategic Plan” The
existing site will add a trash enclosure, site lighting, landscaping, SDG&E power and a new parking lot. The property is
currently zoned for retail. If you have questions, please call me at your earliest convenience.

hard Saldano Jr
ice President
Office: (619) 448-6773 ext 224
Cell: (619) 520-9914
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Project Development, Inc.
1662 N. Magnolia Avenue, Suite 1

El Cajon, California 92020

Office: (619) 448-6773

Fax: (619) 631-6700

September 8, 2011

City of Oceanside

Community Development Department/Planning Division
Oceanside Civic Center 300 North Coast Highway
Oceanside, CA 92054

Phone: (760) 435-3520

RE: Description/Justification of project at 308 Coast Highway, Oceanside, CA 92054

The proposed development project will not adversely affect the applicable land use plan. The project is located at 308
Coast Highway, Oceanside, CA. The project will consist of a renovation of an existing 2,865 sq. ft. clay brick building, a new
trash enclosure, new utilities, new/relocated driveways openings, resurfaced parking areas, new exterior lighting and new
landscaping planters. The property is located in the Coastal Zone and is zoned General Commercial/C-2 which allows for
commercial uses such as the proposed convenience store.

The proposed development will not be detrimental to the public health, safety and welfare. The Conditional Use Permit
controlling the development of this site will contain conditions addressing the project compliance with the City’s regulations
and other regional, state and federal regulations to prevent detrimental impacts to the health, safety, and general welfare of
persons residing and/or working in this area.

The proposed development will comply to the maximum extent feasible with the regulations of the Land Development
Code. The proposed sale of alcohol, Type 20 ABC license limited to off-site sale of beer and wine from the convenience
store requires approval of a Conditional Use Permit. Specific conditions of will require compliance with all relevant
regulations from the City of Oceanside and will be written as such into the Conditional Use Permit. The convenience store
proposes 4 doors of the cooler vault to display beer and wine (approximately 100 sq. ft. of shelving or 11% of sales, see
attached floor plan). The excess storage of beer and wine will be stored in the cooler vault or in the workroom. The 270 sq. ft.
gondolas shelving on the sales floor will not be used for storage of beer and wine.

The proposed use is appropriate at the proposed location. The project is located in a General Commercial/C-2 which
allows for commercial uses such as convenience stores. The objectives of the Commercial Element of the community plan
include the provisions of commercial services to ensure the availability of adequate commercial facilities offering a variety of
goods and services to meet the needs of the public. The project is in compliance with the goals and recommendations of the
C-2 zone. The sale of alcohol, type 20 ABC license limited to beer and wine for off-site sales will be permitted through a
Conditional Use Permit to require compliance with all relevant regulations of the City of Oceanside. The alcohol license will
also be regulated by the California Department of Alcohol Beverage Control and enforced by the Oceanside Police

Department.

ice President
Office: (619) 448-6773 ext 224
Cell: (619) 520-9914




Post Date:

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION Removal:

City of Oceanside, California (180 days)
APPLICANT: Mr. Matt Sliwinski
ADDRESS: 308 S. Coast Hwy

PHONE NUMBER: (714) 369-9846

LEAD AGENCY: City of Oceanside

PROJECT MGR.: Amy Fousekis

PROJECT TITLE: RC11-00006 & CUP11-00011 (7-Eleven @ 308 S. Coast Hwy)

7. DESCRIPTION: A Regular Coastal Permit and Conditional Use Permit under the
provisions of the City of Oceanside Local Coastal Program and Articles 11 and 15 of the
Zoning Ordinance of the City of Oceanside to permit the following:
(@) improvement of two parcels containing a 2,860-square foot structure as a
convenience market and associated parking, landscaping and site infrastructure upgrades;
(b) establishment and operation of a convenience market with “off-site” sales of
beer and wine on the property located at 308 S. Coast Hwy.

AU e

Situated within the Townsite Neighborhood Planning Area, the subject property bears a
General Plan land use designation and zoning designation of General Commercial.

ADMINISTRATIVE DETERMINATION: Planning Division staff has completed a
preliminary review of this project in accordance with the City of Oceanside's Environmental
Review Guidelines and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), 1970. Based on
this review, the Environmental Coordinator has determined that further environmental
evaluation is not required because:

[x] The project is categorically exempt per Article 19, Class 1 15301 (e) “Existing
Facilities” Categorical Exemption.

[] “The activity is covered by the general rule that CEQA applies only to projects which

have the potential for causing a significant effect on the environment. Where it can

be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the activity in question may

have a significant effect on the environment, the activity is not subject to CEQA”

(Section 15061(b)(3)); or,

The project is statutorily exempt, Section, ____ ( Sections 15260-15277); or,

The project does not constitute a "project" as defined by CEQA (Section 15378).
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Date: October 24, 2011

Jerry Hittleman, City Planner
cc: [x] Projectfile [x] Counterfile [ x]Library Posting: [1 County Clerk $50.00 Admin. Fee



