PARTIDA, ANNA PH -\ _

e 3 XN T
From: mlgleason@aol.com
Sent: Monday, January 23, 2023 10:16 AM
To: PC Public Comments; PLANNING INFO; ACHIS, PATRICK
Subject: Jan 23 2023 Planning Commission Mtg Public Comments - PA-22-32
Attachments: Costa Mesa Planning Commission Comments PA-22-32.pdf

Attached as a pdf, please find our comments in regards to PA-22-32, for inclusion in tonight's meeting.
Would you please confirm receipt?

Thank you,
Maura Gleason

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any suspicious activities to the
Information Technology Department.




Costa Mesa Planning Commission

PCPublicComments@costamesaca.qgov

Planninginfo@costamesaca.gov

PATRICK.ACH m Y

January 23, 2023

RE:

PLANNING APPLICATION 22-32 AND TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP 2022-135 FOR A TWO-UNIT
RESIDENTIAL SMALL LOT SUBDIVISION DEVELOPMENT AT 1592 REDLANDS PLACE

SOUTH FACING WINDOWS

As the owners and residents of the single family residence at 1588 Redlands Place, the
adjacent property to the right, the window size and placement will have a significant
impact on our privacy and are not consistent with other side facing windows for similar
properties in the neighborhood.

The plans for the two homes show five 3'Wx6'H and one 4'Wx6'H second story
windows facing our lot, in addition to one smaller 2’Wx3"H (bathroom) window. Of
particular impact to our privacy are the three 3'x6’ tall windows on the rear unit. The
exterior elevation shows the interior height of the second floor to be 9'1’, so it appears
the windows will span from approx 18-24” from the floor to 12”-18” from the ceiling.This
low height from the floor means that occupants will have a broad view of our backyard
(and windows along the back of our house).

LHJ”

The three rear unit right side windows face directly into our private and gated backyard,
are 6’ tall, and as there is a 5' 9 " setback for the right side of the rear unit, the windows
provide views of our patio and deck and across the yard. And, as the windows are tall
for side facing windows, the angle of viewing leaves no privacy in our yard.



Photo taken Jan 22 2023, estimated window size and positions based on plans and elevations for rear
house at 1592 Redlands.

Photo taken January 22 2023, view from existing fence into our backyard.



Photos taken January 22 2023, wide angle view from existing fence into our backyard.

The height of the side facing windows is out of character for the neighborhood and
differs from other properties that have been built on similar lots in the last few years.

Google Maps view of 1591 & 1593 Riverside windows overlooking one story single family residence at
1589 Riverside. 1593 Riverside is directly behind 1592 Redlands and 1589 Riverside is directly behind
1588 Redlands.



Google Maps view of 1591 & 1593 Riverside, rear house minimally visible from street. Side yard facing
two story multi family property at 1597 Riverside.

Google Maps view of 1589 & 1589A Redlands Place, side yard facing the driveway and garages of two
single story homes at 1593 Redlands. 1589 is directly across the street from 1588 Redlands and 1593 is
directly across the street from 1592 Redlands.



Note that the Primary bedroom on the rear unit has a north facing window that is 5’ x 6’,
so the south facing windows are not the only windows in the room. Likewise, bedroom 2
also has a 5'x6’ window facing the rear of the property.

The front property has a 5'x6’ window and a 3'x6’ window in the bonus area and
staircase that appear to be in front of our backyard fence and look out onto our driveway
and front yard. They are out of character for the side windows in the neighborhood, but
as they are not overlooking our backyard, they are of a lesser concern for us.

The 3'x6’ window in Bedroom 3 of the front property offers angled views into our gated
backyard, and further, appears to be in line with our first floor living room window. Again,
as the windows in the new houses are 6’ tall and the setback for the front unit is &’, this
window will have a good view of our side patio, trash cans and, it appears, into our living
room window. (A2.0 Front Floor Plans).

Note further that the landscaping plans show no vegetation or visual barrier between the
windows of both houses and our lot. (LP-1 Planting Concept Plan). Further note that the
Site Photos, Attachment 5, conceptual photos show existing mature trees on our side of
the fence that do not exist. The Conceptual photos do not show any angle of the new
homes from the right side of the property.

Therefore we ask that the plans be amended to reduce the side window height on
the windows facing 1588 Redlands Place to respect our privacy, as well as to
keep in character with neighboring properties.



FENCING

The plans call for a block wall fence along our shared property line. We have a trellis
and a side gate, as well as vines along the fence. In a recent construction in the
neighborhood, a side fence was torn down without notice to the resident. We ask that
the owner/builder coordinate with us in regards to the impacts and timing of any
changes to the existing fence.

AIR CONDITIONING UNITS

The air conditioning units and water heaters for both houses are sited along the right
side setback, with the rear unit's mechanicals appearing to be close to our kitchen
windows.We understand that there are decibel limitations to air conditioning units that
can be installed, please be sensitive to placement and decibel impact when
determining the final location.

TRASH CANS

The trash can placement for the rear unit appears to be opposite our dining patio/deck.
When the final placements are determined, please be sensitive to the impacts of
placement of the trash cans to our property.




PARKING

A street parking space is being removed, and parking is already in short supply on
Redlands Place.

Sincerely,
Maura and Chuck Gleason

1588 Redlands Place
Costa Mesa, CA 92627




PARTIDA, ANNA PH - L

AN DT
From: Jim Fitzpatrick <jimfitzeco@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, January 19, 2023 11:25 AM
To: PC Public Comments
Cc: Cannabis; HALLIGAN, MICHELLE; PARTIDA, ANNA; Chris Glew
Subject: Public Comments : PA-21-36 167 Cabrillo - Native Garden
Attachments: PA-21-36 167 Cabrillo - Native Garden - Vicinity Map of Support Letters.pdf; PA-21-36

- 167 Cabrillo - Native Garden - Letters of Support 1.23.2022.pdf

Please make the attachments part of the Public Record:

1. Vicinity Map of Support Letters - 40+ Properties
2. Support Letters

Please confirm receipt of this email and that the documents will be made part of the
public record.

Cheers,

Jim Fitzpatrick

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any suspicious activities to the
Information Technology Department.
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PA-21-36
167 Cabrillo — NATIVE GARDEN

LETTERS OF SUPPORT
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i e DesiEay 1‘3 SRS
Native Garden @ 167 Cabrillo

| support Cannabis retail at this location. This store will be a
community-focused business with a holistic cannabis approach.
(Think complimentary to yoga, organized walks and retreats, and
educational opportunities to integrate cannabis into a healthy
lifestyle, etc.) This regulated operation will have reduced hours,
24-hour security, and a substantial renovation to modernize the
property and bring the site up to today’s codes. We support local
businesses and are eager to connect with the community.

Resident: OZ Business:

nave: (0 N+ Jbo loells pPlAce
(OND TOkp= Cochp mesp

Address:



Natwe Garden @ 167 Cabrﬂlo
| support Cannabis retail at this location. This store will be a
community-focused business with a holistic cannabis approach.
(Think complimentary to yoga, organized walks and retreats, and
educational opportunities to integrate cannabis into a healthy
lifestyle, etc.) This regulated operation will have reduced hours,
24-hour security, and a substantial renovation to modernize the
property and bring the site up to today’s codes. We support local
businesses and are eager to connect with the community.

Resident: W Business:

NAME: (x Do Dimay’
Address: |40 (aorillp SN SPC 3

Signature:




Native Garden @ 157 Cabrl‘lzl'o

| support Cannabis retail at this location. This store will be a
community-focused business with a holistic cannabis approach.
(Think complimentary to yoga, organized walks and retreats, and
educational opportunities to integrate cannabis into a healthy
lifestyle, etc.) This regulated operation will have reduced hours,
24-hour security, and a substantial renovation to modernize the
property and bring the site up to today’s codes. We support local
businesses and are eager to connect with the community.

Resident: |/ Business:

NAME:// " / e Ay n e

Address: /4/() ﬁ Codn //(,,)4 H
Signature: A~ :




Native Garden @ 167 Cabrillo

| support Cannabis retail at this location. This store will be a
community-focused business with a holistic cannabis approach.
(Think complimentary to yoga, organized walks and retreats, and
educational opportunities to integrate cannabis into a healthy
lifestyle, etc.) This regulated operation will have reduced hours,
24-hour security, and a substantial renovation to modernize the
property and bring the site up to today’s codes. We support local
businesses and are eager to connect with the community.

Residen f Business:
NAME: JQ‘E’W e
Address: 2| L\X™ 41
Signature: / / 7 :_f,,c.-



Native Garden @ 167 Cabrillo

| support Cannabis retail at this location. This store will be a
community-focused business with a holistic cannabis approach.
(Think complimentary to yoga, organized walks and retreats, and
educational opportunities to integrate cannabis into a healthy
lifestyle, etc.) This regulated operation will have reduced hours,
24-hour security, and a substantial renovation to modernize the
property and bring the site up to today’s codes. We support local
businesses and are eager to connect with the community.

o

Resident: r Business:

NAME: Jﬁffg A,
z 70 €. 1751,

Address: /é// > ) & -

Signature: -




e 10 City of Costa-Mesa-Rlan ning-Department
Re: Cannabis Dispensary at 167 Cabrillo Street
Date:  October 7, 2022

From: Conrad Tona and Stacy Tona at 160 Wells Place

£

This letter is in support of approval to submit to the Planning Commission the Application for a
Conditional Use Permit for a Cannabis Dispensary at 167 Cabri‘”o Street. The applicant is Cabrillo
Community Project, LLC (CCP) '

My wife and | want to support the Community Project, LLC company in receiving their conditional use
permit fora Cannhabis Dispensary next door to my property. The business that is currently located at
167 Cabrillo has for many years violated many city codes and currently is doing so. | believe that this
new business will be a welcome addition to our neighborhood as it comes under such tight controls by
both the city and the state and will address all the existing code violations,

The current business sells Spa’s. The owner of the business is a renter. He planted Palm trees right next
to my garage, on my property. These trees began to rub against my garage and tear off the fascia board.
I'have complained many times and finally a few days ago he cut the trees down but he replaced them
with Spa covers which are now leaning up against my garage, | cannot see If he stump ground these
trees out of the ground as the Spas he placed there are completely covering that section of the ground.

A fence was built by the renter’s parents and it is on my property. This same fence blocks my sight when
backing out of my garage.

An 18 Wheeler Rig periodically pulls up in front of my garage, blocking it, and uses the area as an
unloading zone for the Spas. The business owner drives a Forklift on Fullerton Street to unload the Spa's
and stacks them on the parking lot. The Spa’s are stacked way above the height of my garage which s a
hazard and a liability. The City is aware of thase problems.

The owner uses orange cones to block off a whole section of Fullerton Street to save parking for him. He
sometimes leaves his trailer on the street unattached to a vehicle to help block the area. There is no on-
site parking as the Spa's take up all the space of the old parking lot.

There are Spa chemicals left onsite and nextto my garage. These are highly flammable and should be
kept inside a fire proof metal container and stored out of sight of any children,

The business owner was living on the property for about 15 years but he has moved out and someone
else appears to be living on the praperty now. There is someone in the house after dark and after the
owner has closed his business and gone home,



—wfﬁhe«abeveﬂre-—jusﬁ«?éw—reas‘omwhy*t”have"takéﬁ“ca'ré“fm”c“ﬁﬁs’laeration inwriting this Tetter. Tknow the
City is aware of all of the above violations but nothing has been done at this point

We want the Planning Department and Commission to know that we approve of the Cabrillo Community
Project, LLC to have a Cannabis Dispensary located at 167 Cabrillo Street. We believe they will clean up
the property and rid the neighborhood of all the liabilities and hazards that exist on this property today.
We also think that we will have a safer neighborhood due to the security the Cannabis companies are
required to have 24 hours, 7 days a week. ’

Please approve their application and let this move forward to the Planning Commission. Also, please
forward our letter to the Planning Cominission, Thank you.

Conrad and Stacy Tona




m...-lo;mm(;ity-o«f-eesta-#\/les~a~Plaﬂning*Be‘pa'rtrn'em’”*m mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm
Re: Cannabis Dispensary at 167 Cabrillo Street
Date: October 6, 2022
From: Lorraine Lambeth, CPA at 170 Wells Place

APPROVAL REQUEST:
This letter is in support of approval to submit to the Planning Commission the Application for a

Conditional Use Permit for a Cannabis Dispensary at 167 Cabrillo Street. The applicant is Cabrillo
Community Project, LLC (CCP)

INTRODUCTION:
“Jrecently spoke with the CCP attorney and two of the CCP members atlength, wherein | asked many,

many questions. Each CCP member was very congenial and didn’t hesitate to give me clear, concise,
and honest answers. I'm a Tax Accountant and my whole career has consisted of asking questions,
dealing with people, and following government rules and regulations. Needless to say, | asked a full
gamut of questions and also researched CCP online to satisfy myself that this was a viable business that
could fit into our very unique neighborhood. The three people representing CCP were professional,
always polite, and indicated a deep concern for the neighborhood. They have already spent much time
inan effort to develop a good working relationship with the neighbors.

BUFFER ZONE:
34 years ago, when | first hought my property at 170 Wells Place, | was told by a City employee that this

small area, where my office building Is located, is meant to be a “noise buffer zone” from the busy traffic
and noise on 17 Street and the quiet residential area on Cabrillo Street. This “noise buffer zone” idea
made complete sense to me {and still does) so | kept this in mind when talking with the Cannabis
retailers and also while researching the rules and regulations for Cannabis dispensaries online.

WHAT IT TAKES TO BE A CANNABIS COMPANY IN CALIFORNIA;
The members of CCP are a team of businessmen who are well versed in the expertise required to

successfully run a Cannabls dispensary. They have several facilities in Oregon and California, all of which
are successful. The Cannabis industry is probably the most scrutinized business in the state of California,
Both city and state governments oversee and regulate these businesses. Most all other businesses are
required to merely acquire a license and each year pay a fee to renew it, nothing more, The Cannabis
businesses are held to a much higher standard, They must follow stringent rules and regulations and are
required to prove they have adhered to the strict rules of the City in a time-frame of six months or up to
every two years, They must also renew thelr state license every year and follow similar stringent rules,

The surrounding businesses and residents will not have to worry about CCP following the rules as they
must pay large sums of money to just start an application for licensing and conditional use permits along
with paying heavy taxes and other fees when in business. The cost of rehabbing the property and
bringing it up to code will be horrendous. They have so much invested; it would never be in their best
interest to not follow even the smallest rule or regulation. The City can basically end their business




oggrationsmo_ue.mightwb,u,t«that«»ismnoftmt-puev~F0r«any~ot'her~type of business—ACarnabis com pany such as
CCP has so much at stake monetarily that they will make a much better neighbor than most any other
type of business. They walk a tightrope all the time, whereas most all other businesses are left alone.

BEING A GOOD NEIGHBOR:

Because the CCP members are well established in the Cannabis business, they have created good
relationships in every neighborhood they have entered throughout Oregon and California. They khow
exactly what it takes to make a safe and desirable neighborhood to work for everyone. They are so in
tune to this that they have already spent money to reach out to the neighborhood by sponsoring a “get-
to-know-us” neighborhood party. | personally was surprised to see the flyer and thought this is a great
idea because I have had my business in this neighborhood for 34 yearsand I still don’t know everyone so
I will look forward to meeting other neighbors. No one else has ever done this for our neighhorhood!
The CCP members want everyone in the neighborhood to feel free to ask questions or express concerns
S0 they can address them, They want to be completely transparent as they want to be a good neighbor,
All of the above is what | discerned from my lengthy conversations with the CCP members.

CLEAN UP THE NEIGHBORHOOD EVE-SORE AND CREATE PARKING:

CCP’s plan to beautify the property is a gift from the gods!l This will be such an added asset to the
community, The current condition of the property, to say the least, is unsightly and hazardous, If you
don’t believe me, please just do a drive-by. The neighbors look forward to this unbelievable benefit,

The CCP parking plans are mych needed as the currenit business owner, employees, and its customer’s
park on the street as they have no on-site parking. The CCP will have onsite parking ample for its
customers and employees, They will remove the unsightly gray tarps that run from Fullerton Street to
Cabrillo Avenue. These tarps hang from metal poles and stretch from one end of the property to the
otherand wrap around the back side of the building. Also the large unsightly structure attached to the
building will be remaved which will open up additional parking along with room to add d rought resistant
plants to dress up the area. The entrance will be moved to the Fullerton Street side, away from the
residential property on Cabrillo.

My property at 170 Wells Place is contiguous to one corner of the 167 Cabrillo property. [t will be such a
pleasure to have the site cleaned up and not have to look at the old gray tarps anymore. Also, the Spas
are stacked several feet higher than the neighbor's garage which is a hazard and a City liability that will
disappear. The forklift, always parked on the sidewalk by Fullerton Street, is what insurance company’s
call an “attractive nuisance.” This liability will also be removed. 1am very excited to have a highly
regulated business that is willing to make our neighborhood much more attractive and much safer than

itis currently,

SECURITY ALL DAY, EVERY DAY: 7
All Cannabis company’s must have 24/7 security which will definitely be welcomed by all of us in the

area. That is another big plus that our neighborhood will benefit from: the requirement of high level
security regulations,




BACK TO THE NOISE BUFFER:
The noise “buffer zone”, that | mentioned in the beginning of my letter, would be adhered to by CCP. In

fact, with CCP as a neighbor, they will be much quieter than the current neighbor who has Spa motors
running in the backyard, noise from the Forklift running back and forth lifting Spas to either stack onsite
or load onto a truck, plus the noise of a large 18 wheeler that delivers Spas and uses Fullerton Street as a
delivery off-loading zone; thereby blocking the road. In addition, there is daily noise from the sales
people transacting business in the backyard, rather than inside the building as required by the code.
None of this would occur with the Cannabis Dispensary. CCP’s customers are only allowed on the
premises long enough to acquire a product. In fact, the customers are patrolled into and out of the
property in a quick and orderly fashion with NO NOISE! The Cannabis business will reinstitute the “noise
buffer zone” that the four contiguous properties are meant to be, according to the City.

INCREASED REVENUE:
Lastly, please take into consideration the fact that this Cannabis business is a huge source of revenue for

the City of Costa Mesa which will ultimately benefit all Costa Mesa neighborhoods. Our neighborhood s
~ depending on the support of the Planning Department to not only help our neighborhoad acquire a
responsible neighbor but also the added monetary benefit to all of the neighborhoods in Costa Mesa,

MORE OR LESS DISPENSARIES IN AREA vs COMPETITIVE PRICING:
trealize there will be many Cannabis Disperisaries in Costa Mesa, and even near this location, but every

Economist will tell you that “Competition is Good.” So, because this business is well established, run by
highly professional individuals well versed in the industry, | believe this business will not only survive and
prosper but also have competitive pricing, We must strive to not create a monopoly for any particular
Cannabis Dispensary as we need to ensure fair pricing to the public or lose customers to an adjoining
city. CCP will be a win-win situation monetarily for not only the City but also for the public as well; their
competitive pricing fits perfectly with the idea that “Competition is good.” '

SUMMARY;
The above mentioried items are just a few reasons why I am respectfully requesting that the Planning

Department approve the Cabrillo Community Project LLC as a candidate to go forward to the Planning
Commission for a Conditional Use Permit. | am also respectfully requesting that you include this lettet in
your documentation to the Planning Commission.

Lknow the Planning Department has been workirig overtime to address all the concerns regarding
Cannabis. So [ wantyou to know that | very much appreciate your time and consideration in this matter,
Please know that the neighborhood is depending on your support for our community along with your
ability to create an added monetary benefit to all the neighborhoods in Costa Mesa, Thank You,

ATTACHED: The attachment is very interesting as the “myths” around marijuand are all coming to the
forefront and being debunked, According to the statistics, this Cannabis Dispensary will save lives, if it
diverts people from alcohol and/or cigarettes which are both killers and health hazards.

Lorraine Lambeth, CPA at 170 Wells Place




My name is Mike Penjoyan and | currently operate a small business in Costa Mesa which was
founded in 1969. Our family currently owns 2000 newport blvd, 2016 newport blvd, 2020 newport blvd,
2037 newport blvd, 144 east bay street and 148 east bay street. | reside in Costa Mesa and have raised
my daughters locally with my wife of 20 plus years. | am supportive of a retail cannabis dispensary doing
business at 167 Cabrillo Street.

Sincerely,

Mike Penjoyan

714 356 2177
/

(




——-Pegr-Costa-Mesa-Gity;

My name is Jeff Tanner and | own 125 and 127 Cabyrillo Street. | approve a retail dispensary
located at 167 Cabrillo.

Thank you,

Jeff Tann‘»er




—[)ear-Gosta-Mesa-Glty; : e -

My name is Kevin Sand and | own multiple bars and property on Newport blvd between
Rochester and Broadway Street. | currently reside on 20" street between Santa ana ave and Orange. |
am in favor of a retail dispensary located at 167 Cabrillo.

Thank you,

Kevin Sand

949-378-1194

vz
/




~—Pear-Costa-Mesa-City;

My name is Jeff Wright and | currently own 126 Rochester, 128 Rochester, 123 E 18" street,
123.5 E 18" street, 125 E 18" Street and 127 E 18" Street. | also live in my residence of 30 years in Santa
Ana Heights. | have been notified of the possible retail cannabis storefront located at 167 Cabrillo. | am

in favor of this business use.

Thank you

Jeff Wright \Y\\\ v ,
WF

714 620 4140




October 4 2022 N e

Dear Costa Mesa City,

My name is John Thaglasian and reside at 115 CABRILLO Street in Costa Mesa. | have lived at this
current address for 20 plus years. | have been notified of a possible cannabis dispensary planning to
operate at 167 Cabrillo, a few units away from me, and | wanted to communicate that | am in favor of
this business being added to our street,

Thank you.
Sincerely,

John Thaglasian

g =4 Mro/L P prmermin
949 244 9814




—Qctober-5,-2022—-

Dear Costa Mesa City,

My name is Travis Castro and | live at 180 Cabrillo street, unit 11b, in Costa Mesa. | have lived in
this area most of my life and support the ever changing business climate we are encountering in our
area with the recent approval of cannabis sales. | walk my dogs daily on Cabrillo Street daily, frequent all
nearby restaurants, and shop locally every chance | get. | am supportive of the recent request of 167
Cabrillo to operate a limited hours dispensary. | do feel it will be a good addition to cur community for
multiple reasons.

Sincerely,
Travis Castro

949 697 9420




Native Garden @ 167 Cabrillo

| support Cannabis retail at this location. This store will be a
community-focused business with a holistic cannabis approach.
(Think complimentary to yoga, organized walks and retreats, and
educational opportunities to integrate cannabis into a healthy
lifestyle, etc.) This regulated operation will have reduced hours,
24-hour security, and a substantial renovation to modernize the
property and bring the site up to today’s codes. We support local
businesses and are eager to connect with the community.

N
Resident: / Business:

¥
NAME: ~y/on Sivaou

Address: /)0 (awillo Sc APt BAA

:’/ 4’/
Signature: 777 é/
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Native Garden @ 167 Cabrillo
| support Cannabis retail at this location. This store will be a
community-focused business with a holistic cannabis approach.
(Think complimentary to yoga, organized walks and retreats, and
educational opportunities to integrate cannabis into a healthy
lifestyle, etc.) This regulated operation will have reduced hours,
24-hour security, and a substantial renovation to modernize the
property and bring the site up to today’s codes. We support local
businesses and are eager to connect with the community.

/

Resident: Business:

NAME: 7} "\ Ly Cin

Address: \7j Lo Ster &

o [P



N 'Natlve Garden @ 167'Ca’br|%|‘lo

| support Cannabis retail at this location. This store will be a
community-focused business with a holistic cannabis approach.
(Think complimentary to yoga, organized walks and retreats, and
educational opportunities to integrate cannabis into a healthy
lifestyle, etc.) This regulated operation will have reduced hours,
24-hour security, and a substantial renovation to modernize the
property and bring the site up to today’s codes. We support local
businesses and are eager to connect with the community.

//

Resident: Business:

NAME: M Ti2drie

Address: |70 % | 2 47 Swry Zoz

Yenrs OFFIL Alenns) THAS Sekr
Signature;
Email:




Native Garden @ 167 Cabrillo

| support Cannabis retail at this location. This store will be a
community-focused business with a holistic cannabis approach.
(Think complimentary to yoga, organized walks and retreats, and
educational opportunities to integrate cannabis into a healthy
lifestyle, etc.) This regulated operation will have reduced hours,
24-hour security, and a substantial renovation to modernize the
property and bring the site up to today’s codes. We support local
businesses and are eager to connect with the community.

Resident: Business: >(

D .
nave: S con /oa Ao
/88 £ 17A ST A 20

) ﬂ B
s Fo Mesy L 7 7L7

- il /-"’ ) / / - .
s

- p R

Signature: ' . —

Address:



Native Garden - Cannabis @ 167 Cabrillo

| support Cannabis at this location. The store will be neighborhood
oriented with a community based holistic cannabis practice. (Think
cormplimentary to yoga, Organized Walks and Retreats. How to
integrate cannabis into a healthy lifestyle) The operation will have
reduced hours, 24 hour security, a substantial renovation to
modernize the site and bring the property up to today’s codes and

standards. We support local businesses.

5,

NAME: }.\3% cola ( :g}fﬁ“‘}%&%wx

3
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PARTIDA, ANNA

From: D J <dietrichtj@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 23, 2023 9:50 AM

To: PC Public Comments

Subject: Support for Planning Commission file #23-1007

Planning Commission,

I am writing this in support of the proposed retail cannabis storefront at 167 Cabrillo st.

My family and I have owned businesses and property in Costa Mesa for over 50 years. Our property is within
500 feet of 167 Cabrillo.

The surrounding businesses and neighborhood would benefit from the Planning Commission's approval.

Sincerely,

Dietrich Jewell

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any suspicious activities to the
Information Technology Department.
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From: Justin Bird <168cabrillo@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, January 23, 2023 10:08 AM
To: PC Public Comments

Subject: OPPOSE Planning App 21-36

Good morning,
| oppose this measure. As a new homeowner/resident on cabrillo street | write to strongly oppose the “conditional use

permit” for cannabis coming into our neighborhood.

I’'m concerned it’s less than 75ft from a my house and other single family homes(l understand the school will be
shutdown). Moreover, I'm concerned amount of added traffic this will bring resulting in even more accidents. The city
already is aware how busy and dangerous cabrillo is with commuters hauling shortcuts speeding down the st every day.
I've seen many serious accidents in front of my home.

The added traffic, people, and undesirables this will bring will also add more trash and less parking on an already busy
street.

Kids(schools)do not need to be ANYWHERE close to this nor do residential housing. This will obviously devalue all real
estate and make it a less safe place to live.

| highly oppose this measure for the reasons stated above.

Sent from my iPhone

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any suspicious activities to the Information Technology

Department.
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From: Fritz Howser <fritz@fhcdevco.com>
Sent: Monday, January 23, 2023 10:22 AM
To: , .PC Public Comments
Subject: PA-21-36 - 167 Cabrillo St - Proposed Cannabis Use

Dear Planning Commission,

I regret my inability to attend the upcoming Planning Commission Hearing on 1-23-23 due to conflicting pre-
scheduled travel plans.

I am the owner of 175 Cabrillo St (which is immediately next door to 167 Cabrillo St.), and I am "opposed" to
the proposed Cannabis use at 167 Cabrillo for the following reasons:

1. Adequate Cannabis Facilities "already approved in the area”

- there is no need for additional facilities with the following "other approved cannabis locations":

- 170 E. 17th Street (barely 100 yards away)

- 126 E. 17th Street (within 200 yards)

- 1687 Orange - Just behind Chevron on corner of 17th & Orange (within 200 yards)

- 128 Cabrillo (more toward Newport Blvd)

2.Not compatible with Residential Uses in the Immediate Area

- there are existing Residential Uses immediately next door to the proposed facility (which is immediately
diagonal to my property as well)

- there are several Residential Uses existing on the other side of Cabrillo Street almost the entire length of
Cabrillo St. from Orange to Newport Blvd.

3. Property Devaluation Concerns ,

- having a "Cannabis Business" next door is not perceived as a "positive" for any properties in the area

- Common complaints are Cannabis customers tend to buy product and use in their cars in the neighborhood
- Presence of Armed Security Guards don't indicate an area most people want to do

4, Use Incompatibility

- I currently have a "kid camp use" in my property and an adjacent cannabis use is not compatible

- While my tenant and the City have ongoing differences or opinion (and an ongoing dispute), but that doesn't
change the fact the use is clearly incompatible

While I am aware the "use of Cannabis" was approved by CA voters, the areas of the actual Cannabis Locations
need to "fit the neighborhoods" and this proposed Cannabis Use clearly does not fit for the
area/neighborhood for the above outlined reasons.

Please be reasonable and deny this application to maintain the character of our neighborhood in the fine City of
Costa Mesa.

Thank you,

Fritz Howser
175 Cabrillo St. Owner
(949) 566-9155




CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any suspicious activities to the
Information Technology Department.
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From: Jim Fitzpatrick <jimfitzeco@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 23, 2023 11:25 AM

To: PC Public Comments

Cc: HALLIGAN, MICHELLE; Chris Glew

Subject: PA-21-36 167 Cabrillo - Support Letters

Attachments: PA-21-36 - 167 Cabrillo - Native Garden - Letters of Support 1.23.2022 (167 Cabrillo

Current Tenant).pdf; PA-21-36 - 167 Cabrillo - Native Garden - Letters of Support
1.23.2022 (170 Cabrillo Current Tenant - Camp Lila).pdf

Please make the attached support letters a part of the public record and please provide
a copy in the Commissioners folder for tonight's meeting.
Please confirm receipt of this email

Letters of Support :
o 167 Cabrillo - Current Tenant - OC Hot Tub & Spa

o 170 Cabrillo - Current Tenant - Camp Lila

Cheers,

Jim Fitzpatrick
Solutioneer

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any suspicious activities to the
Information Technology Department.




PA-21-36
167 Cabrillo — NATIVE GARDEN

LETTER OF SUPPORT

To: Planning Commission
Reference : 167 Cabrillo, Costa Mesa

To the Honorable Commuission:

Please accept this letter in CIICH
in the City of Costa Mesa. I 2
successfully run a hot tub t
Newport Blvd. 1am




PA-21-36
167 Cabrillo — NATIVE GARDEN

LETTER OF SUPPORT

Cannabis Application Support Letter

To: Planning Commission
Reference : 167 Cabrillo, Costa Mesa

To the Honorable Commission:
Please accept this letter in reference to the subject property located at 167 Cabrillo

in the City of Costa Mesa. I am the current tenant and business operator next door
at Camp Lila, 175 Cabrillo St. I am currently in the process of moving my
business to a new location. I have been offered support to mitigate the financial

impact of this transition.
I fully support the cannabis retail project at 167 Cabrillo. I have met the

owner/operators and they will be an excellent addition to the community. Please
feel free to reach out to me to discuss this project.

Kathryn Sherouse
175 Cabrillo
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From: Ryan Abbey <ryanabbey5@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, January 23, 2023 11:38 AM
To: PC Public Comments

Attachments: Cannabis Application Support Letter.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any suspicious activities to the
Information Technology Department.




Cannabis Application Support Letter

To: Planning Commission
Reference : 167 Cabrillo, Costa Mesa

To the Honorable Commission:

Please accept this letter in reference to the subject propetty located at 167 Cabrillo
in the City of Costa Mesa. I am the current tenant and business operator. -I have
successfully run a hot tub business at this location and another storefront at 1970
Newport Blvd. Iam currently in the process of moving my business to the
Newport Blvd location. I have been offered a moving stipend to mitigate the
financial impact of this transition.

I fully support the cannabis retail project at 167 Cabrillo. I have met the *
ownet/operators and they will be an excellent addition to the community. I have a
long-standing relationship with the property owner and he has always treated me
fairly and professionally. Please feel fiee to reach™out to me to discuss this project.

2

%{“W

Ryan Abbey S 2m2l 22

o«
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From: HALLIGAN, MICHELLE

Sent: Monday, January 23, 2023 11:52 AM

To: COLGAN, JULIE; PARTIDA, ANNA

Subject: FW: PA-21-36 167 Cabrillo - Findings in Support

Attachments: PA-21-36 167 Cabrillo - Native Garden - Findings of Support from other Approved

Cannabis Applications.pdf

Please print the attachment for the PC red folders. Call me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks!

Michelle Halligan
Planning Contractor

Development Services Department

Cannabis line (714) 754-4902 | cannabis@costamesaca.gov

Direct (714) 754-5608
hﬁos://www.cosfomesoco.qov/hoT-Topics/connobis/connobis—permiﬂinq-process

“The City of Costa Mesa serves our residents, businesses and visitors while promoting a safe, inclusive, and
vibrant community.”

City Hall is open to the public 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Monday through Thursday and alternating Fridays, except specified
holidays. The 2022 edition of the California Building Codes is effective and applicable in Costa Mesa as of January 1, 2023.

Appointments can be made online at www.costamesaca.gov/appointments.

Please note that It is required that all guests check in with our Concierge Staff, located on the 15t Floor Lobby, upon arrival at
City Hall.

From: Jim Fitzpatrick <jimfitzeco@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 23, 2023 11:38 AM

To: HALLIGAN, MICHELLE <MICHELLE.HALLIGAN@costamesaca.gov>

Cc: DRAPKIN, SCOTT <SCOTT.DRAPKIN@costamesaca.gov>; Chris Glew <glewlaw@gmail.com>

Subject: PA-21-36 167 Cabrillo - Findings in Support

Michelle,

Attached are proposed Findings in Support for tonight's public hearing.

Please advise of the best way to get these to the Commissioners for tonight's meeting.
Will Staff provide them to Commissioners?

Or should we print copies?

I will also bring copies of the Standard Conditions of Approval for Commissioners to
utilize.



Cheers,

Jim Fitzpatrick

Solutioneer

949.257.8448

LinkedIn PROFILE

UCLA - Accounting Certificate - Financial Balance Sheet Analysis
UCLA - Finance Certificate - Mergers & Acquisitions (A)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Report any suspicious activities to the
Information Technology Department.




PA-21-36
167 Cabrillo — NATIVE GARDEN

FINDINGS IN SUPPORT

a4

This document is to provide the Planning Commission F indings of Support for
this project.

The Findings offered are taken directly from other Cannabis Retail Stores the
Planning Commission has approved, all with the same or similar
characteristics.

Non of the Approved have the significant site and operational modifications to
reasonably accommodate proximity to residential as this project has
undergone. Examples: Reduced Hours of Operation, 6 month Planning
Commission review demonstrating a confidence in operational excellence,
based on experience operating cannabis retail stores in proximity to
neighborhoods.

The Cannabis Ordinance was discussed by the Cannabis Ad Hoc Committee,
discussed by City Council, City Council polled on key items like Zoning and
possible buffers to residential. City Council specifically and intentionally
included the CL Zone and specifically and intentionally chose not to include a
buffer to residential.

City Council intentionally set these parameters with the intention fo keeping
cannabis away from sensitive uses, and in the commercial zone, in proximity
to residential. The Voters approved the City Council proposed Ballot Measure
at 65.2 %, where 2 out of 3 Costa Mesa voters approved the CL Zone without a
residential buffer.

The right to open a cannabis store has been granted to others who have not
introduced as many significant modifications as much as the 167 Cabrillo
applicant has.



Findings in ALL CUP Findings
Please include in Motion to Approve

B.  The project is categorically exempt from the provisions of CEQA pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15301 for the permitting and/or minor alteration of Existing
Facilities, involving negligible or no expansion of the existing use. This project site
contains an existing commercial building that has been used for commercial activities
and the application does not propose an increase in floor area or otherwise expand
the prior commercial use. The project is consistent with the applicable General Plan
land use designation and policies as well as with the applicable zoning designation
and regulations.

C. The project is subject to a traffic impact fee, pursuant to Chapter XlI, Article 3
Transportation System Management, of Title 13 of the Costa Mesa Municipal Code.

Modified Finding for CL Zone

Finding: The proposed development or use is substantially compatible with
developments in the same general area and would not be materially detrimental
to other properties within the area.

Facts in Support of Findings: The subject site is located within a commercial
zone (CL, Commercial Limited) where commercial development is specifically
allowed to include retail. Pursuant to the CMMC, cannabis retail storefronts and
non-storefronts (delivery) are permitted uses in the City’s commercial zones and
are subject to extensive regulation (as specifically described in this report). These
regulations are adopted to prevent land use inconsistencies with adjacent
properties. Additionally, the proposed cannabis retail storefront use is not located
within 1,000 feet of a K-12 school, playground, licensed child daycare, or
homeless shelter, or within 600 feet of a youth center. All retail sales would take
place underroof and no outdoor storage or sales are proposed nor would be
allowed. Staff does not anticipate that the proposed retail cannabis use would be
materially detrimental to the adjacent uses that include another Cannabis Retail
Store, Restaurants (alcohol served), Car Wash, Gym, several multi tenant
commercial centers.

The proposed use would also not be materially detrimental to the abutting
residences because the project would include features to ensure neighborhood
compatibility such as: Reducing hours of operation, Site Plan modifications to
exit cars away from residential, door move to face away from residential, added
screening landscaping, shielding security lighting down away from residential to
prevent potential lighting impacts, secured offsite parking and will return to
Planning Commission in six months for review, elected not to include home
delivery, posting signs within the parking lot to remind customers and vendors to
keep noise levels to a minimum. The storefront business would also include odor
control measures as described in this report to minimize any odor impacts to the
residences. There would also be a security guard present onsite. As proposed and
conditioned, the retail cannabis use would be compatible with other properties
within the area, and in compliance with local and State requirements.



PA-21-14 June 27,2022 1921 Harbor Blvd
Abutting Residential

| | 1921 Harbor Blvd - Staff Report

RESIDENTIAL

View of the abutting residential mobile home
community, Oceanbreeze Mobile Estates

Finding: Granting the conditional use permit will not be materially detrimental to the
health, safety and general welfare of the public or otherwise injurious to property or
improvements within the immediate neighborhood.

Facts in Support of Finding: The proposed cannabis retail storefront with
delivery use would follow safety measures detailed in a professionally-prepared
security plan. The security plan was evaluated for compliance by the City's
cannabis consultant, HdL. Measures designed to maintain safety at the site
include, but are not limited to, multiple security guards would be on site during
business hours, at least one security guard would be onsite at all times and
security devices shall be installed before operation. Examples of security
devices include window and door alarms, motion-detectors, limited access
areas, and a monitored video surveillance system covering all exterior
entrances, exits, and all interior limited access spaces. In addition, the
business employees, including delivery drivers and part-time staff, must pass
a live scan background check and obtain an identification badge from the City.
The conditions of approval include, but are not limited to, the aforementioned
security measures to ensure that the use would not be materially detrimental to
the health, safety and general welfare of the public or be otherwise injurious to
property or improvements within the immediate neighborhood.

Finding: Granting the conditional use permit will not allow a use, density or intensity
which is not in accordance with the general plan designation and any applicable
specific plan for the property.

Facts in Support of Finding: The proposed retail use is located within an
existing commercial building on a property that has a General Plan land use
classification of Commercial Limited No additional square footage is
proposed, therefore, approving the CUP would not increase site intensity. As
stated in the General Plan Land Use Element, the City's commercial
designations “accommodate the full range of commercial activity present and
desired in Costa Mesa.” The use is consistent with General Plan policies
related to providing a mixture of commercial goods, services, and employment
opportunities; expanding the City’s tax base; and promoting the incubation of
unique and specialized businesses.



PA-21-17 August 8, 2022 2845 Harbor Blvd
Residential across the street

PA-21-34 November 28, 2022 2332 Newport Blvd
20 foot Alley separates from Residential

PA-21-40 June 27, 2022 2664 Newport Blvd

Each of the above projects were all approved with the exact same
Findings as the previous item, word for word, verbatim.

Both of the above Findings are standard on each and every
approved Cannabis Retail Application.

No other approved Cannabis Retail Store Application had as many
modifications to reasonably accommodate residential with a
peaceful coexistence approach




PA-21-29 August 22,2022 170 E 17th St
150 Feet Away from 167 Cabrillo

These are the findings with Facts in Support of Findings for an
approved Cannabis Retail Store within 150 feet of 167 Cabrillo.

This is the same vicinity and the same findings of fact are
appropriate for 167 Cabrillo.

The same Restaurant/Bars in Proximity to 170 E 17t St are in
proximity to 167 Cabrillo.

It is believed that in the ABC precinct for both 170 E 17t St and
167 Cabrillo there are 11 locations that serve alcohol.

FINDINGS

A.  The proposed project complies with Costa Mesa Municipal Code Section 13-29(g)(2)
because:

Finding: The proposed development or use is substantially compatible with
developments in the same general area and would not be materially detrimental to
other properties within the area.

Facts in Support of Findings: The subject site is located within a commercial
zone (C2, General Business District) where commercial development is
specifically allowed to include retail storefronts. In addition, the property is
located on one of the City's primary commercial corridors which is
predominantly intended for commercial uses. Pursuant to the CMMC,
cannabis retail storefronts are permitted uses in the City’'s commercial zones
and are subject to extensive regulation (as specifically described in this
report). These regulations are adopted to prevent land use inconsistencies
with adjacent properties. Additionally, the proposed cannabis retail storefront
use is not located within 1,000 feet of a K-12 school, playground, licensed
child daycare, or homeless shelter, or within 600 feet of a youth center. All
retail sales would take place underroof, no outdoor storage or sales are
proposed nor would be allowed and operations would be conditioned to be
compliant with applicable local and State laws as well as to minimize potential
impacts. Staff does not anticipate that the proposed retail cannabis use would
be materially detrimental to the adjacent uses that include office uses, a
variety of commercial uses and multi-tenant commercial centers. Existing
businesses in these commercial centers consist of a variety of
restaurants/bars, gracery store, pharmacy, massage and beauty parlors,
general retail, medical and general offices, and automotive repair shop. In
addition, staff does not anticipate that the use would be materially detrimental
to the existing businesses onsite since the majority of the existing businesses
have unique operating characteristics that generate minimal customer traffic
resulting in available parking spaces onsite. Therefore, the retail cannabis use
would be compatible with other properties within the area, and in compliance
with local and State requirements.



PA-21-36
167 Cabrillo — NATIVE GARDEN

Exhibit B
Standard Conditions of Approval

At this point, the Planning Commission has adopted standard
Conditions of Approval.

The Planning Commission can use the Conditions of Approval
from the December 12, 2022 Public Hearing approving 2664
Newport Blvd.

EXHIBIT B (applies if approved)

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

General

Ping. 1. The use of this property as a cannabis storefront with delivery shall comply
with the approved plans and terms described in the resolution, these
conditions of approval, and applicable sections of the Costa Mesa
Municipal Code (CMMC). The Planning Commission may modify or revoke
any planning application based on findings related to public nuisance and/or
noncompliance with conditions of approval [Title 13, Section 13-29(0)].

2. The planning/zoning application is valid for two years from the effective date
of this approval and will expire at the end of that period unless the applicant
establishes the use by one of the following actions: 1 ) abuilding permit has
been issued and construction has commenced, and has continued to
maintain a valid building permit by making satisfactory progress as
determined by the Building Official, 2) a certificate of occupancy has been
issued, or 3) the use is established and a business license has been issued.
A time extension can be requested no less than 30 days or more than sixty
(60) days before the expiration date of the permit and submitted with the
appropriate fee for review to the Planning Division. The Director of
Development Services may extend the time for an approved permit or
approval to be exercised up to 180 days subject to specific findings listed in
Title 13, Section 13-29 (k) (6). Only one request for an extension of 180 days
may be approved by the Director. Any subsequent extension requests shall
be considered by the original approval authority.

3. No person may engage in any cannabis business or in any cannabis activity
within the City including the sale of cannabis or a cannabis product unless
the person:

a. Has a valid Cannabis Business Permit from the City;

b. Has paid all Cannabis Business Permit and all application fees and
deposits established by resolution of the City Council, including annual
Community Improvement Division inspection deposits:

c. Has obtained all applicable planning, zoning, building, and other
applicable permits from the relevant governmental agency which may
be applicable to the zoning district in which such cannabis business
intends to operate;

d. Has obtained a City business license pursuant to Chapter | of the
Municipal Code:

e. Is in compliance with all requirements of the Community Improvement
Division regarding the property;

f. Has obtained any and all licenses required by State law andfor
regulations; and

g. Has satisfied all CUP conditions of approval.
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- STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION -
To:  Costa Mesa Planning Commission

From: SDmes Cime 246 Roehe oo Pokgd  (Name & Address).
Re: CUP Applicati(fn for Retail Cannabis Storefront at B
167 Cabrillo Street :

Date: #aw

Lama )/ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
___Costa Mesa Residential Tenant . . . - Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
___Concerned Citizen

1 OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:. ; , '

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vieinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area. ‘

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live, Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commetrcial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave, (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as ol 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8% storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan,

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:

Q/M 7
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission . . , . ,.
From:  |105a?, Claa %0 Cadopalld (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: .ﬁ.yjzif{_’?ﬁ

Iama _/Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner __ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__M_Costa Mesa Residential Tenant | _ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
_ Concerned Citizen

1 OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

I. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area. : .

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
~where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:
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'STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission -

From: Musllon /10 o) torte - £ o5 W F 0 o7 (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

brillo Street
Date: / Lo WOl Do T 4/(@

[ama  Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__Costa Mesa Residential Tenant:. .. Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
____Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STRILET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS: .

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right ééfoss the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, mdklng the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4, As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17 St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17™

. St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:

Signature




STATEMENT OF OPPOSI TION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission 2
From: & ot S, cé()/uywa - 38 Biss " (Name & Address
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabls Storeﬁlo %{f(ﬂ Aeld. —
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: W{Z[@][ 20772

lama___ Costa Mesa Residential Prdperty Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
Costa Mesa Res1dent1a1 Tenant - " ____Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
Concemed Cltlzen T

)C‘Z

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS: o

{. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
~ the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially -
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: ~ & Oapevabe, 2oy o ‘/ &// sy
CHANEE & Y Persgiion (- A+ a hag (.:J(MJ/ ﬂt“/kauw%—« Lo
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STATEMEN T OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission =~ ' o
From: 5(&\/@Y‘(Iy efevire (2591 Aspenwood Ln., 6', & . (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at | "
167 Cabrillo Street
Date: [-R2-23

Iama___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__Costa Mesa Residential Tenant - _ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
__j[ Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREE'I (“(*ANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
- the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, mdklng the use not substantially compatible with -
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Othersites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within-a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:. - {J.c M[/\ e 0o Chiilila dcdvot
ad oua. o (Al’\,d\,‘ entga tha Jm’tl:aw ULM Aot ol ///19«/ e
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission '
From: S q nch e Cre “3[43/‘/\,«/‘ ot (/\) A }‘}”lﬂﬁp (A* CName & AddI'GSS)
Re: CUP Application for Retail/Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: -2 O~ F 0

Iama ___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
___Cgsta Mesa Residential Tenant =~ . Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
J“é(’f%ncemed Citizen '

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parkiné problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17™ St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17t Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission o |
From: /0/23/ // /< Z:ﬁ./éf” ac/@w /)/a C:{,/?%/(L (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Appllcatmn for Retail Cannabis Storefront at ‘ :
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: I/ 22/

lama _ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant =~ =~ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
> Concerned Citizen '

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS: :

I. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17™ St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17% Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8 storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8*
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

Lo "y < >
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission \
From: _(leybingg (Al o Inad\e ™ Q’x'\f Qe ¢\ (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Appliéation for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrlllo Street
Date: | // 31,

Iama__ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant

) Jf%lcemed Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an urdesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

i. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commlsswn

From: (/ZM@« Z}j/uf MW 966 2. Alhacore O (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at f- 6

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: //22 /2023

lTama __Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
_ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
»” Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

- 1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17t St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8™ storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: & hooe AL s ’é/& ,/w/;iz,, €
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: Yooy Hae m;\gcq \A95 \evine Ave  Cosla Mo (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at *%-¢ %1

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: M\ 28\23

Iam a___Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
M Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant

__Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17™ St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17% Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION

To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission W ¢
From: _(lsven O oo Lo Al (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street

Date: '[2% , 22,3

[ama___Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
_# Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
# Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS: |

I. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

)

The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17™ St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8t
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: 7 4 Cau qﬁ[m@f wsavory WA,

Signature \3\)4 f/ F [\ / 7:—7 ,/ / /] }: )
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To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: (Name and Address) /\fo‘f n Ricd " [6% (abillo $+ CoSle Mesee Ce NQerT
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: _ /0 /24 / 202, -,

— —

ITama I/Costa Mesa ‘g;ntiai Property Owner

___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant

__ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant

__ Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

°  The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and
within the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible
with developments in the area.

* The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

°  Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial
thoroughfares where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s
location right next to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime
which is materially detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

° Asof January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd,

and 7 applicants for storefronts on 17th St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for
Costa Mesa as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the

17 th Street Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis
storefronts on 17th St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk
from Cabrillo St. “Local residences and businesses” do NOT need an Sth storefront & will not

be served in anyway by an Sth CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not
comport with the General Plan.

1/ N Yo
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, STATEMENT OF.OPPOSITION
To: Costd Mesa Planning Commission |
From: [Ylichele IQO% 0 E-N™H St (osta Mess © (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at ’

- 167 Cabrillo Street
Date: M),lgl WO

Iama _ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__Costa Mesa Residential Tenant XCosta Mesa Commercial Tenant
____Concerned Citizen '

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”)y FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the ,
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17™ St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan. \

5. Other Reason for My Opposmon N ' , | \
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

From: _ Davio  Young 162 Calyeillo €M (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at Y262

167 Cabrillo Street
Date:

Iama___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
_ Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17™ St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17t Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Oppos1t10n :Z% G ot Ep (Bt bt ot ‘,,,j;ﬁﬁ_azﬁw“?{“
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

From: "’TC\\Q(,\ Roome, NN 2460 Newwtpdr Bhd (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Appllcatlon for Retail Cannabis Storefront at ((..l L. a &
167 Cabrillo Street Coanta Were, 2/@( -

Date: _lz 7%

lama___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
_ A Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
__Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
5TORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17t Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: BCQ (){ < b Pmmd)
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To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

From: (Name and Address)_ AHALD ROEBLES

(5 CaBRRIUD ST~ CORA Mesy

Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cab illo Street
Date: W, pl(f AL

N 9622

me’rgALm )\"‘mﬂ /

Tama _X_Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner
__Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner

| ___Costa Mesa Residential Tenant
___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
___Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE

FOLLOWING REASONS:

* The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and
within the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible

with developments in the area.

e The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
- neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS

STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

e Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial
thoroughfares where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s
location right next to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime
which is materially detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

*  Asof January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd,

and 7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for
‘Costa Mesa as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the

th . )
17 Street Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis

storefronts on 17ﬂl St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk

from Cabrillo St. “Local residences and businesses” do NOT need an Sth storefront & will not

th

be served in anyway by an 8" CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not

comport with the General Plan., o eNCES - }Mm c_
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

From: {50 Do forei o/ 805 Flower ST __(Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retadl Cannabis Storefront G€> 7 72 /ES4

167 Cabrillo Street et 92627
Date: 2

Tama __\_/_ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
____Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: @% Mo o5t L Ses WT\A‘Q b
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STATEMEN T OF OPPOSITION
To:.  Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: \u\f’@v e Wi 15D Calprilly s/ (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: _ Jﬂ;j :é/ | 22~

Tama _ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
" Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
;pConcemed Citizen '

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause nbise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17% St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8™ storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: |\ ) (VAL A Ao e N g;,é ’
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission 085 FMW%E di’ 524 27
ame

From: 2146750 DEL YlE fPRILE LoSTA M7 Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: /2/9 /2 02 2.

[ama __'{Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
_Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
___Concerned Citizen '

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%®
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8™ storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:

L
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

From: \wondos ey npaxrXez.. A3 EY (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for’Retail Cannabis Storefront at C/ m.
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: )} JAR[2q_

['ama’y, Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
Costa Mesa Residential Tenant _ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
% “Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares |
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next |
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially |
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public. |

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17% St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa |
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street |
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8™ storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan. |

N

Other Reason for My Opposition:
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costd Mesa Plannmg Commission Ip—
From: Q/’C DS (A LiZAHET T~ 170 T gy 4257 (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: /02177

lama__ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
osta Mesa Residential Tenant _ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
Concerned Citizen ~

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the

neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares

where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and

7 applicants for storefronts on 17% St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17t Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17t
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other R\;Qasxxn for My Opposition:
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

From: k/*(l/ Quw, / iz, K’L\ém / /0 (Name & Address)
Re: - CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: /¢/22/21_

l'ama __ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
M</Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
___Concerned Citizen

[ OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STRLET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

I. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17 St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8™ storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

A

Other Reason for My Opposition:

s

Signature




'W:“:; STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION

l 0: Costa Mesa Planning Commission :

From: i&aﬁﬂ Duacke 190 Capcillo S ket Spaee 38 (Name & Address)

Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at Costm. (it ¢,
167 Cabrillo Street | 09627

Date: _fo = 29 -G

Tama Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
Costa Mesa Residential Tenant _ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
____Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right acrbss the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17% Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8!
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Oppos1t10n I_, Z’\c\v\}.«, (2N fids  an b( Seuy)
Mo OFLocts Dot Sturds iadstin e Ghs ot madt door
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Plannmg Commission
From: §C<,u Hr M«A\Nk\ A (1o Calpthst (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Appllcatlon for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street
Date: | ) ~23

[ama __J_Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
____Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
____Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

- 1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and pérking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

"

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: T(\ A LLC K Wﬁ USN i L. C;QSYC_‘I“&\(» '\“)
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: Janice Hale W6 Caborllfs st (rota Mes %(Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at S-c.5
167 Cabrillo Street
Date: )2-(, ~0d)_

ITama___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
_ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant _ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant

L—Concerned Citizen

1 OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION F OR.A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retaﬂ cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
to residences would likely be associated with an 1ncreased I’lSk of crime Wthh 1s matenally
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17% Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8™ storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8%
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposmon L \ (/LLH./J(U/L%Q/L(A/ GCrosS %@ é‘/vr%@qﬂ
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commlssmn S Y ’
From: \//:) Liza; i /\) ATE Ao [H 0 Ouloytls ~ 11 (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: /o /22 [QQQ;)&

lama )_<“Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner __Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant . Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
____Concerned Citizen |

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE (010 APPLTCATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

{. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the streef from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

B2

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17% St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17t Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8™ storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: - rp&,d( !,\,( . 05:)4 oce \ SIND ol/\/wz.})b
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission -
From: | e dili 222175 Lo fippe 22 (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Apphcatlon for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: Q 4:22 fo

ITama Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
_Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ____Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant

/@oncemed Citizen

1 OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) F OR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compat1ble with
developments in the area. :

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4, As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17 St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17t Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8% storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposmon / a /oﬁ/ ﬁy‘?/%ﬁfﬁ[ /ﬂ /ﬂ/}/i/é/fi f’p}z s /)M)Fw’f 2 ff/ mzL
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o o
STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION H zz
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission Wo e oy we
From: ”(Z\(w M@TOC?WE\/ NS C,cxgr'\i”\\k Q (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: __L_Ql_z_g

fama iCosta Mesa Residential Property Owner __ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__Costa Mesa Residential Tenant XCObta Mesa Commercial Tenant

__Concerned Citizen N ' Sc;” Poc hee (Qp - F

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

("JQ[‘he CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

/7) The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS

STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

4~ )Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

OA‘; of January 2022, there were. 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17 St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17% Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17t
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8™ storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: /(Crﬂ"\/( , M@ &(9\\}@ (1(\‘7\(/\% 0L A Q‘)Ww\/\(ﬂ)\/&%ﬂa
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Cost/a Mesa Planning Commission B
From: Jef i M de 130 Coalies (te 96 (Name & Address)
- Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: \alzg[z_’z/ »

Tama lCosta Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
___Costa Mesa Residential Tenant - -~ °  Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
___Concerned Citizen D

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS: :

I. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS -
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17™ St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8%
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: J- am neof anm\fcp ~\‘3 T ZA 218N ot
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION®
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commlqsmn
From: JWM/WW ]%ﬁ,u/ewm 2351 b Ol & (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Apphcatlon for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrilio Street

Date: ;o g 2 ?>7L~zﬁz, 2.

Iama X Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
___Costa Mesa Residential Tenant - Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
__Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE. THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO bTREE I' (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right-acmas the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabig storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime Wthh is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public. '

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17 St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 171
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT. need an 8™ storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION:
To: Costa Mesa Planmng Commission -

From: V& & Oy g’t{) ‘ Qav( I AN Q\qvf ([, e~  (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retall Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: /LI‘ZL/ | 2097,

ITama___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner . - Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
. Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
___Concerned Citizen L

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE”CUI’ APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO ST REET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS: S

. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the nelghborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 171 St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 174
8t/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5, Other Reason for My Opposition:  Sopes. [y 5 20 suree_ AT je yon

e

Signature




STATEMEN] OF OPPOSITION
To: Cogta Mesa Planning Commission
From:__\9lerie  Johnson 226 Glott - (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Canhabis Storefront at

167 Cabrlllo Street
Date: | Q3- VL

[ama _;J{Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner __ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
___ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
____Concerned Citizen

1 OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS: :

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be ri ght ¢ aci*bss the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, makmg the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites forretail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: \N@ @/\ V\%(/{y \/)9/\/ ¢ Wy | {79 0
nofich teaftic, commerce. and parking {scues/ Yere |
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: __ i Bartlett 1530 Santau bong Ave (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street

Date:\\!gaj;z:

lama___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
§ éCosta Mesa Residential Tenant _ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant

oncerned Citizen

1 OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantlally compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17 St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8™ storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8%
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:
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To:  Costa Mesa Planmng Commission ) _

From: (Name and Address)_ \K%\Cvl Vilare: ) 2, £.\8 N Sy (‘/\Xx%\ﬂ Ve, G2627]

Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrilio Street

Date: __[ 0/29 [22

£

I am a XDCosta Mesa Residential Property Owner
___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner

| ____Costa Mesa Residential Tenant
__Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
___Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

* The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and
within the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible
with developments in the area.

* The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

»  Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial
thoroughfares where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s
location right next to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime
which is materially detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

e Asof January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd,

and 7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for
‘Costa Mesa as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the

17 th Street Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis
storefronts on 17ﬂ'[l St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk
from Cabrillo St. “Local residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8th storefront & will not

be served in anyway by an 8th CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not

comport with the General Plan.

e Other Reason for My Opposition: \\ﬁ)( O OLQLY OL %Y‘OQM)\ \ RS Y a.d wi{h\-«
’%\J \ N‘,aﬁ v Um0 i e, :




To:  Costa Mesa Planning Commission |
From: (Name and Address) NIy D e, (/\ el

\qé) \f\%ﬂrl/\ "’SB\'\B(‘/OSXW MC/SC»{V)G\

Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

(9367

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: !{)ZIQQ; / ;)09;2

Tama ;Z_Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner
___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner

A __Costa Mesa Residential Tenant
__Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
_\/Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE

FOLLOWING REASONS:

* The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and
within the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible

with developments in the area.

* The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
- neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

*  Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial
thoroughfares where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s
location right next to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime
which is materially detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

"« Asof January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd,

and 7 applicants for storefronts on 17th St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for
‘Costa Mesa as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the

th

17" Street Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis

storefronts on 17‘th St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk

from Cabrillo St. “Local residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8th storefront & will not

be served in anyway by an Sth CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not

comport with the General Plan.

e  Other Reason for My Opposition: Cﬁ Me \\TV(‘OL/’Q LG - k/ Nl ,«’\+@2 \jQ\/ (WSS




To:  Costa Mesa Planning Commission _

From: (Name and Address)_YA(\ A Cm‘ O\ \ 2)@)% Ofonde AVQ . ( p'sjm L/v\ Qif)ky (,{\ é

Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at ~ q&é &7 "
167 Cabrillo Street _

Date: _I0) Q\Oi / Ak

U

Iama___Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner
___CostaMesa Commercial Property Owner
' _;\Zif/losta Mesa Residential Tenant
Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
ZCOncerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

*  The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES ahd
within the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible
with developments in the area. '

* The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
- neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area. '

*  Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial
thoroughfares where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s
location right next to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime
which is materially detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

*  Asof January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd,

and 7 applicants for storefronts on 17th St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for
‘Costa Mesa as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the
17th Street Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis
storefronts on 17t‘h St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk
from Cabrillo St. “Local residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8th storefront & will not

be served in anyway by an Sth CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not
comport with the General Plan. :

e  Other Reason for My Opposition: /‘?Cq};ﬁ:f - (/f N4 (J/O A )\ '\QA‘GH“WL‘) \3&\0« g@f
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To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

Frc;m (Name and Address) LLI\U?\/ }Z/)GL I &k\') ﬂz’é//ﬂ/) M///’WT 5 /s/ L2, ﬁ’}

Re: CUP Application for Retail Canlnabis Storefront at C D“:%’Q % % /ﬂﬂf
167 Cabrillo Street

Date:

I am a‘_@a Mesa Residential Property Owner

__Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
l_/__ﬁo/sza Mesa Residential Tenant

___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant

__ Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

e The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and
within the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible
with developments in the area.

e The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS

STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

e Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial
thoroughfares where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s
location right next to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime
which is materially detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

*  As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd,

and 7 applicants for storefronts on 17th St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for
Costa Mesa as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the

17 th Street Commercial Corridor serves ““local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis
storefronts on l7th St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk
from Cabrillo St. “Local residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8th storefront & will not

be served in anyway by an Sth CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not
comport with the General Plan.

e  Other Reason for My Opposition: (L\_(\ uf 0 , h %Y\/Cf) \ dﬁﬂ%




To: Costa Mesa Planning Commlsswn »

From: _ Hy e grgr 215 £ 134 b corly (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Appllcatmn for Retail Cannabls Storefront at ",

STATEM}LN T OF OPPOSITION

167 Cabrillo Street

Date: 3:—7@7%[2/0 271 | ;

Iama ___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner __ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner

Costa Mesa Residential Tenant _ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
__Concerned Citizen '

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS: |

L.

The CANNABIS STORE would be rlght across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, makmg the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area. :

The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefrbnts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Tocal
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

. Other Reason for My Opposition: {2 CComasl \ ty & RE <1 (dendion] o A L)

4 8«@0641'!/\'1 ~an Eﬂ@ﬁ Howgeer hec,rb/u

LZ’H/{O"!/\JV\\/——”/

51 gnature



To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

From: (Name and Address)@a wie \ G%K\&W / g/ o oV @Wj]/ /ALL

Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis St.qreﬂe%t at C o4 \»(f\/Ac’/SC't C 3
167 Cabrillo Street . —GR6077 '

Date:

Iama __Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner
___Co‘st/amsa Commercial Property Owner

' v Costa Mesa Residential Tenant
___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
___Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

 The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and
within the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible
with developments in the area.

e The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

»  Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial
thoroughfares where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s
location right next to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime
which is materially detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

‘o As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd,

and 7 applicants for storefronts on 17{[h St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for
‘Costa Mesa as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the

17 thS&reet Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis
storefronts on 171Ch St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk
from Cabrillo St. “Local residences and businesses” do NOT need an Sth storefront & will not

be served in anyway by an Sth CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not
comport with the General Plan.

— v -
e  Other Reason for My Opposition: ‘M”Q \‘;_0%/. \< \ C&é}, )(\DQJA K \\\2’;},




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To:  Costa Mesa Planning Commission ;Q), nt CA gy
it
From: / y/ye /)\ 4/){’ Q);/D/ 7 »%l(p Sm Lianfr \O (Name & Address) L
Re: CUP Appllcatmn for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street
Date: |- 7% 77

lama__ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant . Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
%QConcemed Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17 St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8%
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

Other Reason for My Opposmon )/“\/ |5 \ DL p{;}{”& l/)\) /;é@g(;fw A {)f/f’;’aéﬂ(&‘() CU/\(”{
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WaNT OF OPPOSITION

To: Costa @W Cd ﬁ?é\\
From: (Name & Address)

Re: CUP .éb}fllc fn/ fi ﬁ/etall Cannabis Storefront at |
167 Cabrillo Street Qe @; me\“ ol B*’vH‘d\ (o~
Date: /() Cyiy ﬁ =

Iama  Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
g Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17% St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17% Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17®
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8 sorefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8%

CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the Cw ewaﬁmmeemm Plan.
5. Other Reason for My Opposmon /

/(/%V

Y/ B [ B Cr=e




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

From: LENJAWUA  CLPIL (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: [D«11- 20272 Q
= k

ITama _ Costa Mesa Remdentlal Property Owner Costa\MEsaM ial Property Owner
2§Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
___Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS: |

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17% St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8% storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8%
CANNABIS STORE,~Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5, ?zﬁ‘e’{i—é}h\for AAE )é/ / ﬂ%&g £7Z
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To: Costa Mesa Planning Comm1ss1on ’ FRNWZas Ang jAe E #/ /I’

From: (Name and Address) (’\IV/H@’/’ £ 6’(}&6) Arle (oS [y ines ’4 CAH. 7“30‘;2’;2,
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

‘ 167 Cabrillo Street
Date: _L0-26-27

/\"’/v

Tama___Costa Mesa Residential Property O‘Wner
_ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
| ___Costa Mesa Residential Tenant
Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
____Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

* The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES-and- —
within the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible
with developments in the area.

e The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

*  Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial
thoroughfares where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s
location right next to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime
which is materially detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

‘o Asof January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd,

and 7 applicants for storefronts on 17th St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for
‘Costa Mesa as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the

17 th Street Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis
storefronts on 17th St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk
from Cabrillo St. “Local residences and businesses” do NOT need an Sth storefront & will not
be served in anyway by an 8‘th CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not
comport with the General Plan. /,'L
& f AS
e  Other Reason for My Opposntlon \ﬂ)( t’é{ L C/\ M ‘
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To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission _

From: (Name and Address) T\ev Prior—

Re: CUP Application for Refail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street |

Date: _| 0 l 2% ! 2L

Iama___Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner
___Costa Mesa Commerciad Property Owner

| \/Costa Mesa Residential Tenant
____Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
___Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS: '

 The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and
within the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible
with developments in the area. ,

e The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
- neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area. '

*  Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial
thoroughfares where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s
location right next to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime
which is materially detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

¢ Asof January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd,

and 7 applicants for storefronts on 17thl St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for
‘Costa Mesa as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the

17 th Street Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis
storefronts on 17th St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk
from Cabrillo St. “Local residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8th storefront & will not

be served in anyway by an Sth CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not
comport with the General Plan.

»  Other Reason for My Opposition: EC V\l neence. C Y\'VY\Q; Litke




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: T7 one Mgl L L (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: ____t_(D ~22~7 72~

I 'ama__ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant

X _Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

I. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area. ’

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an incieased risk of erlme which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and Welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: ‘/Y,/‘ A /’ 7L NS /7 b Trend <

AW
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To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

From: (Name and Address)____ DB RA- "B g6 2852 Clacl. 7):’“:

Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at N B CA G2663
167 Cabrillo Street
Date: _|

I am a - “osta Mesa Residential Property OWner
.~ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner

| ____Costa Mesa Residential Tenant
___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
__Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR ARETAIL CANNABIS

STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANYRESIDENCES and
within the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible
with developments in the area.

The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
- neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial
thoroughfares where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s
location right next to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime
which is materially detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd,

and 7 applicants for storefronts on 17th St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for
‘Costa Mesa as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the

l7th Street Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis
storefronts on 17th St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk
from Cabrillo St. “Local residences and businesses” do NOT need an Sth storefront & will not

be served in anyway by an 8th CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not
comport-with the General Plan. |

Other Reason for My Opposition: %4 Vo D \4 \ r')S h, \\ oS

.



T ot e i @t‘“‘ oLl N Bl

Re: CUPApphcatlon for Retail Cannabis Storefront at @ M
167 Calysll Stpeet QA

&

Date:

Tama___Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner

—Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
mg;\a Residential Tenant

__ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant

__Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

° 'fhe CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and
within the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible
with developments in the area.

* The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

°  Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial
thoroughfares where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s
location right next to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime
which is materially detrimental to health, safety -and welfare of the public.

*  As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd,

and 7 applicants for storefronts on 17th St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for
Costa Mesa as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the
17tll Street Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis
storefronts on 17th St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk
from Cabrillo St. “Local residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8th storefront & will not

be served in anyway by an 8':h CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not
comport with the General Plan.

®  Other Reason for My Opposition:



STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission ‘
From: _Chvisting Wil wmg 07T S. 4 (daSE Anahein@™Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at <t"17%4% Oran ¢ ¢ N
167 Cabrillo Street Costo, Meg R 2@4302 2

]:Date: MDJ@ '&D\

I'ama __ Costa Mesa Residential Property Omm%(losta Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
- 2xLoncerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

. The CANNABIS STORE would be tight across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within'
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatlble with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares |
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
- to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crlme which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17% St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
- as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17t
i St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/S min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local |
* residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8%
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Regspn for My Opposition: e %éé@\/ A C I/\MY‘C}\ (@Fa
ablﬂl?@’ =\ U\“)P hC)\V# A ‘@If\m) )ﬂ aLL

J:m A //7’3




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: _Kstevine Yours 1773 Mook flo/ (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Appllcatlon for Rétail Cannabis Sforefront at Gasfz H#le e, G._

167 Cabrillo Street T 26 27
Date: (2 - (o -2022

Iama  Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

S

The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: 7} (d!g (> 100 Clock  u OZ(M‘%M Al

M@MWW /47%@
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Signature



STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To:  Costa Mesa Plannlng Commission QU
From: ”:5@\,4)4 awts BPaon 1§32 Cim cumk lome % (Name & Address)
Re: CUP’Applicati0n<~}l’0r Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: | /)@ ]2~

Iama __ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__Costa Mesa Residential Tenant _ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
lﬁConcemed Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatlble with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

[

Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17® St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17% Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8% storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:

Sign Ature



STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission ot ALbb 2)
From: Duq 0. Hesneo ( C;"L“( Ve Nocds Y‘}ve ek (Name & Address)
Re:. CUP }.pplncatmn for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: || [U

ITama ___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__Costa Mesa Residential Tenant _ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
X Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
-7 applicants for storefronts on 17% St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition; ‘T\;\‘q\ \r\ma::. e, .e,@ﬁ' Coliq O
(7/(“'(2/0’\{‘6/ G ulo Q& tet e /}\\'\rOU%(»’./ e.Cpedd d ub( w U\m/\r\u~J aclo\S

% Y

Signature




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION L
- ;m@f?a o

To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission 9266
From:  (Vcllsa Ly oRes Qo) CHEONE (Name é(c Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street

Date: _(\ — (p —] 2L

lLama __Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
v Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 80
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan,

5. Other Reasonf C(ng, Opposition: 'T)/\/% Ll ()f O gﬁade, O AL T 1o 61 (0 ’L”Dq
LV, «/\Q TS ool Me, «/\ //M(é@@??/t
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION

To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission Y4 20 & Claabhpm Sl
From: @armgm /Vlomég — (Pl ’*“Z/%’Z » A (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street

Date: ;4 z bl2z

ITama _ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
___Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant

_X_Concemed Citizen

1 OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8% storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8®
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:

Siggature %




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission e far, o,

From: ~ZA” Y /?n Alnzls. /(' Y20 5, CLA‘,Q/_A%/VL C/‘K D (Name & AddreSS)
Re: CUP X%pllcatlon for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street

Date: %g:é /20942

Iama ___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__Costa Mesa Residential Tenant _ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
Concerned Citizen |

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17% Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:

igtfature




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To:  Costa Mesa Planning Commissiony .y 14 pee g 2
From: __p9p A1INA [ O Cosra mecr  9re27 (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: /// 6 [ 2oz~
Tama __;Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
_Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area. |

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
- where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17% Street

- Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17®
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
. residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8% storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8%
" CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:

Signature




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION o
To: Cost l\‘/IﬁEa Planning Commlssmn Locfl, M APLE AVE HF M,{,{fg» A
From: LA CiAud(p (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: U = @~ by

fama ___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
_XCosta Mesa Residential Tenant ___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
__ Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
- the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compat1ble with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
~neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live, Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
- to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January. 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
* 7 applicants for storefronts on 17% St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
- as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17% Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8% storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
- CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:

Si gééture




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: S‘/\( v Moore / [SY F. /7‘“%,1» (osdaMesa (Name & Address)
Re: CUP App’flcatlon for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: (|

Iama__ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
osta Mesa Residential Tenant Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

[\

The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

()

. Other Reason for My Opposition:

ka& e
9



STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: ‘Diesse Vekber oo by &b, (st /fesoo (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street
Date: /2 - y/ - 22—

lama _ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
josta Mesa Residential Tenant ___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
____Concerned Citizen

1 OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS-STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirablé place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
- where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:

Signature




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

From: (hets Vo W2 Gabrille St Cods Mese (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: j’_ZALLZ’L_

ITama _ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
\/Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
____Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public. )

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17* Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:

A e

Signature




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: (MY Cposad (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: | 1144 | 72

Iama  Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
___Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
2% Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and Within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increasied risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public. -

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:

e

Signature




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION

To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission Rod e MAFP t«g AUV f }JV b
From: @ﬂf EL(AN L AADIO CoCrn A%C\ﬁme &4dd ess)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street

Date: _j_}g [y > ?/

Iama _ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner

< Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
>{_Concerned Citizen '

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1.

. Other Reason for My Opposition:

The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17 St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts-on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8 storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

Si gna‘{ure




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: CDf,y)mr(J\ dw , 410D CMP #210 &Qame & Address)
Re: CUP Appllcatlomkor Retail Cannabis Storefront at v

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: lZ_I L IZZ—

lama__ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
Costa Mesa Residential Tenant Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
/\ Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within.
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2o

The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

S
h

Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. Asof January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17t Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Iocal
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: A CannMoLq Store (@ bF Caanl,o
\$ also nemsistnb Ld He Crrevat Plana becainpe
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commisgion ~ AUE Jé«—/iF’
M~ APCE
From: Mo e, A H O M/gqﬁ(o AME JA (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis aorefront at

167 Cabrillo Street 24 27
Date: L;[/_L_l

lama  Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
< Costa Mesa Residential Tenant _ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
X(Concemed Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8%
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:

MEHD

Signature




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION _
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission ¢ CA. AQolools
From: Coyin Houard 2720 \/{E? \Cjcx,(ﬁfi;w n (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street
Date: | ;1} Li / PO

[ am a ___\_/_ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commiercial Property Owner
____Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
___Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE C‘UP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area. ‘

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences.would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public,

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:wg;,m . Coo Ce N et mﬁ»&uj "‘M\,Q_
L pac {" oA o vrama CAene € loca ded 1\ Hre
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Corin_ HoroaaA
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To:  Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: | (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street
Date: //~pb - ZZ—

lama ___Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
ZCosta Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
_vConcerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatlble with
- developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood ain undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
~ detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street

- Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17t
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8%
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Rg(’as%n for My ya/si:tion:




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: | (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street
Date: //~pl ~ ZZ—

Tama__ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner __ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
' ZCosta Mesa Residential Tenant __Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
_vConcerned Citizen

* 1OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
- developments in the area. | | | |

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
~ STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares E
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next |
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially

~ detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public,

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and -
7 applicants for storefronts on 17% St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17™ Street

- Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses,” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8™ storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8%
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My/"y@é/si:tion:




STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: Marcus Moawad, 224 Magnolia Street, Costa Mesa, CA 92627 (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at |

167 Cabrillo Street
Date: Oct 25, 2022

lama I:,Césta Mesa Residential Property Owner|__|Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
[jCosta Mesa Residential Tenant L__ICosta Mesa Commercial Tenant
Concerned Citizen '

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would: cause noise, traffic,»and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be matetially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares |
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next |
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17% Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be'served in anyway by an 8%
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

. » L ;
5. Other Reason for My Opposition:  Jé¢ ﬁHﬁ 6}/1 monl” ‘A !
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Signature




ATTACHMENT A

"The noise and other by-product of cannabis shops; vandalism, loitering in
alleyways under the influence, street Increased accessibility for kids and to
kids from buyers from these Costa Mesa Cannabis shops reselling illegally.
Also, the noise and other by-product of cannabis shops; vandalism,
loitering in alleyways under the influence, street racing/burnouts, increased
accidents, etc.. Note, | work in the intersection of Dryer and Tech Center Dr
in Santa Ana what the future of Costa Mesa holds."




To: Costa Mesa Ple/m ing Commission
i

From: ﬂ/\w

STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION

A @g 27 l Z(;,l %\ﬂﬂ@@bfmﬂ@[@ﬂ (Name & Address)

g ey

Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street

Date: Z( )~ 2%«»“2@

Tama _ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner

___Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
{ Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS: ‘

L.

The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an g%
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

e A '
. Other Reason for My Opposition: fLIFS withw 2 Rodmes of 6 [)(\%_‘cj/%(
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~ STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

(Name & Address)

From: “{im D¢ Hiey
Re: CUP Applicatién for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street TN
lama___ Costa Mesa Residential Property O __Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
___Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant

Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (*CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17% St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17% Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17%
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8% storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: ~+{ aff
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission :

From: -' (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street
Date: __Jj/ v, #. , e
Iama __ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
___Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant

Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the public.,

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17% St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min, walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8% storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8t
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission - e
From: (BT eR B~/ RER TS Al (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: {2 i[Lc( 22

Lam a_p~Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ___Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
____Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
_Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORF would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area. -

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares -
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location ri ght next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17t Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17t
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8t storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"

- CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: Mﬁ)é?@é@&&@@_z@ UG, |
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

From: (ONWNT \/(9"_;?; (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: (O“‘Z@"ML

Iama XCosta Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant JXCosta Mesa Commercial Tenant
__Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

3

The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8% storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: “FA-rmiciu \Jgel, - (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: {0-2(0~ )

lama ___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner ﬁCosta Mesa Commercial Propgits=@wner——

__Costa Mesa Residential Tenant . Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
M}gngcemed Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS: o

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area. :

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety "and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min, drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8™
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reasori for My Opposition: S)C\ M/ﬁ\k\f C/"f\ V\H\)(,L‘éj‘cﬁ LTK/@/)
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission - - - \ :
From: \A/Zn WAGre~_ bericrnso (Name & Address)
Re: CUP Appliéation for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 Cabrillo Street

Date: Zﬂ /zj S/ A~

Iama__ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner __ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
___Costa Mesa Residential Tenant >~ 4~ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
___Concerned Citizen '

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS: o

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2o

The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
S5TORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8%
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To:  Costa Mesa Planning Commission . ‘
From: 1\7 y Lo /\\//15(4’ fressineny (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
167 (?brill Street

Date: /o | 2
lama___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa @Commercial Property Owner
_ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant o a Mesa Commercial Tenant

Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

I. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17% St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17!
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission

~ From: M/d(/&/ A é\uac/arrq,mh u(;., o N (Name & Address)
Re: CUP @%plication for Retail Cannabis Storefront at
‘ 167 Cabrillo Street

Date:  [g~22-27

lama ___ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner  Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
__ Costa Mesa Residential Tenant .~ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
___Concerned Citizen |

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS ST ORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17 Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17t
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local

residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8"

CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:
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o STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: sCosta Mesa Plannifiz-Commission
From: 141 Dedar SF. Puistn winlloy \\%’%&W (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street
Date; V&/¢

lama __ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner _ Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
____Costa Mesa Residential Tenant __ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
/ Concerned Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area.

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17" Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8" storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8t
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition:
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STATEMENT OF OPPOSITION
To: Costa Mesa Planning Commission
From: Mm Kivva. Judwad ‘ (Name & Address)
Re:  CUP Application for Retail Cannabis Storefront at

167 Cabrillo Street '
Date: !"L‘ & ‘27.

lama__ Costa Mesa Residential Property Owner __Costa Mesa Commercial Property Owner
___Costa Mesa Residential Tenant ___ Costa Mesa Commercial Tenant
N.XConcemed Citizen

I OPPOSE THE APPROVAL OF THE CUP APPLICATION FOR A RETAIL CANNABIS
STOREFRONT AT 167 CABRILLO STREET (“CANNABIS STORE”) FOR THE
FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The CANNABIS STORE would be right across the street from MANY RESIDENCES and within
the vicinity of MANY RESIDENCES, making the use not substantially compatible with
developments in the area,

2. The CANNABIS STORE would cause noise, traffic, and parking problems in the
neighborhood, making the neighborhood an undesirable place to live. Thus, the CANNABIS
STORE would be materially detrimental to the other properties in the area.

3. Other sites/proposed sites for retail cannabis storefronts are located in commercial thoroughfares
where heavy traffic and lighting discourage crime. This CANNABIS STORE’s location right next
to residences would likely be associated with an increased risk of crime which is materially
detrimental to health, safety and welfare of the public.

4. As of January 2022, there were 24 retail cannabis applicants for storefronts on Newport Blvd, and
7 applicants for storefronts on 17" St/ Orange Ave. (Over 60 applicants altogether for Costa Mesa
as of 1/2022 with likely many more by now). Per the City’s General Plan, the 17t Street
Commercial Corridor serves “local residences and businesses.” 7 cannabis storefronts on 17"
St/Orange (if all approved) would be within a 2 min. drive/5 min. walk from Cabrillo St. “Local
residences and businesses” do NOT need an 8™ storefront & will not be served in anyway by an 8t
CANNABIS STORE. Thus, the CANNABIS STORE does not comport with the General Plan.

5. Other Reason for My Opposition: |
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