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Rayna del Rosario

From: Richard Greenbauer <RGreenbauer@oceansideca.org>
Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2020 6:31 AM
To: Rayna del Rosario
Cc: Teala Cotter
Subject: Fwd: D19-00021

First Comment for EIR 

Sent from my iPad 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Christian Julliay <cmjulliay@yahoo.com> 
Date: August 24, 2020 at 7:28:03 PM PDT 
To: Richard Greenbauer <RGreenbauer@oceansideca.org> 
Subject: D19-00021 
Reply-To: Christian Julliay <willmake5@yahoo.com> 

  
Warning: External Source 

 
Hello Richard ;        In regards to the Carmax Superstore with its two accesses on Thunder Dr., are there 
plans to place a traffic light at the corner of Thunder Dr. and Tiberon Dr. ?  There should be consideration 
for a light there because there is already a lot of traffic coming from the DMV already making it a 
challenge for traffic coming out of Tiberon Dr., especially early morning and the after work period for jobs 
and school. Those two Carmax entrances will add a lot more traffic.    Christian Julliay a resident there. 
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Rayna del Rosario

From: Richard Greenbauer <RGreenbauer@oceansideca.org>
Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2020 5:05 PM
To: Rayna del Rosario
Subject: Fwd: CarMax Auto Superstore Oceanside

So, the comments start coming in.... this one does state aesthetics so will need to be part of the EIR.  
 
Sent from my iPad 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: "patrickebrogan@yahoo.com" <patrickebrogan@yahoo.com> 
Date: August 25, 2020 at 5:01:31 PM PDT 
To: Richard Greenbauer <RGreenbauer@oceansideca.org> 
Subject: CarMax Auto Superstore Oceanside 

Warning: External Source 
________________________________ 
 
Dear Mr. Greensburg: 
 
I am writing you today to offer my comments regarding the request for approval of the 
Development Plan and Conditional Use Permit for the above-referenced project and why 
strongly OPPOSE said project. 
 
I have been an Oceanside resident and owner at the below address since February 1979, and so I 
speak to the changes I have seen in this neighborhood over the past 41+ years. 
 
Traffic, and decrease in street parking, greatly increased with the construction of the DMV and 
the extension of Plaza Drive.  This neighborhood has less of a residential feel, and more-and-
more of a commercial feel. 
 
To build a used car lot would be an inappropriate land use.  A more appropriate use of this 
property would be some combination of residential, park, or community garden.  Even selling 
some of the property to the State to sift DMV traffic off the street would be an improvement! 
 
Examining the documents that I received yesterday shows that Thunder Drive would lose 
parking spaces, and increase traffic.  Also, traffic would increase on Plaza Drive.  I also would 
like to point out that in the past couple of weeks, a driver made an unsafe turn from Plaza Drive 
southbound on Thunder Drive driving onto the roof of a vehicle who was making a left turn from 
Thunder Drive to Plaza Drive.  Increased traffic would also be a safety hazard to any EMS 
vehicles coming from the nearby fire station. 
 
The aesthetics of a large car lot would be a negative factor on my property value, and that of the 
two condo associations, and the several older single family residences on Thunder Drive. 
 
Your meeting on Wednesday evening, in my opinion, starts when many workers may be still 
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commuting home.  Also, since there is a presentation first, time for public comment is very 
limited. 
 
Finally, as a side note, on the envelope that was mailed from the City of Oceanside, there is a 
major spelling error: 
 
There is no such word as "serviceses".  The plural of service is services.  � 
 
Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
Patrick Eoin Brogan 
3458 Thunder Drive 
Oceanside, CA  92056-4744 
760-758-7477 (home) 
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“Environmental and public health through leadership, partnership and science” 

 

 
 
 

Richard Greenbauer 
Planning Division  
300 N. Coast Highway  
Oceanside, CA  92054 
Sent via e-mail to: RGreenbauer@oceansideca.org 

COMMENTS: CARMAX AUTO SUPERSTORE OCEANSIDE; DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
(019-00021) AND CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT (CUP19-00029) 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the referenced project.  The County of San Diego 
Hazardous Materials Division (HMD) is responsible for the protection of public health and the 
environment by ensuring hazardous materials, hazardous waste, medical waste, aboveground tanks 
and underground storage tanks are properly managed. The HMD has completed their review and has 
the following comments regarding the project. 

The proposed project description as stated in the Notice: 

The project is a request for approval of a Development Plan (D19- 000021) and Conditional Use 
Permit (CUP19-00029) to allow for the development and operation of a CarMax facility. The 
proposed development consists of the construction of a CarMax pre-owned automobile dealership, 
including a sales and administration building, service building, private carwash, associated access 
drives, landscaped areas, presentation area, staging area (93 spaces), sales display area (285 spaces), 
and a customer and employee parking lot (148 spaces). An additional sales display area would be 
provided on the northern parcel with a security gate and control island and would be developed as 
part of Phase II of the project.  

  DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 
   HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION 

P.O. BOX 129261, SAN DIEGO, CA  92112-9261 
Phone: (858) 505-6700 or (800) 253-9933 Fax: (858) 505-6786 

www.sdcdeh.org 
 

AMY HARBERT 
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 

mailto:RGreenbauer@oceansideca.org


 
City of Oceanside -  Planning Division  
Carmax Auto Superstore Oceanside; Development Plan (019-00021) And Conditional Use Permit 
(CUP19-00029)   
 

 

 
 
 COMMENTS: 
 
 

1. According to the project description in the document, the proposed new construction of a 
CarMax pre-owned automobile dealership facility, will include a service building and 
private carwash.  The facility may be handling and storing reportable quantities of hazardous 
materials and/or generating hazardous waste.  The facility may need a Unified Program 
Facility Permit (UPFP).    
 
The facility operator is required to submit a Hazardous Materials Questionnaire to the HMD 
and complete an HMD Hazardous Materials Plan Check application to determine if a UPFP 
will be required.  The HMD Hazardous Materials Plan Check review will be required prior 
to issuance of a certificate of occupancy by a Building Department.   
 
For your reference, information regarding the Hazardous Materials Plan Check plan check 
requirement can be reviewed at:    
https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/deh/hazmat/hazmat/hmd_plan_check.html 
 

2. If the facility is planning on installing an underground storage tank (UST)  system or 
underground sump/vault to collect and/or store a hazardous substance, a UST installation 
permit will be required by State law and County ordinance before construction of the 
system.  Information about the permitting process and laws is found at:   
https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/deh/hazmat/ust.html 
 

3. If the facility is planning on installing an aboveground petroleum tank with a storage capacity 
of ≥1,320 gallons,  the facility would require a Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures 
Plan (SPCC) and demonstrate compliance with the Aboveground Petroleum Storage Act, Cal. 
Health and Safety Code, sections 25270 etc.  The facility operator shall complete the SPCC 
plan and retain a copy onsite for inspection by the HMD.    
 

4. Please be advised, any and all construction-related hazardous waste (examples: used oil, 
paint waste, lead paint debris, etc.) generated onsite anytime during this project must be 
properly classified, labeled and handled in manner to prevent release to the environment. 
Contractor(s) must ensure hazardous waste generated during all construction project work is 
properly classified, labeled, and disposed by a California registered hazardous waste hauler. 
Unified Program Facility Permit may also be required for the accumulation and storage of 
these wastes.  More information is found at this webpage:  
https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/deh/hazmat/hazwaste.html 
 
 
 
 
 

https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/deh/hazmat/hazmat/hmd_plan_check.html
https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/deh/hazmat/ust.html
https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/deh/hazmat/hazwaste.html
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5. Please note, anytime during construction and after completion of the project, the HMD has 
the authority pursuant to state law and County Code to regulate facilities that handle or store 
hazardous materials, and/or generate or treat hazardous waste. The HMD will apply that 
authority as necessary to protect public health and the environment.  Additional regulatory 
guidance information can be found on our website at: 
https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/deh/hazmat.html.  
 
 

The HMD appreciates the opportunity to participate in the environmental review process for this 
project. If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact me at (858) 505-6818 
or by e-mail at robert.rapista@sdcounty.ca.gov   
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Robert Rapista, Supervising Environmental Health Specialist 
Hazardous Materials Division 
 
Email Ecc:  Mary Bennett, DEH 

Sande Pence, DEH-HMD 
  Ryan Forsyth, DEH-HMD 
    

https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/deh/hazmat.html
mailto:robert.rapista@sdcounty.ca.gov
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Rayna del Rosario

From: Richard Greenbauer <RGreenbauer@oceansideca.org>
Sent: Friday, August 28, 2020 3:02 PM
To: Rayna del Rosario
Subject: FW: Comments on CarMax NOP

Please see comments from Diane. 
 
From: Diane Nygaard <dnygaard3@gmail.com>  
Sent: Friday, August 28, 2020 1:57 PM 
To: Richard Greenbauer <RGreenbauer@oceansideca.org> 
Subject: Comments on CarMax NOP 
 

Warning: External Source 

Mr Greenbauer  
 
Please reply to confirm timely receipt of these comments on the NOP for the CarMax project: 
 
- Inadequate notice of public meeting/deadline for comments. 
 
The NOP that I received in the mail was signed by you on August 10,2020.  I received it on August 24th- for a 
community meeting on August 26th- which was difficult to access.  I saved the envelope from the mailing- but 
it is using a postage permit and has no date stamp or postage cancellation.  The  notice says the deadline for 
comments is 30 days from receipt of the notice- but there is no way to determine when the notice was 
received.  I believe these notices should actually provide a reasonable notice to the community of public 
meetings- and there should be a clearly stated date for when comments are due. 
 
This is particularly important for this project which will require a CUP and is immediately adjacent to a 
residential neighborhood.  Not one neighbor attended the meeting which by itself is a clear indication there 
were problems with the noticing.  Greater outreach should be proved to this adjacent neighborhood.  
 
- CUP is a discretionary action- allowing the city greater latitude in adding conditions of approval than would 
otherwise be the case 
 
That procedural clarification is  important public information and needs to be included in a way the public 
understands.  I expect the city to carefully consider all conditions that would make this project a better fit with 
this commercial area and the adjacent residential neighborhood- and riparian  corridor.  The developer should 
not just do the minimum that is required- they should step up to do more- and the city should ask for more.  
 
-  transportation analysis needs to be based on VMT per guidelines recently adopted by the city. 
 
SB 743 passed in 2013- with an implementation date of July 1, 2020.  It is not acceptable to  ignore this for a 
project that is just now doing its first public noticing for CEQA. 
 
-  Compliance with CAP implementing ordinances 
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At the scoping meeting it was stated that the project will comply with the adopted CAP.  We assume that also 
means full compliance with the CAP implementing ordinances that were recently adopted- again before 
this  public CEQA noticing for the project.  The TDM ordinance is of particular concern. 
 
- buffer along Buena Vista Creek 
 
At the scoping meeting it was stated that there will be a 50' biological buffer and a 50' planning buffer- but 
nothing is being proposed in the planning buffer.  The figures provided after the meeting identify a "100' buffer" 
along the creek- not making that same distinction.  Several other recent projects along BV  Creek have 
provided for a 100' biological buffer which provides much greater long term benefits to the riparian 
corridor.   Since nothing is being proposed in this buffer we would encourage the entire 100' to be designated 
as a biological buffer. 
 
- Creek corridor restoration 
 
This is a highly degraded reach of the creek with long term problems of trash, pet waste  and homeless 
encampments.  The restoration should include the buffer area and include provisions for managing the 
necessary restrictions on public access to the area.  We would also expect this will all be added to the city's 
hardline preserve with an appropriate endowment to ensure preservation of the biological function in 
perpetuity. 
 
-  parking 
 
"Rightsizing " of parking lots is a key concern as we try to move away from  car-centric travel and encourage 
fewer auto trips and more by alternative transportation.  Generally we push for parking to be 
reduced.  However on this site it is important to look at how development of this parcel can 
address chronic issues with parking in the area.   The DMV facility results in parking on public streets 
already.  The adjacent neighborhood parks along Thunder.    There are some good examples in the region of 
shared parking arrangements that really should be considered here.  It would be easy to facilitate some 
shared parking - especially for DMV employees along their fenceline, and for the adjacent neighborhood along 
Thunder.   Angle in parking along Thunder would increase the number of spaces available for public use- and 
also serve this facility.    
 
- mileage and location of routes for vehicle test drives 
 
This needs to be included in the CEQA documents as it could have significant impacts on GHG, VMT, air 
quality, and public safety.  Deferring this till later in the process fails to recognize /mitigate any potential 
adverse impacts from this activity that is part of site operations and would exclude the public from 
meaningful input. 
 
Thank you for considering these comments. 
 
Diane Nygaard 
On Behalf of Preserve Calavera 
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P: (626) 381-9248 
F: (626) 389-5414 
E: mitch@mitchtsailaw.com 

 
Mitchell M. Tsai 

Attorney At Law 

155 South El Molino Avenue 
Suite 104 

Pasadena, California 91101 
 

 

VIA U.S. MAIL & E-MAIL 

September 10, 2020 

City of Oceanside, Planning Division 
300 N. Coast Hwy. 
Oceanside, CA 92054 
Attn: Richard Greenbauer, Principal Planner 
 
Email delivery to:  RGreenbauer@oceansideca.org 

RE:  CarMax Auto Superstore Oceanside Notice of Preparation (“NOP”); 
Development Plan (D19-00021) and Conditional Use Permit (CUP19-
00029) 

Dear Mr. Greenbauer,  

On behalf of the Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters ( “Commenter” or 
“Carpenters”), my Office is submitting these comments on the City of Oceanside’s 
(“City”) Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (“NOP”) (SCH 
No. 2020089012) for the CarMax Auto Superstore Oceanside Project (“Project”).  

The Southwest Carpenters is a labor union representing 50,000 union carpenters in six 
states, including in southern California, and has a strong interest in well ordered land 
use planning and addressing the environmental impacts of development projects. 

Individual members of the Southwest live, work and recreate in the City and 
surrounding communities and would be directly affected by the Project’s 
environmental impacts.  

Commenter expressly reserves the right to supplement these comments at or prior to 
hearings on the Project, and at any later hearings and proceedings related to this 
Project. Cal. Gov. Code § 65009(b); Cal. Pub. Res. Code § 21177(a); Bakersfield Citizens 
for Local Control v. Bakersfield (2004) 124 Cal. App. 4th 1184, 1199-1203; see Galante 
Vineyards v. Monterey Water Dist. (1997) 60 Cal. App. 4th 1109, 1121.  
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Commenter incorporates by reference all comments raising issues regarding the 
environmental impact report (“EIR”) submitted prior to certification of the EIR for 
the Project. Citizens for Clean Energy v City of Woodland (2014) 225 CA4th 173, 191 
(finding that any party who has objected to the Project’s environmental documentation 
may assert any issue timely raised by other parties). 

Moreover, Commenter requests that the Lead Agency provide notice for any and all 
notices referring or related to the Project issued under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”), Cal Public Resources Code (“PRC”) § 21000 et seq, and the 
California Planning and Zoning Law (“Planning and Zoning Law”), Cal. Gov’t 
Code §§ 65000–65010. California Public Resources Code Sections 21092.2, and 
21167(f) and Government Code Section 65092 require agencies to mail such notices to 
any person who has filed a written request for them with the clerk of the agency’s 
governing body. 

The City should seriously consider proposing that the Applicant provide additional 
community benefits such as requiring local hire and paying prevailing wages to benefit 
the City.  Moreover, it would be beneficial for the City to require the Applicant to hire 
workers: (1) who have graduated from a Joint Labor Management apprenticeship 
training program approved by the State of California, or have at least as many hours of 
on-the-job experience in the applicable craft which would be required to graduate from 
such a state approved apprenticeship training program and; (2) who are registered 
apprentices in an apprenticeship training program approved by the State of California. 

In addition, the City should require the Project to be built to standards exceeding the 
current 2019 California Green Building Code and 2020 County of Los Angeles Green 
Building Standards Code to mitigate the Project’s environmental impacts and to 
advance progress towards the State of California’s environmental goals.  

I. THE PROJECT WOULD BE APPROVED IN VIOLATION OF THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 

A. Background Concerning the California Environmental Quality Act 

CEQA has two basic purposes. First, CEQA is designed to inform decision makers 
and the public about the potential, significant environmental effects of a project. 14 
California Code of Regulations (“CCR” or “CEQA Guidelines”) § 15002(a)(1).1 “Its 

 
1 The CEQA Guidelines, codified in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, section 

150000 et seq, are regulatory guidelines promulgated by the state Natural Resources Agency 
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purpose is to inform the public and its responsible officials of the environmental 
consequences of their decisions before they are made. Thus, the EIR ‘protects not only 
the environment but also informed self-government.’ [Citation.]” Citizens of Goleta 
Valley v. Board of Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal. 3d 553, 564. The EIR has been described as 
“an environmental ‘alarm bell’ whose purpose it is to alert the public and its 
responsible officials to environmental changes before they have reached ecological 
points of no return.” Berkeley Keep Jets Over the Bay v. Bd. of Port Comm’rs. (2001) 91 Cal. 
App. 4th 1344, 1354 (“Berkeley Jets”); County of Inyo v. Yorty (1973) 32 Cal. App. 3d 795, 
810. 

Second, CEQA directs public agencies to avoid or reduce environmental damage when 
possible by requiring alternatives or mitigation measures. CEQA Guidelines § 
15002(a)(2) and (3). See also, Berkeley Jets, 91 Cal. App. 4th 1344, 1354; Citizens of Goleta 
Valley v. Board of Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal.3d 553; Laurel Heights Improvement Ass’n v. 
Regents of the University of California (1988) 47 Cal. 3d 376, 400. The EIR serves to 
provide public agencies and the public in general with information about the effect 
that a proposed project is likely to have on the environment and to “identify ways that 
environmental damage can be avoided or significantly reduced.” CEQA Guidelines § 
15002(a)(2). If the project has a significant effect on the environment, the agency may 
approve the project only upon finding that it has “eliminated or substantially lessened 
all significant effects on the environment where feasible” and that any unavoidable 
significant effects on the environment are “acceptable due to overriding concerns” 
specified in CEQA section 21081. CEQA Guidelines § 15092(b)(2)(A–B). 

While the courts review an EIR using an “abuse of discretion” standard, “the 
reviewing court is not to ‘uncritically rely on every study or analysis presented by a 
project proponent in support of its position.’ A ‘clearly inadequate or unsupported 
study is entitled to no judicial deference.’” Berkeley Jets, 91 Cal. App. 4th 1344, 1355 
(emphasis added) (quoting Laurel Heights, 47 Cal.3d at 391, 409 fn. 12). Drawing this 
line and determining whether the EIR complies with CEQA’s information disclosure 
requirements presents a question of law subject to independent review by the courts. 
(Sierra Club v. Cnty. of Fresno (2018) 6 Cal. 5th 502, 515; Madera Oversight Coalition, Inc. v. 

 
for the implementation of CEQA. (Cal. Pub. Res. Code § 21083.) The CEQA Guidelines 
are given “great weight in interpreting CEQA except when . . .  clearly unauthorized or 
erroneous.” Center for Biological Diversity v. Department of Fish & Wildlife (2015) 62 Cal. 4th 204, 
217. 
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County of Madera (2011) 199 Cal. App. 4th 48, 102, 131.) As the court stated in Berkeley 
Jets, 91 Cal. App. 4th at 1355:  

A prejudicial abuse of discretion occurs “if the failure to include relevant 
information precludes informed decision-making and informed public 
participation, thereby thwarting the statutory goals of the EIR process. 

The preparation and circulation of an EIR is more than a set of technical hurdles for 
agencies and developers to overcome. The EIR’s function is to ensure that 
government officials who decide to build or approve a project do so with a full 
understanding of the environmental consequences and, equally important, that the 
public is assured those consequences have been considered. For the EIR to serve these 
goals it must present information so that the foreseeable impacts of pursuing the 
project can be understood and weighed, and the public must be given an adequate 
opportunity to comment on that presentation before the decision to go forward is 
made. Communities for a Better Environment v. Richmond (2010) 184 Cal. App. 4th 70, 80 
(quoting Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth, Inc. v. City of Rancho Cordova (2007) 
40 Cal.4th 412, 449–450). 

B. The NOP Fails to Provide All Required Information 

Notice of Preparations or NOPs must provide responsible and trustee agencies with 
sufficient information concerning the project and its potential environmental effects to 
enable them to make a “meaningful response.” CEQA Guidelines § 15082(a)(1). 
CEQA Guidelines section 15082(a)(1) provides that at a minimum, the NOP must 
contain: 

• A description of the project; 
• The location of the project by street address and cross street (for a 

project in an urban area) or by attaching a specific map; and 
• The project's probable environmental effects. 

However, the City’s two-page NOP merely provides the general description of the 
Project. While the NOP provides a list of “issues” the EIR will address in detail, the 
NOP does not provide what the Project’s probable environmental effects would be in 
any detail. 

Moreover, the NOP fails to list all “each responsible agency, the Office of Planning 
and Research, and those public agencies having jurisdiction by law over natural 
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resources affected by the project” as required by CEQA. PRC § 21080.4(a). While the 
State Clearinghouse webpage for the Project lists the responsible and trustee agencies, 
the NOP should provide such a list so the information can be readily available and 
referred to. 

C. Due to the COVID-19 Crisis, the City Must Adopt a Mandatory Finding 
of Significance that the Project May Cause a Substantial Adverse Effect 
on Human Beings and Mitigate COVID-19 Impacts  

CEQA requires that an agency make a finding of significance when a Project may 
cause a significant adverse effect on human beings. PRC § 21083(b)(3); CEQA 
Guidelines § 15065(a)(4).  

Public health risks related to construction work requires a mandatory finding of 
significance under CEQA. Construction work has been defined as a Lower to High-
risk activity for COVID-19 spread by the Occupations Safety and Health 
Administration. Recently, several construction sites have been identified as sources of 
community spread of COVID-19.2   

SWRCC recommends that the Lead Agency adopt additional CEQA mitigation 
measures to mitigate public health risks from the Project’s construction activities. 
SWRCC requests that the Lead Agency require safe on-site construction work 
practices as well as training and certification for any construction workers on the 
Project Site.  

In particular, based upon SWRCC’s experience with safe construction site work 
practices, SWRCC recommends that the Lead Agency require that while construction 
activities are being conducted at the Project Site: 

Construction Site Design: 

• The Project Site will be limited to two controlled entry points.  

• Entry points will have temperature screening technicians 
taking temperature readings when the entry point is open. 

 
2 Santa Clara County Public Health (June 12, 2020) COVID-19 CASES AT 
CONSTRUCTION SITES HIGHLIGHT NEED FOR CONTINUED VIGILANCE IN 
SECTORS THAT HAVE REOPENED, available at https://www.sccgov.org/sites/ 
covid19/Pages/press-release-06-12-2020-cases-at-construction-sites.aspx. 

https://www.sccgov.org/sites/covid19/Pages/press-release-06-12-2020-cases-at-construction-sites.aspx
https://www.sccgov.org/sites/covid19/Pages/press-release-06-12-2020-cases-at-construction-sites.aspx
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• The Temperature Screening Site Plan shows details 
regarding access to the Project Site and Project Site logistics 
for conducting temperature screening. 

• A 48-hour advance notice will be provided to all trades prior 
to the first day of temperature screening.  

• The perimeter fence directly adjacent to the entry points will 
be clearly marked indicating the appropriate 6-foot social 
distancing position for when you approach the screening 
area. Please reference the Apex temperature screening site 
map for additional details.  

• There will be clear signage posted at the project site directing 
you through temperature screening.  

• Provide hand washing stations throughout the construction 
site.  

Testing Procedures: 

• The temperature screening being used are non-contact 
devices. 

• Temperature readings will not be recorded. 

• Personnel will be screened upon entering the testing center 
and should only take 1-2 seconds per individual.  

• Hard hats, head coverings, sweat, dirt, sunscreen or any 
other cosmetics must be removed on the forehead before 
temperature screening.  

• Anyone who refuses to submit to a temperature screening or 
does not answer the health screening questions will be 
refused access to the Project Site. 

• Screening will be performed at both entrances from 5:30 am 
to 7:30 am.; main gate [ZONE 1] and personnel gate 
[ZONE 2]  

• After 7:30 am only the main gate entrance [ZONE 1] will 
continue to be used for temperature testing for anybody 
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gaining entry to the project site such as returning personnel, 
deliveries, and visitors. 

• If the digital thermometer displays a temperature reading 
above 100.0 degrees Fahrenheit, a second reading will be 
taken to verify an accurate reading.  

• If the second reading confirms an elevated temperature, 
DHS will instruct the individual that he/she will not be 
allowed to enter the Project Site. DHS will also instruct the 
individual to promptly notify his/her supervisor and his/her 
human resources (HR) representative and provide them with 
a copy of Annex A. 

Planning 

• Require the development of an Infectious Disease Preparedness 
and Response Plan that will include basic infection prevention 
measures (requiring the use of personal protection equipment), 
policies and procedures for prompt identification and isolation of 
sick individuals, social distancing  (prohibiting gatherings of no 
more than 10 people including all-hands meetings and all-hands 
lunches) communication and training and workplace controls that 
meet standards that may be promulgated by the Center for 
Disease Control, Occupational Safety and Health Administration, 
Cal/OSHA, California Department of Public Health or applicable 
local public health agencies.3 

The United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Carpenters International Training Fund 
has developed COVID-19 Training and Certification to ensure that Carpenter union 
members and apprentices conduct safe work practices. The Agency should require that 

 
3 See also The Center for Construction Research and Training, North America’s Building 

Trades Unions (April 27 2020) NABTU and CPWR COVIC-19 Standards for U.S 
Constructions Sites, available at https://www.cpwr.com/sites/default/files/NABTU_ 
CPWR_Standards_COVID-19.pdf; Los Angeles County Department of Public Works 
(2020) Guidelines for Construction Sites During COVID-19 Pandemic, available at 
https://dpw.lacounty.gov/building-and-safety/docs/pw_guidelines-construction-sites.pdf. 

.. 

https://www.cpwr.com/wp-content/uploads/publications/NABTU_CPWR_Standards_COVID-19.pdf
https://www.cpwr.com/wp-content/uploads/publications/NABTU_CPWR_Standards_COVID-19.pdf
https://dpw.lacounty.gov/building-and-safety/docs/pw_guidelines-construction-sites.pdf
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all construction workers undergo COVID-19 Training and Certification before being 
allowed to conduct construction activities at the Project Site.  

If the City has any questions or concerns, feel free to contact my Office. 

Sincerely,  

__________________________ 
Mitchell M. Tsai 
Attorneys for Southwest Regional  
Council of Carpenters 
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September 14, 2020 

 

Sent via email only to: RGreenbauer@oceansideca.org 

City of Oceanside 

Planning Division 

Attn.: Richard Greenbauer 

300 N. Coast Hwy. 

Oceanside, CA 92054 

 

 

Re: CarMax Auto Superstore Oceanside; Development Plan (D19-00021) and Conditional Use Permit 

(CUP19-00029) 

 

Dear Mr. Greenbauer, 

 

This letter is written on behalf of the Rincon Band of Luiseño Indians (“Rincon Band” or “Band”), a federally 

recognized Indian Tribe and sovereign government. We have received your Notice of Preparation of an 

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Car Max Auto Superstore. The identified location is within the Territory 

of the Luiseño people and within the Band’s specific Area of Historic Interest (AHI). As such, Rincon is traditionally 

and culturally affiliated to the project area.  

 

After review of the provided documents and our internal information, the Band has specific concerns that the project 

may impact tangible Tribal Cultural Resources. Embedded in these resources and within the AHI are Rincon’s 

history, culture, and continuing traditional identity. The Rincon Band recommends that an archaeological/cultural 

resources study be conducted by a Secretary of the Interior qualified archaeologist to include an archeological record 

search and complete intensive survey of the property. A professional Tribal monitor from the Rincon Band should 

accompany the archaeologist during the survey.  

The Rincon Band reserves its right to fully participate in the environmental review process and to review and submit 

additional information during our consultation meeting(s) with the City of Oceanside. If you have additional 

questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact our office at your convenience at (760) 297-2635 or via 

electronic mail at cmadrigal@rincon-nsn.gov. We look forward to working together to protect and preserve our 

cultural assets.  

 

Sincerely,  

 
Cheryl Madrigal 

Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 

Cultural Resources Manager 
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