
Orozco, Norma

From:     Steve Bowers <

Sent:     Wednesday, September 27, 2023 5: 05 PM
To: eComment

Subject:  Agenda Item # Appeal Application No. 2023- 06 Appealing the Decision of the

Planning Commission to Deny Modification to Conditional Use Permit ( CUP) No.
2019- 41 and CUP No. 2023- 03 for a New Service Station at 2230 N. Tustin Avenue

To Santa Ana Council Members,

My family and I have discussed the proposed modification to Conditional Use Permit No. 2019- 41 and
Conditional Use Permit No. 2023- 03 at 2230 North Tustin Avenue, Santa Ana, CA.

That corner is already one of the busiest intersections in the area, with the new restaurants
recently opened at the corner of Tustin Avenue and 17t" Avenue.   With addition of a mini mart

and gas station, the access into and out of the new structure would certainly increase the risk of
accidents.   The City has recently installed a new left turn light at this intersection, which helps
with the flow of traffic.  Patrons of the new mini mart would potentially be waiting for busy
traffic flow west on Tustin to exit for quite some time.
There has been a mini mart and gas station at the corner of 17t" and Tustin for many years.  The

addition of a new mini mart within 2 mile of the current station is a bit of over kill.  Historically,
the California landscape has had gas stations/ mini marts on multiple corners.  Within the past 20-
30 years, that luxury has become a thing of the past.

y With the addition of more E- Vehicles on the road within the next 10- 15 years under our current
Governors mandate to have E- Vehicles by 2035, the new mini mart will become a dinosaur.

There has to be a better use for the lot under consideration in this Appeal.

As a homeowner within 2 mile of the site, I concur with the vote of the Council Members on
6/ 26/ 2023.  I strongly urge the Council Members to deny Appeal to Application 2023- 06.

Regards,

Stephen U. Bowers
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Orozco, Norma

From:    Jessica Prechtl <
Sent:     Wednesday, September 27, 2023 10: 20 PM
To: eComment

Subject:  Agenda Item # 17 - 2230 N. Tustin Ave

Dear City Council Members,

My two year old daughter attends the preschool at Plumfield neighboring the corner of Santa Clara and Tustin
Avenue. I am writing to strongly oppose the development plan to put in a gas station on the property at 2230 N.
Tustin Ave. This potential project would have significant health impacts on the growing minds and bodies of
hundreds of young people in Santa Ana. The community does not need a new gas station, especially in close
proximity to where there are five other gasstations in a 1/ 2 mile radius that are easily accessible ( 17th/Tustin,
55/ 17th, Tustin/ Fairhaven, and 2 at Santa Clara/ Grand).

That land should be used to develop something that would clearly meet a community need and promote
community health, such as a parklet with exercise equipment, an urban micro- farm or anything with open space
and trees to improve air quality. Any other developments would be fine, just please not a gas station!

Thank you,
Jessica Prechtl
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Orozco, Norma

From:     Nikki Tichy <
Sent:     Thursday, September 28, 2023 8: 23 AM
To: eComment

Subject:  Agenda Item # 17 - 2230 N. Tustin Ave

To Whom It May Concern:

AGAIN, I am writing today as a concerned parent of the Kindergarten next door to the empty lot. My children
attend the Kindergarten and I do not want my children exposed to any gas fumes. The fact that this is even up

for debate is mind boggling. Regarding fume emissions, who should we contact with concerns? Who monitors

and tracks air quality control? The school is 500 feet away. Would you allow you children to play at a gas

station? No, they stay in the car. Pumping gas takes a few minutes. My children are at school for 9 hours.

This is already a high traffic area with cars and people. If a gas station is put in by the school, I' m extremely

worried about the likelihood of homeless people, as that is a rising problem in Santa Ana already. With more

cars crowding the area, this will cause more car accidents.

Furthermore, I cannot imagine alcohol being sold within 500 feet of a Kindergarten and what type of traffic

that will bring around my kids. There' s a liquor store across the street and a grocery store. We don' t need
anymore near the school. There are also 5 other gas stations within % mile.

I am begging you to please not allow a gas station to be put in next door to a KINDERGARTEN where our

children play outside. We send them to this school to provide a SAFE environment. As a parent, you just want

the best for your children. A gas station is the worst business you can put 500 feet away.

Nikki 7ich4
REGIONAL OFFICE MANAGER I THE TERMITE GUY+ PEST CONTROL

FREE: I PHONE: 1 FAX:
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Orozco, Norma

From:     Leslie Skorheim <

Sent:     Thursday, September 28, 2023 8: 54 AM
To: eComment

Subject:  Agenda Item # 17 - 2230 N. Tustin Ave

To whom this may concern -

I vehemently oppose a gas station being built and operated next door to Plumfield Kindergarten.  It will
cause extreme health and safety issues for the children (and their families) that attend the school and will
unnecessarily impact traffic in the area.

Thank you.
Leslie Skorheim
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Orozco, Norma

From:     Michelle Caldwell <

Sent:     Thursday, September 28, 2023 8: 56 AM
To: eComment

Subject:  Item # 17- 2230 N. Tustin Ave. ! No gas station next to kindergarten !!!

As a homeowner in Orange County CA, I am strongly against a gas station being put next to a kindergarten.
This is a huge safety hazard for many many reasons!

Regarding agenda item# 17- 2 230 N. Tustin Ave.

Kindly,

Michelle Caldwell

Business Development
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Privileged And Confidential Communication.

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto,( a) are protected by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act( 18 USC§§ 2510- 2521),( b) may

contain confidential and/ or legally privileged information, and( c) are for the sole use of the intended recipient named above. If you have received this electronic

message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of the information received

in error is strictly prohibited.
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Orozco, Norma

From:    trina Andjani <

Sent:     Thursday, September 28, 2023 10: 46 AM
To: eComment

Subject:  Agenda Item # 17 - 2230 N. Tustin Ave

Dear Planning Commission/City Council Members,

As a concerned parent with children enrolled in the nearby kindergarten, I am deeply unsettled by the
forthcoming gas station development near the school and residential areas. My concerns are not only
professional but also deeply personal, as they directly impact the health, safety, and well-being of my family
and others in the community. Here are my concerns:

Children' s Health and Safety:

Air Quality: The proximity to a school means that children are at risk of inhaling harmful fumes. Studies have
shown long- term exposure to such fumes can adversely affect lung development in children.

Accidents: The nearby intersection is a high-traffic area with a history of frequent accidents. This increases
the likelihood of a catastrophic event involving the gas pumps.

Regulation of Deliveries: Although plans indicate that deliveries are to occur after school hours, there' s no
clear mechanism for enforcement.

Conditional Use Permit Requirements:

Proximity to School and Residences: The new law mandates a Conditional Use Permit ( CUP) for businesses
located within 500 feet of schools or residential areas, effective December 22, 2022.

Regulatory Oversight: Ignoring the CUP requirement would set a worrisome precedent for future projects.

Homelessness Issues:

Safety Risks: The presence of homeless individuals at similar businesses nearby poses a safety risk to children
and families.

Quality of Life: The influx of homelessness often requires additional policing and affects the overall quality
of life in the area.
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Traffic Congestion:

Limited Road Space: Santa Clara Avenue is only a two- lane road and can ill-afford the additional traffic.

Intersection Safety: The entrance on Santa Clara is too close to other driveways, raising concerns about
vehicle safety and the flow of traffic.

Alcohol Sales:

Safety Concerns: Introducing another outlet for alcohol sales could increase instances of drunk driving or
public disturbances.

Overabundance: There are already numerous outlets for alcohol sales in the immediate area, making this an
unneeded service.

Market Saturation:

Economic Viability: With 5 gas stations within a 1/ 2- mile radius, another station appears unnecessary.

Lack of Diversification: Rather than enriching the community with a variety of services, this new addition
would only further saturate the market.

As a parent whose children' s health and safety are at stake, I earnestly implore you to reconsider the merits of
this proposed gas station. Our children' s well- being should be at the forefront of any development decisions,
and I urge you to make that a priority in your deliberations.

Sincerely,

Petrina Andjani
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Orozco, Norma

From:     Patty Gutierrez <

Sent:     Thursday, September 28, 2023 11: 12 AM
To: eComment

Subject:  Agenda Item # 17 - 2230 N. Tustin Ave

Dear Planning Commission/ City Council Members,

I am writing to express several reservations about the forthcoming gas station planned for construction near the
kindergarten school and residential areas. Here are the issues that need to be addressed:

1. Conditional Use Permit Requirements: A Conditional Use Permit( CUP) became mandatory as of December 22, 2022,

for any businesses situated within 500 feet of K- 12 schools, public parks, or residences. The planned gas station clearly

falls into this category. Why does it appear that the Planning Commission/ City Council is considering circumventing
these new rules?

2. Children' s Health and Safety: Though steps have been taken to minimize fume emissions, the risk hasn' t been

eliminated. How will late- night deliveries be regulated? Furthermore, given the frequency of accidents at the nearby

intersection, the risk of a vehicular incident involving the gas pumps cannot be overlooked.

3. Market Saturation: The proposed location is already surrounded by 5 gas stations within a 1/ 2- mile radius. What

unique value does an additional gas station bring to the community? Wouldn' t it be more beneficial to focus on

attracting businesses from industries that are not already well- represented in the area?

4. Traffic Congestion: The current entrance on Santa Clara Avenue will be kept, which is near our own driveway.

Additionally, the two- lane road in front of the school will certainly experience increased traffic, affecting daily
commutes.

5. Homelessness Issues: The existing gas stations, especially the 7- 11 at 17th and Tustin Ave., are already grappling with

homelessness. We have invested considerable efforts in mitigating this problem on our property, and a new gas station

with a mini market is likely to exacerbate the issue.

6. Alcohol Sales: While this isn' t an immediate concern with the city, I understand that there will be an application for a

license to sell alcohol in the future. The area already has multiple outlets selling alcohol, making this an unnecessary

addition that also raises safety concerns.

Thank you for your attention to these matters. We look forward to your response.

Va ffy Gutierrez
ADMINSTRATIVE ASSISTANT- PEST DIVISION I THE TERMITE GUY

FREE: 1 FAX: 

https:// www. 877termite. com/ online- bill- pay
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Orozco, Norma

From:    Ariana Contreras <

Sent:     Thursday, September 28, 2023 11: 47 AM
To: eComment

Subject:  Agenda Item # 17 - 2230 N. Tustin Ave

Importance:    High

Dear Planning Commission/ City Council Members,

I am writing to express a number of reservations about the forthcoming gas station planned for construction near the
kindergarten school and residential areas. Here are the issues that need to be addressed:

1. Conditional Use Permit Requirements: A Conditional Use Permit( CUP) became mandatory as of December 22, 2022,

for any businesses situated within 500 feet of K- 12 schools, public parks, or residences. The planned gas station clearly

falls into this category. Why does it appear that the Planning Commission/ City Council is considering circumventing
these new rules?

2. Children' s Health and Safety: Though steps have been taken to minimize fume emissions, the risk hasn' t been entirely

eliminated. How will late- night deliveries be regulated? Furthermore, given the frequency of accidents at the nearby

intersection, the risk of a vehicular incident involving the gas pumps cannot be overlooked.

3. Market Saturation: The proposed location is already surrounded by 5 gas stations within a 1/ 2- mile radius. What

unique value does an additional gas station bring to the community? Wouldn' t it be more beneficial to focus on

attracting businesses from industries that are not already well- represented in the area?

4. Traffic Congestion: The current entrance on Santa Clara Avenue will be kept, which is in close proximity to our own

driveway. Additionally, the two- lane road in front of the school will certainly experience increased traffic, affecting daily
commutes.

5. Homelessness Issues: The existing gas stations, especially the 7- 11 at 17th and Tustin Ave., are already grappling with

homelessness. We have invested considerable efforts in mitigating this problem on our property, and a new gas station

with a mini- market is likely to exacerbate the issue.

6. Alcohol Sales: While this isn' t an immediate concern with the city, I understand that there will be an application for a

license to sell alcohol in the future. The area already has multiple outlets selling alcohol, making this an unnecessary

addition that also raises safety concerns.

Thank you for your attention to these matters. We look forward to your response.

Ask tme & burnt vrnr- Pest Gvvitrvl services!

A rLa-%, Cc-      era.,



TRANSACTION COORDINATOR I THE TERMITE GUY

FREE: I PHONE: 1 FAX:
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Orozco, Norma

From:    Ariana Contreras <

Sent:     Thursday, September 28, 2023 11: 49 AM
To: eComment

Subject:  Agenda Item # 17 - 2230 N. Tustin Ave

Dear Planning Commission/ City Council Members,

I am writing to express a number of reservations about the forthcoming gas station planned for construction near the
kindergarten school and residential areas. Here are the issues that need to be addressed:

1. Conditional Use Permit Requirements: A Conditional Use Permit( CUP) became mandatory as of December 22, 2022,

for any businesses situated within 500 feet of K- 12 schools, public parks, or residences. The planned gas station clearly

falls into this category. Why does it appear that the Planning Commission/ City Council is considering circumventing
these new rules?

2. Children' s Health and Safety: Though steps have been taken to minimize fume emissions, the risk hasn' t been entirely

eliminated. How will late- night deliveries be regulated? Furthermore, given the frequency of accidents at the nearby

intersection, the risk of a vehicular incident involving the gas pumps cannot be overlooked.

3. Market Saturation: The proposed location is already surrounded by 5 gas stations within a 1/ 2- mile radius. What

unique value does an additional gas station bring to the community? Wouldn' t it be more beneficial to focus on

attracting businesses from industries that are not already well- represented in the area?

4. Traffic Congestion: The current entrance on Santa Clara Avenue will be kept, which is in close proximity to our own

driveway. Additionally, the two- lane road in front of the school will certainly experience increased traffic, affecting daily
commutes.

5. Homelessness Issues: The existing gas stations, especially the 7- 11 at 17th and Tustin Ave., are already grappling with

homelessness. We have invested considerable efforts in mitigating this problem on our property, and a new gas station

with a mini- market is likely to exacerbate the issue.

6. Alcohol Sales: While this isn' t an immediate concern with the city, I understand that there will be an application for a

license to sell alcohol in the future. The area already has multiple outlets selling alcohol, making this an unnecessary

addition that also raises safety concerns.

Thank you for your attention to these matters. We look forward to your response.

Ariana Contreras
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Orozco, Norma

From:    Jana Lichtenwalter <
Sent:     Thursday, September 28, 2023 12: 11 PM
To: eComment

Subject:  Agenda Item # 17 - 2230 N. Tustin Ave

To Whom It May Concern:

As a parent of 4 children, I am completely appalled that anyone would consider putting a gas station 500 feet away
from a Kindergarten.

Has anyone thought about the crowd that will draw?

Or the rise of homeless people coming towards young children?

How about the amount of traffic around these kids?

Not to mention the toxic fumes.

How dare this even be up for discussion or vote.

Please do better and deny this.
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Alcala, Abigail

From: Lorraine Passero <passeroart@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, September
To: eComment
Subject: Nogasstation

Ihaveaconcernabouttheproximityofagasstationtoaschool. Itisnotahealthyorsafebusinesstohaveinsuchclose
proximity tochildren. Pleasetakethisintoconsideration. Sincerelyyours,  

LorrainePassero
SentfrommyiPhone
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Alcala, Abigail

From: Jeralyn Cottam <jeralyncottam@gmail. com> 
Sent: Friday, September
To: eComment
Subject: Agenda Item #17 - 2230N. Tustin Ave

Towhom itmayconcern,   

Iamwriting intoexpress myconcern anddisagreement with theproposed gasstation development at2230N
Tustin Ave. Below isanaccounting ofallmyconcerns:  

1. Theproximity ofagasstation tomydaughters school, Plumfield Pre-school andKindergarten. Iunderstand
thataconditional usepermit (CUP) isrequired forbusinesses requiring aregional, state, orfederal permit to
discharge, handle, emit, orstore regulated compounds, materials, orsubstances andislocated within 500ftofa
school (K-12), public park, orresidence. Idon'tunderstand why thisdevelopment isbeing considered when itis
clearly lessthan500ftfromaschool AND residences.   

2. Ibelieve thisgasstation would poseasubstantial health andsafety risktoourchildren. Weallknowofthe
gaseos fumes thatareomitted fromagasstation, andthisonewould directly border theschools playyard. In
addition tothedanger ofthese fumes, therearealso frequent accidents inthis intersection. What prevents acar
fromentering thestation andclipping apump? While therisksofthatmaybelow, Iamcertain youcanagree
therepercussions would begrave withaschool fullofchildren nearby.   

3. There are5gasstations within approximately 1/2mileoftheproposed site (17th/Tustin, 55/17th,  
Tustin/Fairhaven, and2atSanta Clara/Grand). Howdoesa5thstation provide additional services tothe
residents, workers, andvisitors? Iamnotopposed todevelopment ofthesite, butitshould bebringing anewor
underserved industry/business tothearea, notoversaturating themarket.  

4. Traffic impact: Theexisting driveway totheschool isonSanta Clarawillremain andIunderstand thegas
station will have itsdriveway right next tothisonSanta Clara. TRaffic getting intoandoutoftheschool can
already bedifficult anddangerous, andthiswilladdtothatexponentially. Increased trafficwill impact theflow
ofdaily travel.  

5. Theexisting gasstations inthearea, inparticular, the7-11at17thandTustin Ave., have major issues with
thecongregation ofunhoused persons. Iknow thatPlumfield school hasworked hardtoprotect theschool , but
placing agasstation withaconvenience storewillmost certainly increase theprevalence ofthetransient
population onthiscorner.  

6. Thesaleofalcohol: Similar totheincrease inissues thatcould bebrought bythetransient population, the
saleofalcohol rightnext toaschool also isconcerning. Currently, alcohol canbepurchased atStater Brothers,  
theLiquor Storenext toStater Bros, theMiniMartbehind Starbucks, andat7-11, itisclearly ununneeded
service inthearea.   

Thank youforconsidering these concerns,   

Jeralyn Cottam
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Alcala, Abigail

From: Murphy, Jennifer <jmurphy@tustin.k12.ca.us> 
Sent: Friday, September
To: eComment
Subject: Agenda Item #17 - 2330N. Tustin Ave

TotheSanta Ana City Council,  
Iamwriting asaconcerned member andparent inourcommunity toexpress mydeep reservations about the
proposed construction ofagasstation inclose proximity toaPlumfield Preschool andKindergarten. Ibelieve that
allowing such adevelopment poses significant safety andhealth concerns thatmust becarefully considered before
anydecision ismade.  

First andforemost, thesafety ofourchildren should beour toppriority. The presence ofagasstation neara
preschool andkindergarten introduces anumber ofpotential hazards. Gas stations areknown forthe inherent
risks associated with fuel storage andhandling, such asthepossibility ofleaks, fires, and explosions. These dangers
arenotonlyathreat tothe immediate vicinity butcanhave far-reaching consequences, affecting thesafety ofour
entire community.  

Moreover, gasstations attract heavy vehicular traffic, including large trucks and vehicles carrying hazardous
materials. This increased traffic poses asignificant danger toyoung children whomay bewalking toorfrom school
orplaying inthearea. The likelihood ofaccidents and injuries involving ourmost vulnerable citizens isgreatly
increased insuch ascenario.  

Inaddition tosafety concerns, there aresignificant health risks associated with theoperation ofagasstation.  
Gasoline anddiesel fuelemit harmful chemicals and fumes, including volatile organic compounds ( VOCs) and
particulate matter, which have been linked toarange ofhealth issues, particularly inchildren. Exposure tothese
pollutants canexacerbate respiratory conditions such asasthma andmayeven contribute tothedevelopment of
long-term health problems.  

Furthermore, thenoise and airpollution generated byagasstation can disrupt the learning environment ofthe
nearby educational institutions. Young children areparticularly susceptible totheadverse effects ofnoise
pollution, which canhinder their cognitive development andconcentration.  

Iurge theCity Council tothoroughly evaluate thepotential risks and consequences ofpermitting agasstation tobe
built inclose proximity toPlumfield Preschool andKindergarten. Itiscrucial that thehealth, safety, andwell-being
ofourchildren aregiven theutmost consideration inthisdecision-making process.  

Irespectfully request that youconsider alternative locations fortheproposed gasstation thatdonotplace our
youngest community members atrisk. Ialsoencourage theCity Council toengage with experts inchild safety,  
environmental health, andurban planning toconduct acomprehensive impact assessment.  

Thank youforyour attention tothiscritical matter. Ourcommunity' sfuture depends onthechoices wemake
today, andItrust that youwillprioritize thesafety andwell-being ofourchildren inyour deliberations.  

Jennifer Murphy
English Teacher & ASBAdvisor

1



Tustin, CA92782
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Alcala, Abigail

From: eliamadrigal <eliamadrigal@sbcglobal. net> 
Sent: Saturday, 
To: eComment
Subject: Item # 17 - DenyAppeal

Iamwriting thisemail toyouasataxpayer andproperty owner toDENY theappeal foragasstation that is
proposed tobebuiltonthecorner ofTustin andSanta Clara.  

Major concerns astowhyIbelieve theappeal needs tobedenied:  

1.  Applicant isrequesting 9pump gasstation bebuiltnextdoor toavery busyandlongestablished preschool.  
Plumfield )  

2. Concerns overvapors andthestorage ofgasoline / hazardous materials within 500ft. ofaschool and
residential area.  

3. There are9active gasstations within ashort distance ofthis location.  

4. The7-11 ( gasstation andminimart ) atTustin Ave. and17thSt.  attracts thehomeless. Theyare often
found tobeunder theinfluence andswapping stolen goods aswellasworking onstolen bicycles.  

5. Manyofthese individuals havebeen observed roaming through ourneighborhood atnight shaking downcars
andstealing anything ofvalue that theycanfind.  

6. Thesame homeless are thenspotted during thedayhanging outatPortola Parkwhich isrightnext toJohn
MuirFundamental School.  

7. Wedon'twant toseethesituation worsen with theaddition ofanother unwanted gasstation andminimart
close toourhomes. Wehaveabeautiful neighborhood andwewant toprotect it.  

Thank youforyoursupport. PLEASE DENY THEAPPLICANTS APPEAL.  

SentfrommyVerizon, SamsungGalaxysmartphone
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Alcala, Abigail

From: KeiraGonsalves <myheartisinyourhands87@gmail. com> 
Sent: Saturday, September
To: eComment
Subject: Item #17DenytheAppeal

Deny theproposal foragasstation onSanta Clara And17thstreet inSanta Ana. Especially rightnext tothe
preschool where mysonusedtoattend. Istill liverighthereanddonotwant tohave thefumes andsmoke and
traffic right there.   

Wehavetoomany gasstations asis.  
Wedonotneedoneright there.   

Thanks From Keira Gonsalves

Winston R. Covington
Chairman
Portola Park
AndMeredith/ Parkwood
Neighborhood Association
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Alcala, Abigail

From: obedgarcia <obed.garcia01@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, 
To: eComment
Subject: Item # 17

Denytheappeal!   

Wehaveenoughlocalgasstations.  

Obed
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Alcala, Abigail

From: Patricia Kane <j1pkane@pacbell.net> 
Sent: Sunday, October
To: eComment
Subject: Item #17- denytheappeal*** 

Pleasedenytheappealtobuilda9pumpgasstationatSouth/WestcornerofTustinandSantaClaraOurneighborhood
doesnotneedthecongestion andthepreschool istocloseforallthattrafficThankyouPatriciaandJamesKane

SentfrommyiPad
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Alcala, Abigail

From: myrna ayala <mmrayala@icloud.com> 
Sent: Sunday, October
To: eComment
Subject: Item #17Denytheappeal

Towhomitmayconcern,  

Isupport todenytheappeal foragasstationonTustinandSantaClara.   

Thankyou,  

MyrnaAyala
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Alcala, Abigail

From: Michael Seeds <mkseeds777@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, October
To: eComment
Subject:** Item # 17 - DenytheAppeal ** 

Michael K. Seeds

Santa Ana, 92705
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Alcala, Abigail

From: DavidKiwerski WP2AAT <wp2aat@sbcglobal.net> 
Sent: Sunday, October 1, 2023
To: eComment
Subject: Fwd: Item # 17 - DenytheAppeal

DearSanta AnaPlanning Commission:  

Ithascometoourattention that thevacant lotattheintersection ofTustin Avenue andSanta Clara Avenue is
being considered foragasstation site.  Thiswould notbeagoodsitefor thestation forthefollowing reasons:  

Itwould interrupt theflowoftraffic:  Tustin Avenue narrows totwo lanes justpast theproposed siteand
Santa Clara narrows toasingle lanetraveling east. Adding more cars thatwillneed toenter andexit the
station would make merging traffic more dangerous.    
Thestation would intensify theheavy traffic inanalready busy intersection. Drivers whoareunfamiliar
with the intersection andareexiting theStater Bros.Shopping Center areoften unaware ofdrivers
turning rightontoSanta Clara Ave. fromTustin Ave., andthesame canbesaidabout those drivers
making theright-hand turns. There isahistory oftraffic collisions atthatcorner.  
Hazardous materials areinherent totheoperation ofservice stations.  With thenumber ofaccidents
already mentioned, itwould bearisktobusinesses andresidents alike toaddthestation.  
Theservice station would increase theamount oftraffic students would face traveling toandfrom
school.  Thepresence ofagasstation would notonlyhaveanegative impact onthepreschoolers at
Plumfield Preschool, butwould alsoaffect students attending SAUSD schools (JohnMuir Fundamental
andSierra Preparatory Academy) andTUSD schools (Loma Vista, Hewes, Foothill, and
Hillcrest).  There arealsoseveral private schools inthearea thatcould alsobeimpacted bytheaddition
ofafilling station atthatcorner.  Many parents elect tohave theirchildren walk toschool.  There areno
crossing guards atthis intersection, andtheaddition oftraffic moving inanoutofaservice station
would create ahigher risktostudents.  
Therelatively recent opening ofadoughnut shopandStarbucks sharing thelotwith therefurbished
liquor storeatthesame intersection directly affected traffic patterns which would beseverely
compounded bytheservice station.  

Thank youfortaking these items under consideration.  Werespectfully askthatyoudeny theappeal sothatthe
areawill remain safe forcommuters, businesses, andresidents.  

David andPamela Kiwerski WP2AAT "NoMicrosoft, noApple, justgoodoldreliable Linux"  
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Alcala, Abigail

From: Diego Teran <diegoteran@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Sunday, October
To: eComment
Subject: Denyappeal item17onOct. 3

ToWhomitMayConcern,  
AsaresidentofMeredith Parkwood, IasktheSantaAnaPlanningCommission todenytheappealtoitem17 (proposed
gasstationonTustinAve & SantaClara).  

Thereareenoughgasstations intheneighborhood andIdon’twantmychildrenexposedtoharmful fumes.  

Thankyou,  

DiegoTerán

SantaAna92705
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Alcala, Abigail

From: JENNY LUCATERO < jennylucatero87@gmail. com> 
Sent: Sunday, October 1, 
To: eComment
Subject: Item #17

Item #17Deny appeal
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Alcala, Abigail

From: PamHopkirk <hopkirkspd@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, October
To: eComment
Subject: Item # 17DenyAppeal

Please deny theappeal, item #17. Plumfield Preschool isadjacent theproperty andhasbeenthere foryears. Gasstations produce
harmful vapors which willspread tothepreschool where many children attend.    
Aconcerned citizen,  
P. Hopkirk
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Alcala, Abigail

From: Lenette Wardinski <lballski@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, October
To: eComment; eComment
Subject: Item #17onAgenda - DENYtheAPPEAL!!!! 

Please DENYthisGasStation'sappeal!  Ithasalready beendeclined bythePlanning Commission andisNOTsupported byCity
Staff.  There arenumerous reasons todecline thisappeal!    
Busy Intersection
NearaChildCareFacility
Etc

Lenette Wardinski
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Alcala, Abigail

From: Aaron Harrington <aaron_harrington7@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, October
To: eComment
Subject: Agenda Item #17 - 2230N. Tustin Ave

Towhomitmayconcern,  

Good afternoon!  Mydaughter currently attends kindergarten atPlumfield, theschooldirectly next totheempty lotwhich isbeing
appealed bythedeveloper tomove forward withdevelopment.  Whymyconcern inthismatter?  Firstofall, thisisasafety concern
fornotonlymychildletalonealloftheotherchildren andstaffwhoattend theschool.  Also, ifaconditional usepermit (CUP) is
required inregards toa500footproximity withinaschool orresidences, whyisthePlanning Commission/CityCouncil willing to
overturn arecently enacted requirement?  Notonly isthisahazard forthechildren andstaff inregards togasoline fumes butthereare
otherchemicals affiliated with theproposed station.  There areadditional chemicals/lubricants vehicles needtoproperly function
which mayfurther hindersafety (ie. oil, transmission fluid(s), battery fluid(s) spills, etc.) whichwill then leak/seep intodrains/gutters
andcould washcloser totheschool.  Children'ssafety should bepriority #1, notprofitability ofadeveloper.  

Second, sincechildren'ssafetyshould bethecitycouncil'smainpriority, whyonearthbuildanother gasstation?  There are5other
gasstations within a1/2mileoftheproposed site.  Passing ontheappealwithnotonlybenefit thecommunity asawholebutit'llcut
downontraffic intheareatoensure lesscongestion andpotential accidents.  Since there isaschool inthis immediate areathecity
council should doeverything intheirpower tolimitcongestion.  There isalreadyasupermarket (Stater Brothers) across thestreet so
adding more trafficwill further increase potential caraccidents whichcoulddirectly affectachild/family.  

Third, inregards totraffic/congestion oftheimmediate area, Santa Clara (infrontoftheschool) isonly2lanes.  Thisproposed
development willcause morecongestion, theinability ofparents topark inthesmall lotassigned totheschool topickup/drop
off theirkidsandcould cause further accidents incasechildren havetobepicked upelsewhere incasetheentrance isblocked by
othervehicles.  Also, theadditional trafficwillcause thepublic toturn intotheschoolparking lotwhensaidpersons don'tevenhavea
childattheschool.  Thus, further causing more traffic issues andpotential accidents.  Again, children'ssafety should bepriority #1!  

Fourth, with theextragasstationbrings transient/homeless issues.  Isthecitycontent with theincreased chances oftransients
sleeping/attempting toaccess theschoolgrounds forpotential assaults onschool staff?  Also, thesafetyofthesechildren wouldneed
tobedramatically increased.  Isthedeveloper going toensure theylimit thetransient/homeless persons onthegasstation
grounds?  Ofcoursenot!  This isexactly why theycan'tbeawarded theappeal toproceed with development.  Safety istantamount to
astriving society forchildren sothis reasoning should immediately persuade thecitycouncil'sdecision tonotallow thedevelopment
ofthegasstation.       

Lastly, with theabove issuesIhave listedweknowthegasstation willapply foranalcohol permit tosell itonstoregrounds.  Since
there isasupermarket andliquor storesacross thestreet, herein liesanother reason whytheyneedtoceasewithbuilding agasstation
onthislot.  Withmorealcohol always comes moreproblems.  Drunk driving could beanissuewhichwill leadtofurther
accidents/concerns thatparents attheschool don'tneedtoendure.  Parents have theright toensure theirchild issafeattheirschool so
adding anextraburden ontheschool staffshould bereason #1nottogrant thedeveloper thelottobuild thegasstation.  

Weasasociety needtomake sureourchildren aretakencareandsafety isthemain issuehere.  Kidsarethebuilding blocks of
societies andwhen parent'sandchildren'ssafety ispushed aside forprofits thenweasawhole have lostvalue increating abetter
future forourchildren.  Again, Ihave listed numerous reasons whytheproposed building needs tobeceased thus ensuring our
children areabletolearnwithout anylimitation oradditional stresses placed onthefamilies.  Iamalways opentobusinesses being
built butnotagasstation right nexttoaschool when therearemultiple otherstations within thesame vicinity.  Istress youtoplease
takethekid'sandschool'swellbeing intoconsideration andpassing onallowing thegasstation tobebuilt.  Feel free tocalloremail if
youhaveanyquestions orconcerns andIappreciate your timeinregards tothismatter.  

Respectfully,  

Aaron Harrington (Concerned parent ofkindergarten student atPlumfield school)  
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Alcala, Abigail

From: Jessica Fox <jessica2fox@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, 
To: eComment
Subject: Item # 17 - DenytheAppeal

Thisemail isinregard ofItem # 17.  

Iamaresident at Santa Ana. 92705.  IliveintheMeredith Homes track.  Iamwriting this
email requesting adenial for theappeal ofagasstation attheSouth/West corner ofTustin Aveand
Santa Clara (2230N. Tustin Ave.)  

Ihave lived intheneighborhood for18years andithasbeenawonderful place tolivemostoftheyears.  The
lastcouple ofyearswehaveseensomany homeless people walking around theareabySanta ClaraStand
hanging outatPortola Park.  Thisareaused tobeaplace where Icould tellmykidstowalk tothepark and
meet their friends.  Ican'tanylonger.  There aretoomany homeless walking around scaring kidsand
sometimes adults aswell.  Thegasstations intheneighborhood onGrand andSantaClara andonTustin and
17thalready attracts many homeless andpeople ondrugs.    

Iurgeyoutoplease deny theappeal forthegasstation at2230N. Tustin.  Itwillonlybring more homeless
intoourneighborhood andiswaytooclose thePlumfield Preschool.   

Thank youforyour time,  

Jessica Lochner
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Alcala, Abigail

From: CarolPurvis <capurvis@cox.net> 
Sent: Monday, 
To: eComment
Subject: Appeal Application No2023-06 (2230N. TustinAve.) 

HonorableMembersoftheSantaAnaCityCouncil:  

WhilemyintentistobepresentattheCityCouncilmeetingonOctober3rd, Iam
writingratherthanspeakingintheinterestoftimesavings.  Myhopeisthatyouwill
havereadthepreviouscorrespondence presentedtotheplanningcommission andyou
willhaveseenmylettertothem.  Mysameconcerns remain -- fumes, traffic, liquor,  
homeless, andoversaturationofthebusinessradiuswithfuelingstations!  

PlumfieldPreschoolandKindergarten hasservedtheCityofSantaAnaanditsneighbors
withqualitychildcarewhilepreparingyoungchildrenforelementary schoolandlifefor
over50years!  Itisanestablished businessprovidingessentialchildcaretothe
residentsofthecommunity.  ForthosemembersoftheCouncil thatdonothavechild
careneedsandwhomaynotbefamiliarwiththechildcarecrisisinourcountry, Iurge
youtoGoogleChildCareCrisisintheUnitedStatestofamiliarizeyourselfwiththe
challengespresentlyplaguingtheindustry.  Californiahasamajorproblem!  Whywould
weaddanythingelsetothealreadyexistingissuebygrantingapermitforagasstation
whichsharesaproperty line, whereonlyafenceseparatesaplayyardforthesechildren
andthefumesthatgasstationsemit.   

Pleaseunderstand thatIaminnowayopposedtothesubjectpropertybeing
developed.  Itisinmybestinterestasthepropertyownertohavethatcornerbuiltout
withathrivingbusinessthatdoesnotemitnoxiousfumesorpresentasafetyhazard
i.e. adjacentdrivewaysonSantaClaraAve) tothechildrenoremployees.  

Homelessness isamajorissueinthevicinityofmypropertyandwehavehadseveral
instancesofinvasionoftheproperty.  Wehavespentseveralthousanddollars
attempting todiscourage loitering, sleeping, usingelectricalandwatersourcesafter
businesshours.  However, itremainsacontinuingproblemasevidenced justthispast
weekagainwhenahomelesswomanrequestedentryduringbusinesshours.  Mini- 
markets, especially thosethatsellalcohol, encouragehomeless loitering.  Thisis
evidencedatthecornerof17thandTustinAve.   

PerhapsmybiggestquestiontoyouiswhywouldyougrantaCUPforanordinancethat
youpassedinDecember2022statingthatnoxiousfumescouldnotbeemittedwithin
500' ofaschoolorresidentialarea, thenre-addressed theissueandchangethelimitto
1000' inJuneof2023; butnow, inOctober, just4monthslater, overridethat
ordinance?  Tomyknowledge, nothinghaschanged -- theapplicanthasnotpresented
anyevidence/studiessupportingachangetotheresearchwhichshowsnegativeeffects
onchildrenofnoxiousfumes.  

1



ThankyouforyourservicetothecommunityandItrustyoutoholdyourconstituents,  
friends, andneighborsbestinterestwhenyouvotetoaffirmthePlanningCommission
rulingtodenytheConditional UsePermit.  

Sincerely,  

CarolPurvis

Owner
PurvisEnterprises
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Alcala, Abigail

From: Aleece Records <aleecerecords@gmail. com> 
Sent: Monday, October
To: eComment
Subject: Agenda Item #17 - 2230N. Tustin Ave

DearSanta AnaCityCouncil andWhom itmayconcern,  

Iamaconcerned parent ofachildwhoattends Plumfield School at2112ESanta Clara Ave. Istrongly appose
thedevelopment ofagasstation onthecorner ofSanta Clara andTustin Ave.   
Myreasons areasfollows:  

1. Theproximity ofagasstation nearakindergarten school. Aconditional usepermit isrequired forbusinesses
requiring aregional, state, orfederal permit todischarge, handle, emit, orstore regulated compounds, materials,  
orsubstances andislocated within500ftofaschool (K-12), public park, orresidence. Inthiscase, thisstation
iswithin 500feetofbothaschool and residences. Effective December 22, 20222, aCUPisrequired! Why is
thePlanning Commission/CityCouncil willing tooverturn arecently enacted requirement when theschool is
wellwithin 500 feetoftheproposed site? There isaclear reason whythePlanning Commission drafted the
regulation.  

2. Myconcerns surround thehealth andsafetyofmychildandtheentire class. While measures willbeput in
place toreduce theemissions offumes, theriskisnotzero. Deliveries willonlybeallowed afterhours, butwho
willmanage that? There arefrequent accidents inthis intersection, whatprevents acarfromentering thestation
andclipping apump? Extra risksIamnotwilling toexpose mychild to.  

3. There are5gasstations within approximately 1/2mileoftheproposed site (17th/Tustin, 55/17th,  
Tustin/Fairhaven, and2atSanta Clara/Grand). Howdoesa5thstation provide additional services tothe
residents, workers, andvisitors? Development ofthesiteisnottheissue, butitshould bebringing anewor
underserved industry/business tothearea, notoversaturating themarket.  

4. Traffic impact: Theexisting driveway onSanta Clarawillremain. Thisisveryclose toourdriveway.  
Additionally, Santa Clara is2lanes infrontoftheschool. Increased traffic will impact theflowofdaily travel.  

5. Homeless: Theexisting gasstations inthearea, inparticular, the7-11at17thandTustin Ave., havemajor
issues withhomeless people. Wehaveworked veryhardtoreduce thisonourproperty, butagasstation witha
minimarket will increase thelikelihood. Again, this isasafety concern forourchildren.  

6. Thesaleofalcohol: While this isnotaconcern with thecity, asIunderstand it, theywillapply foranalcohol
sales license inthefuture. Currently, alcohol canbepurchased atStater Brothers, theLiquor Store next toStater
Bros, theMiniMartbehind Starbucks, anddefinitely at7-11 (Iassume alltheother gasstations aswell). Again,  
this isasafety concern aswellasanunneeded service inthearea.  

Please vote tooppose the installation ofagasstation atthis location.  

Thank you

Aleece Langlois, Santa Anaresident andconcerned parent.  
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Alcala, Abigail

From: Gabriela Morales <msgabrielamorales@gmail. com> 
Sent: Monday, October
To: eComment
Subject: Agenda Item #17 - 2230N. Tustin Ave

Hello,  

Isentanemail opposing thedevelopment ofthisgasstation back inJune, andI - likemany other parents ofthe
school nextdoor - amsurprised anddispleased thatthis issue hasreturned --   

Iamwriting inopposition totheissuance ofaConditional UsePermit fortheproperty located at2230N. Tustin
Ave. Thedevelopment islocated within 500feetoftheschool mychildattends. Iamopposed tothis
development duetothehealth andsafety concerns ofthecurrent andfuture children inthecare
ofPlumfield School.   

Additionally, asthereare5other gasstations within1/2mile radius oftheproposed project, itisnotbringing
newnoradditional services tothearea.   

Thank youforyour timeandconsideration,  

Best,   

Gabriela (Morales) Hixson
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Alcala, Abigail

From: RigoGarcia <Rigo-Garcia@outlook.com> 
Sent: Monday, 
To: eComment
Subject: Item #17 - 2230N. Tustin AvePublic Comment

CouncilMembers,  

I'maresidentinWard3andurgingyoutodenytheappealofagasstationapplicationat2230N. Tustin
Avenueforthefollowingreasons:  

1. Theproximitytotheschoolnextdoorprovidesasafetyhazardsforsmallkidswhoareunawareofdangers
ofanexcessamountofcarsthatwillrotatethroughthere.  

2. Theemissionssmellofgasanddieselwillcauseharmtoyoungdevelopingbodies. Gasspillscausea
significantpublichealthrisks, seetheJohnsHopkinsreportbelow:    

https://hub.jhu.edu/2014/10/07/gas-station- 
spills/#:~:text=Researchers%20with%20the%20Johns%20Hopkins,larger%20issue%20than%20previously% 
20thought.  

Smallspillsatgasstationscouldcause
significantpublichealthrisksovertime
Soilandgroundwater maybeimperiledmorethan
previously understood bydropsoffuelspilledatgas
stations

hub.jhu.edu

3. Trafficcongestioninthisareamakingitmoredifficultforparentstonavigatethearea.  
4. Increasednoiseintheareawillcreatedistractionsforstudents
5. Weseemoreandmorepanhandlers, loiterers , andpeoplewhoarementallyillhangoutatgasstations. They

willbewithinfeetofyoungkids.  
6. Theheightofkidsareshorterthandriverscansee, theamountofcarsthatwillbearoundandthelikelihood

ofkidsrunningoutwhentheygetoutofschoolhasthepotentialforgreatharm.   

RigoGarcia
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Alcala, Abigail

From: Brooke Pilon <pilonhome@aol.com> 
Sent: Monday, 
To: eComment
Subject: Agenda Item #17 - 2230N. Tustin Ave

Iunderstand thereisaproposal foragasstationonthecornerofSantaClaraandTustinAve.  

Iknowthislothasbeenvacantformanyyears. HoweverIdonotfeelitistherightspotforagasstation. Thelocation is
tooclosetohousing. Agasstationwillbringmoretrafficandmoreloitering. Igetgasatthe7-11stationon17thand
tustinandthebackandsideofthebuilding isalwaysfullofunhoused peoplegathering.   

Wecurrentlyhaveagasstationonelighttothenorth ( tustinandfairhaven)  andonelighttothesouth  (tustinand17th
Street). Thisisatoughcornerasitis. Justrecentlyaturnlightwasinstalledbutbeforethatthereweremanyaccidents
atthisintersection.   

Thiscornerdefinitely deserves tobedeveloped butwiththerightbusiness forourneighborhood.   
Weaskthatyoutakethisintoconsideration whendecidingonthisproperty.   
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Alcala, Abigail

From: Dayne Scott <daynescott1@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, 
To: eComment
Subject: Agenda Item #17 - 2230N. Tustin Ave. 

Members oftheSanta AnaCityCouncil,   

Iamwriting toaskforyour support inupholding theJune 26, 2023CityPlanning Commission todeny the
modification toCUP2019-41andCUP2023-03.   

Plumfield School hasbeenproviding preschool andkindergarten tothefamilies ofSanta Anaforover50years.  
Itisveryconcerning tomethatthese children andtheir families, aswellastheresidents inthesurrounding area,  
willhave theirhealth andsafety jeopardized bythisdevelopment. TheCUPisinanattempt tocircumvent the
cityordinance thatprohibits theconstruction ofbusinesses thatemitnoxious fumes (i.e. gasstations) within
1000 feetofaschool andresidences.   

Plumfield School notonly iswithin1000 feet, butthey alsoshare aproperty line. Areyouwilling toput the
health andsafetyofchildren overallowing thisstation tobebuilt?   

Thisstation would bethe6thstation within a1/2mile radius. Thisdoes notbringanewservice orindustry to
ourarea. Santa Anahasseenadrastic increase intheunhoused population. Iknow thatPlumfield hasalready
taken steps tomitigate theproblems with thispopulation, butnothing eradicates it. However, agasstation and
minimart willonlyexasperate this issue.     

While notthecurrent concern, alcohol saleswillbeinevitable attheminimart. Dowewantalcohol being sold
next toaschool?    

Finally, theincrease intraffic tothearea isofsignificant concern. Theplanscall foradriveway tobewithin
150feetoftheintersection ofSanta ClaraandTustin Avenues. Wehaveseen thisgranted toStarbucks atthe
same intersection. Itcongests traffic inanalready dangerous situation. With theaddition ofgaspumps, this
could becatastrophic intheevent ofanaccident. Iaskyoutoplease consider these concerns when making your
decision. Please keep inmind thehealth andsafetyofallchildren and residents inthearea.   

Mychildren andtheirpeers mean everything tomeandmywife. Thank youagain forhearing meoutandI
know you’llcome tothecorrect verdict.   

Dayne Scott
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