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I, STEVE NOBRIGA, declare as follows:

1.

I am one of the plaintiffs in this action. I am a California General
Contractor.

My residence is located in Manteca, California.

Although I am semi-retired, when I do work it is primarily in Alameda
County.

I served in the United States Air Force from 1968 to 1972.

JOHN TEIXEIRA and GARY GAMAZA are my business partners for a

proposed business entity to be called Valley Guns & Ammo. We intended to

open a gun store in or near the City of San Lorenzo in Alameda County.

a. My business partner JOHN TEIXEIRA owned and operated Castro
Valley Guns from 1975 to January 2006 when retired.

b. My business partner GARY GAMAZA worked for JOHN TEIXEIRA for
approximately 10 years.

As part of our plan for opening a gun store we conducted market research

among gun enthusiasts in and around Alameda County and obtained

feedback from approximately 1,400 people indicating that a full service gun

store located in San Lorenzo would be a success.

My partners and I began the process of obtaining a Federal Firearms License

(FFL) for the business. A brief overview of the procedures required by the

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives to become an FFL are

set forth on that agency’s web site. A copy is attached as Exhibit A. [Web

page exhibits have a date/time stamp in the footer of the exhibit.]

The retail firearm business is heavily regulated by the State of California in

addition to the federal laws for becoming an FFL. My partners and I also

began the process of securing the appropriate licenses and permissions from

the state of California. A brief overview of that process is set forth on that

agency’s web site. A copy is attached as Exhibit B .
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I took the lead in conducting the footwork and research to open our gun store.

The following chronology is an accurate statement of the steps I (and/or my

partners took):

a.

October 20, 2012 — We found a suitable property for a gun store located
at 3024 Castro Valley Blvd. We signed a lease.

November 2010 — We opened a checking account at Fremont Bank in
the name of Valley Guns and Ammo (VG&A).

November 4, 2010 — I went to the Alameda County Sheriff’s Office to
apply for a business license and I talked to an Officer Davis. He
fingerprinted me and advised me that I would have to secure a
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). I contacted the Alameda County
Planning Department for information about a CUP for a gun store.
November 2010 — I received information from the Alameda County
Planning Department regarding CUPs for gun stores. I was told that
one of the requirements would be that any gun store must be located
500 feet from any school, liquor store or residential property; and that
the measurements were to be taken from the closest door of the
proposed property to any “disqualifying property.”

That was when we learned the 3024 Castro Valley Blvd., property was
too close to a park that was jointly owned and operated by the
Hayward Recreation and Castro Valley School District and we started
looking for a new property. It was at this point that we realized that
the special zoning restrictions applied to gun stores may have been
designed to make opening gun stores in desirable retail areas nearly

1mpossible.

While we continued our search for another suitable property, my partner

JOHN TEIXEIRA obtained a letter of recommendation from former Sheriff

Charles C. Plummer. See Exhibit C.
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In early 2011 we located a promising site for the business at 488 Lewelling
Blvd., in San Lorenzo.

In March 2011, we went to the Alameda County Planning Department and
we were shown plot plans which indicated that the 488 Lewelling property
would meet the 500 foot rule.

That same month, we took meetings with Alameda County Sheriff’s Office
and the Alameda County Fire Marshall. Security requirements and storage
of black powder/explosives was discussed and it appeared that our gun store
would meet the requirements of these public safety officers.

In April of 2011, we talked with the manager of the 488 Lewelling property.
(Victoria Lynn Reno has power of attorney to manage the property for Ms.
Mary Kay Graves.) Attached is a true and correct copy of a letter from Ms.
Reno acknowledging that we intended to operate a gun store at that location.
See Exhibit D.

In April of 2011 — I met with Mr. Rodrigo Orduna, AICP Senior Planner for
Alameda County Planning Department. He gave me copies of the Alameda
County Code of Ordinances relating to CUPs for retail firearms sales. The
primary code sections dealing CUP requirements for firearms sales are set
forth in §§ 17.54.081 and 17.54.131. A true and correct copy of Chapter §
17.54 of the Code is set forth in Exhibit E. From § 17.54.131, those

requirements are:

a. That the district in which the proposed sales activity is to occur is
appropriate;
b. That the subject premises is not within five hundred (500) feet of any of

the following: Residentially zoned district; elementary, middle or high
school; pre-school or day care center; other firearms sales business; or
liquor stores or establishments in which liquor is served;

C. That the applicant possesses, in current form, all of the firearms dealer
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licenses required by federal and state law;

d. That the applicant has been informed that, in addition to a conditional use
permit, applicant is required to obtain a firearms dealer license issued by
the county of Alameda before sale activity can commence, and that
information regarding how such license may be obtained has been
provided to the applicant;

e. That the subject premises is in full compliance with the requirements of
the applicable building codes, fire codes and other technical codes and
regulations which govern the use, occupancy, maintenance, construction

or design of the building or structure;

f. That the applicant has provided sufficient detail regarding the intended

compliance with the Penal Code requirements for safe storage of firearms
and ammunition to be kept at the subject place of business and building
security.

Mr. Orduna also provided me with a copy of: Guide: Applying for a

Conditional Use Permit. A true and correct copy of that document is

attached as Exhibit F.

Mr. Orduna also clarified how to measure the 500 foot distance requirements.
He indicated to me that the criteria was based on the premises and not the
property lines, and that the 500 foot measurement was from the front door of
the proposed property to the front door of the subject properties. Notes from
that conversation are attached as Exhibit G.

Only three buildings (residences) were located in the area even came close to
the being with 500 feet of our proposed gun store. My partners and I used
Google™ Earth to measure the distance between these properties and the
front door of the building located at 488 Lewelling Blvd.

Next we contacted Albert Jordan, PLLS an Associate Land Surveyor who

works for the County of Alameda. Mr. Jordan informed us that an actual
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survey would be required for precise measurement, but that he had a

program that could fairly accurately measure the distances based on a county

database and overhead pictures of the subject properties. Attached as

Exhibit H is a true and correct copy of the material that Mr. Jordan

provided to us based on our understanding that the measurements were to be

taken from the front door of the 488 Lewelling property to the subject

properties identified as residences.

a.

The distance to 531 Paseo Del Rio (across 12 lanes of Highway 880,
over a 20+ foot concrete wall, and a two-lane access road) was 532 feet.
The distance to 15718 Paseo Larga Vista (also across 12 lanes of
Highway 880, over a 20+ foot concrete wall, and a two-lane access
road) was 560 feet.

The distance to 452 Albion Avenue (across 8 lanes of Hesperian Blvd.)
was 534 feet. We also obtained a letter from the resident at 452 Albion
Avenue that he has no objection to a gun store opening at 488

Lewelling Blvd. See Exhibit I.

20.  The property at 488 Lewelling Blvd has the following characteristics:

a.

It is a wood-stucco structure located at the intersection of Lewelling
Blvd., and Hesperian Blvd., in San Lorenzo, CA.

The prior business was an Auto Glass Store. Exhibit J is a photo of
the property when we first encountered it.

Exhibit K is a true and current picture of the improvements we have
already made to the building.

Exhibit L is a side view of the property showing the concrete wall that
abuts the 880 Freeway.

Exhibit M is the property floor plan drawings we had prepared for
submission to the County as part of the CUP process. Please Note:

The only doors into/out-of the building face Lewelling Blvd.
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21. My business partners and I deposited $1,500 with the County to begin the
CUP process. We also received notice that the County would be demanding
additional funds to complete the process and we are prepared to place that
amount on deposit once we clear up whether the County’s actions were legal.
In other words, if the court were to require a bond in this matter, it should be
limited to the amount necessary to complete the CUP process in order for us
to open our store.

22.  Then in July of 2011 we were advised, for the first time by Mr. Tarbell of the
Alameda Planning Department, that we would be required to obtain a
variance (in addition to the CUP) because the property at 488 Lewelling
supposedly did not meet the 500 foot rule. It was at this time that we started
getting conflicting definitions of how to measure the 500 feet from our
proposed site to any disqualifying structure. Nevertheless, my partners and I
began the process to obtain the variance.

23.  On or about November 16, 2011 the Alameda County Community
Development Agency Planning Department issued its Staff Report on the
CUP and Variance for our store. A true and correct copy is attached as
Exhibit N. Please note the following adoptive admissions and/or undisputed
facts (page numbers refer to the PDF page number of the Exhibit):

a. Heading: SITE AND CONTEXT DESCRIPTION,

1. Pg. 2: Sub-Heading: Physical features: “The only access to the

property is the frontage on Lewelling Boulevard.”

11. Pg. 2: Sub-Heading: Adjacent area: “The residential properties

are across Highway 880 to the southwest, and across Hesperian
Boulevard to the east.
b. Heading: PROJECT DESCRIPTION, Pg. 3:
1. Alameda County claims that the distance from the gun shop to

the nearest residential district is 446 feet.
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11. The County admits that it measured the distance from the
closest building exterior wall of the gun shop to the property line
of the residentially zoned district.

111. By negative admission, there are no other disqualifying
properties within a 500 foot radius from any point of
measurement from the proposed gun shop.

c. Heading: REFERRAL RESPONSES,

1. Pg. 3: Most of the other “stake-holders” only wanted to be sure
that the gun store would comply with existing federal and state
laws regarding firearms sales, safe-storage and licenses.

11. Pg. 4: This 1s where we start to see extraordinary claims by the

San Lorenzo Village Home Association, none of which

specifically addressed why a gun store located 500 feet away
from disqualifying property would be safe for the community,
but a gun store located an (alleged) 446 feet away would not be
safe for the community. Similar vague and ambiguous
complaints are lodged against the variance by the Cherryland

Community Association, and the Ashland Area Community

Association.

111. Pg. 4: The City of San Lorenzo took no position on the proposed

variance to allow the gun store to open.
d. Heading: STAFF ANALYSIS,
1. Pg. 4 - 6: Sub-Heading: Conformance with the General Plan:

This section of the report deals with the entirely arbitrary and
subjective opinion of Staff as to whether a gun store would be a
“questionable use” when guided by the Eden Area General Plan.

1. Pg. 6: Sub-Heading: Conformance with the Specific Plan: In this

sections Staff admits that firearm retail sales are “illustrative
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examples of the types of general commercial and land uses along
busy streets that access from freeways.”

111. Pg. 7: Sub-Heading: Conformance with the Zoning Ordinance:

Here the report sets out the text of §§ 17.54.131 and 17.54.141
regarding Conditional Use Permits for gun stores.
e. Heading: GENERAL DISCUSSION,

1. Pg. 7: The report notes that applicants have 38 years of firearm
retail experience and knowledge. That they are owner/operators
who will personally attend the shop five days a week, Tuesday
through Saturday, 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.

11. Pg. 8: confirms that my business partners and I collected 1,200
individually signed letters of support from the general public
and 113 letters rom police officers and a personal letter of
endorsement from the former Sheriff of Alameda County —
Charles C. Plummer.

ni.  Pg. 8: Sub-Heading: SERVICES PROVIDED, notes that our
business was set to provide more than just gun and ammunition
sales. We are also set to provide:

(1) firearm instruction,

(2) classes in hunter safety by certified instructors,

(3)  handgun safety certificate testing (as required by law),

(4) repairs,

5) consignment sales and appraisals,

(6) sales of gun safes,

(7 hunting and fishing tags and licenses,

(8) and although they are currently illegal to buy or sell to
the general population in California, we agreed that no

ASSAULT WEAPONS would be sold at the store.

Teixeira v. County of Alameda Page 9 of 17 Decl Plaintiffs: Nobriga, Teixeira & Gamaza
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1v.

V1.

Pg. 8: Sub-Heading: DISTANCE FROM OTHER
BUSINESSES & NON-RESIDENTIAL SENSITIVE USES,
Here the County admits that there are no other disqualifying
property uses within 500 feet of our proposed gun store. (e.g.,
elementary, middle or high school; pre-school or day care center,
other firearms sales business or liquor store.)

Pg. 8: Sub-Heading: DISTANCE FROM RESIDENTIAL

ZONED PROPERTY, Here the County admits that it uses

more than one endpoint to measure distances to residentially

zoned properties.

(1)  The County measured a distance of 446 feet from the
closest exterior wall to the property at Albion Avenue. (A
property where the current resident has no objection to
the store. See Exhibit I.)

(2) It measured the same 446 foot distance from the closest
exterior wall, to a another property across 12 lanes of
Interstate 880, located at Paseo del Rio in San Lorenzo
Village.

Pg. 8: Sub-Heading: PARKING. The County admits that there

1s adequate parking for the proposed gun store.

f. Heading: TENTATIVE FINDINGS BASED ON INFORMATION
AVAILABLE PRIOR TO THE PUBLIC HEARING

1.

Pg. 9: Sub-Heading: Conditional Use Permit:

(1) To the question: “Is the use required by the public need?”
The County answers: Yes.

(2) To the question: “Will the use properly relate to other
land uses and transportation and service facilities in the

vicinity?” The County answers: Yes.
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To the question: “Will the use, if permitted, under all
circumstances and conditions of this particular case,
materially affect adversely the health or safety of persons
residing or working in the vicinity, or be materially
detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to property
or improvements in the neighborhood?” The County
answers: No.

To the question: “Will the use be contrary to the specific
intent clauses or performance standards established for
the District in which it is to be considered?” The County
answers: Yes, citing the 500 foot rule and noting that a
variance would be required and that a variance

application has been made.

1. Pgs. 9 - 10: Under a section of additional findings,

(1)

@)

3)

The County again raises the wholly subject opinion about
whether a gun store is desirable under the Eden Area
General Plan.

The County again notes the 500 foot requirement but
concedes that the one of disqualifying properties is 446
feet across the 880 freeway. However the County
erroneously states that the other residential property that
1s also 446 feet from the proposed gun shop is easily
accessed. But that can only be true if the person is able to
walk through concrete walls as the crow flies. The
walking distance is well over 500 feet.

The County concedes that we have all required licenses
and knowledge to run a gun store and that my partners

and I can meet the additional requirements imposed by

Teixeira v. County of Alameda
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the Sheriff and Fire Marshall, in addition to bringing the
building up the modern code requirements for wheel chair
access and other building codes.

g. Heading: TENTATIVE FINDINGS BASED ON INFORMATION
AVAILABLE PRIOR TO THE PUBLIC HEARING.

1. Pgs. 10 - 11: Nevertheless, the County denied the request for a
variance based solely on the alleged less-than 500 foot distance
between the gun store property and the Albion Way property,
based on the ease of traversal from the gun store to the
disqualifying property. (The one where the current resident has
not objection to a gun store and where it would require someone
to walk though concrete walls to get from the gun store to the
Albion Way property.)

11. The County find that the residential properties located across
the 12 lanes of Highway 880 would not be detrimentally
effected by the proposed gun store due to the physical barrier of
the highway. These were the properties located in the San
Lorenzo Village Homes Association.

h. The rest of Exhibit N are the County’s exhibits attached to the Staff
Report.

24. It so happened that the November 16, 2011 Hearing did not take place and
was postponed to December 14, 2011. A true and correct copy of the revised
STAFF REPORT is attached as Exhibit O:

a. The only substantive changes from the November 16, 2011 Report are
the insertion of various pages under a Heading: CURRENT
CHANGES, starting at page 4 and continuing to page 6.

b. This appears to be an insertion dealing with the different ways in

which the 500 foot rule was to be implemented.
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c. For the record, the County appeared to acknowledge that different
distances could be obtained if the one used a different starting point
from the gun store premises. By using the Plaintiffs’ equally rational
definition of a starting point, the distances to residential properties
would measure, respectively, 560 feet, 532 feet and 534 feet.

d. There do not appear to be any other substantive changes to the STAFF
REPORT or their conclusions. (i.e., Staff still recommended against
granting the variance.)

25.  Despite the Staff recommendation that the variance be denied, THE WEST
COUNTY BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENTS granted both the
Conditional Use Permit and Variance in their December 14, 2012 meeting.
See Exhibit P. My business partners and I have been ready, willing and
able to comply with all of the requirements of RESOLUTION NO. Z-11-70.
(Which is also part of Exhibit P.)

26. The minutes from that December 14, 2012 meeting are available on the
County’s website. A true and correct copy of those minutes is attached as
Exhibit Q.

27. A critical fact of this case is that the resolution was adopted on December 14,
2011.

a. § 17.54.670 says: — An appeal may be taken to the board of superuvisors
within ten days after the date of any order made by the planning
commission, the planning director, or the board of zoning adjustments
pursuant to Sections 17.18.130, 17.54.030, 17.54.060, 17.54.070,
17.54.100, 17.54.140, or 17.54.400. The appeal may be taken by any
property owner or other person aggrieved or by an officer, department,
board, or commission affected by the order within said ten-day period,
by filing with the clerk of the board of supervisors or the planning

department a notice of appeal specifying the grounds for such appeal.
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Filing such notice shall stay all proceedings in furtherance of the order
appealed from. The planning department is designated as an agent of
the clerk of the board for purposes of receiving a notice of appeal.

Therefore a timely appeal would have to made by December 25,

2012! Considering the holiday, a notice of appeal might still be timely
if filed on Monday, December 26, 2011.

An appeal was apparently filed by someone named Art Wydler the
President of the San Lorenzo Village Homes Association. I obtained a
full color copy of the document from the County of Alameda. A true
and correct copy is attached as Exhibit R. (Also attached is another
letter from someone named Diane Wydler who appears to be the Vice-
President of the San Lorenzo Village Homes Association.)

The critical fact about these letters is — even though one letter is dated
December 14, 2011 (the same day the DUP and Variance was granted)

and other i1s dated December 15, 2011 — The only two Date-Stamps

indicating when the letters of appeal were received by the

County show a receipt date of Thursday, December 29, 2011

and/or Tuesday, January 3, 2012.

Either date makes the appeal void under § 17.54.670 et seq.

In addition, according to both Staff Reports (Nov. 16, 2011 and Dec. 14,
2011), the San Lorenzo Village Homes Association was not
adversely effected by the variance because they are located

across 12 lanes of Interstate 880 and a 20+ foot concrete wall!

Even though the letter(s) requesting an appeal by the San Lorenzo Village
Homes Association was not timely filed, the Alameda Board of Supervisors
took up the appeal at a February 28, 2012 meeting. See Exhibit S for a copy
of the letter we received from the Planning Department along with a copy of

the Agenda for that meeting.
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29.

30.

31.

Exhibit T is a copy of the video from the County’s website. The “appeal”
starts at time stamp 1:05:05 and the agenda item is #5. [A CD-Rom of the
video was filed/lodged with Clerk of the Court and served on Opposing
Counsel by U.S. Mail. Exhibit T has not been electronically filed.]

The Defendants acting through the Board of Supervisors present at that
meeting (WILMA CHAN, NATE MILEY, and KEITH CARSON) reversed the
decision of THE WEST COUNTY BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENTS
revoked our Variance and the CUP.

The Alameda County Board of Supervisors appeared to be acting with
deliberate indifference and overt hostility to the fact that it was a gun store
we wished to open, rather than attempt to address any rational public safety
interest. Indeed, the Staff Report indicated there were no public safety
concerns if the Variance and CUP were granted (as long as we ensured
compliance with the terms of RESOLUTION NO. Z-11-70). The Staff Report
only made the tautological argument that the proposed gun store was alleged
less than 500 feet away from a disqualifying property; without making any
argument as to how this wholly arbitrary distance is somehow relevant to
land use regulations involving gun stores.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of California and the

Untied States, that the forgoing is true and correct and that this declaration was

executed in California on November 5, 2012.

11
11
11
11
11

/s/ Steve Nobriga

Steve Nobriga, Plaintiff

Teixeira v. County of Alameda Page 15 of 17  Decl Plaintiffs: Nobriga, Teixeira & Gamaza




Donald Kilmer
Attorney at Law
1645 Willow St.
Suite 150
San Jose, CA 95125
Ve: 408/264-8489
Fx: 408/264-8487
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Declaration of John Teixeira

I, John Teixeira, declare as follows:

32.
33.

34.

35.

36.
37.

38.

I am a plaintiff in this action. I live in San Leandro, California.

My business partners in a venture to open a gun store in Alameda County
are STEVE NOBRIGA and GARY GAMAZA.

I have read STEVE NOBRIGA'’s declaration set forth above and it accurately
and truly sets forth our experiences in trying to open a gun store at 488
Lewelling Blvd., in San Lorenzo.

I had a gun shop named Castro Valley Guns that I opened in 1975. I retired
and closed that business in 2006.

I have been friends with STEVE NOBRIGA since 1975.

I went to High School with GARY GAMAZA and Mr. GAMAZA worked for me
for 10 years at Castro Valley Guns.

The letter of recommendation from former Sheriff Charles Plummer speaks
volumes about my reputation for running a law-abiding gun store. See
Exhibit C.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of California and the

Untied States, that the forgoing is true and correct and that this declaration was

executed in California on November 5, 2012.

11
11
11
11
11
11
11

/s/ John Teixeira

John Teixeira, Plaintiff

Teixeira v. County of Alameda Page 16 of 17  Decl Plaintiffs: Nobriga, Teixeira & Gamaza




Donald Kilmer
Attorney at Law
1645 Willow St.
Suite 150
San Jose, CA 95125
Ve: 408/264-8489
Fx: 408/264-8487
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Declaration of Gary Gamaza

I, Gary Gamaza, declare as follows:

39. I am a plaintiff in this action. I live in San Leandro, California.

40. My business partners in a venture to open a gun store in Alameda County
are STEVE NOBRIGA and JOHN TEIXEIRA.

41. I have read STEVE NOBRIGA’s declaration set forth above and it accurately
and truly sets forth our experiences in trying to open a gun store at 488
Lewelling Blvd., in San Lorenzo.

42. I went to High School with JOHN TEIXEIRA and I worked for him for 10
years at Castro Valley Guns.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of California and the

Untied States, that the forgoing is true and correct and that this declaration was

executed in California on November 5, 2012.

/s/ Gary Gamaza

Gary Gamaza, Plaintiff

ATTESTATION FOR COMPLIANCE WITH
LOCAL RULE 5.1

I, Donald Kilmer, declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of California
and the United States that I have in my possession e-mail correspondence from
STEVE NOBRIGA, JOHN TEIXEIRA and GARY GAMAZA that the content of this
document is acceptable to all persons required to sign the document. I declare that
this document was signed in San Jose, CA on November 5, 2012.

/sl
Donald Kilmer
Attorney for Plaintiffs

Teixeira v. County of Alameda Page 17 of 17  Decl Plaintiffs: Nobriga, Teixeira & Gamaza
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Sheldon D. Gilbert, Fire Chief

ADMINISTRATION
835 E. 14" Street, Suite 200
San Leandro, CA 94577
(510) 618-3490

(510) 618-3445 Fax

EMS DIVISION

1426 164" Avenue

San Leandro, CA 94578
(510) 618-3485

(510) 276-5915 Fax

TRAINING DIVISION
1426 164" Avenue

San Leandro, CA 94578
(510) 618-3485

(510) 276-5915 Fax

ALAMEDA COUNTY
REGIONAL EMERGENCY
COMMUNICATIONS
CENTER (ACRECC)

7000 East Avenue, L-388
Livermore, CA 94550

(925) 422-5194

(925) 422-5730 Fax

FIRE PREVENTION
OFFICES:

ALAMEDA COUNTY
399 Elmhurst Street
Room 120

Hayward, CA 94544
(510) 670-5853

(510) 887-5836 Fax

CITY OF SAN LEANDRO
835 E. 14" Street

San Leandro, CA 94577
(510) 577-3317

(510) 577-3419 Fax

CITY OF DUBLIN
100 Civic Plaza
Dublin, CA 94568
(925) 833-6606
{925) 833-6628 Fax

CITY OF NEWARK
37101 Newark Blvd.
Newark, CA 94560
(510) 578-4218
(510) 578-4281 Fax
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Alameda County Fire Department

Proudly serving the Unincorporated Area of Alameda County
and the communities of San Leandro, Dublin, Newark
the Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory and
the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory

October 27t 2011

Alameda County

Community Development Agency
Planning Department

224 West Winton Ave., Room 111
Hayward, California 94544

BEE: -7 [ Richard Taroonly T CCJ Graves
FROM: | County Fire Prevention ~

Alameda County Fire Prevention Office

SUBJECT: | PLN 2011-0096, Condition Use Permit to allow the operation

Of a gun shop located at 488 Lewelling Blvd. in Ashland.

Conditions of Approval

The following conditions shall be met prior the issuance of a building permit and fire
clearance for occupancy.

1. Details on the security gate installed across the display area shall
be provided during the building permit process.

2. During the Building Permit Process, Exit signs and Emergency
Lighting will be required. Please show the locations on the plans.

3. A Knox Box shall be provided near the entry and shall be shown
on the site plan during the Building Permit Process.

4. A Fire Extinguisher shall be shown on the floor plan during the
Building Permit Process.

5. Make sure you show the type of hardware on the front door (.e.,
double key, panic, paddle, or lever handle). Accessory locks are
not permitted unless they release upon activation of the panic,
lever, or paddle device. At no time will dead bolts, sliders, 2x4’s,
or locks with the thumb turns be allowed.

6. Ensure that the Occupant Load is provided on the cover sheet of
the Building Permit Plans.
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PROJECT REFERRAL

Date: August 1, 2011
RE: Case No. PLN2011-00096

If you have any questions, please contact me at the above number.

Sincerely,

M

Richard Tarbell
Development Planning Division
richard. tarbell@acgov.org

cc:  Applicant: VALLEY GUNS & AMMO // NOBRIGA, STEVE 1196 Silver Trail Lane,

Manteca, Ca 95336
Owner: GRAVES, MARY K TR 3325 Lenard Dr, Castro Valley, Ca 94546

, No Comment - Date Q/ / /20 ]

Attachments g {D» /V > ﬂ{ g%m%


mailto:tarbell@acgov.org
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PROJECT REFERRAL

Date: August 1, 2011
RE: Case No. PLN2011-00096

If you have any questions, please contact me at the above number.

Sincerely,

A >~ Richard Tarbell

Development Planning Division
richard.tarbell@acgov.org

cc:  Applicant: VALLEY GUNS & AMMO // NOBRIGA, STEVE 1196 Silver Trail Lane,
Manteca, Ca 95336

Owner: GRAVES, MARY K TR 3325 Lenard Dr, Castro Valley, Ca 94546
No Comment - Date J’//é/”
/ ’

Attachments é
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Tarbell, Richard, CDA

From: Orduna, Rodrigo, CDA

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2011 3:54 PM
To: '‘Cherryland Community Association'
Ce: Tarbell, Richard, CDA

Subject: RE: Planning Application Commenis

Thank you for the comments, Susan,

Regarding outreach to the Ashland community, we mailed courtesy notices to tenants and property owners within a
500-foot radius of the subject property, and mailed a courtesy notice to David Zechman, president of the Ashland
Community Association. | can let Richard Tarbell respond if we have gotten any feedback from David. Richard or I will
call David this week to follow-up.

On a separate note, can you send me the agenda items to the CCA Board meetings ahead of the meeting date, so that
can find out whether to go or not? If you all want me to start going again, | will do so. But, | would like to be able to
make efficient use of the times that | show up. If you give me a heads-up before the meeting, | can come to the meeting
prepared with answers. ‘

Regards,

Rodrigo Ordufia, AICP, Bay-Friendly QLP
Senior Planner

Alameda County Planning Department
Community Development Agency

rodrigo.orduna@acqov.org
telephone 510-670-6503
facsimile 510-785-8793

399 Elmhurst Street, Suite 141
Permit Center
Hayward, CA 94544

http://www.acgov.org/cda
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message including attachments, if any, is intended only for the person(s) or entity(ies} to which it is addressed any may

contain confidential and/or privileged material. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please
contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all coples of the original message.

From: Cherryland Community Association [mailto:¢ca.bod@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 08, 2011 9:41 PM

To: Orduna, Rodrigo, CDA

Subject: Planning Application Comments

Hi Rodrigo,
Here are CCA Board comments on applications we reviewed this evening: C

Gun store on Llewelling:
The Board is split.

Strong feelings in opposition were:
-This provides no benefit to the community. CUPs in our business district should be granted for a reason - such

1


mailto:mailto:cca.bod@gmail.com
mailto:rodrigo.orduna@acgov.org
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as it stimulates the;’ kmd of business we want here or there is a community need. While we understand this gun

store may sell guns to police, which are nof accessible at every gun store, we don't have many Sheriff's living
our area, so they should be guns in the1r own neighborhood.

e

IThis business is not locally owned.} 1We fygant to stimulate more locally owned busmesses in our area especially
in our business district. We may feel differently about this gun store coming in if the owner was gomg to live
above the store.

-There are jplenty of stores to buy guns: Blg 5, the gun shop in Castro Valley on Redwood Road are two
examples

-This is not the type of business we want in our business district.

-1t l)&d for future business development in our area;this is not only going to not attract what we want, it is
GOING TO ATTRACT what we DON'T want

- -There is a reason we have a restnctlon on gun store locations relative to residences and sens1t1ve receptors.
There i§ no compelling reason at all to_allow this gun s store in our - neighborhood Jeven if it is owned by a police
man.

Feelings for the gun store were not strongly for, but also not against. Reasons that were given for having the gun
store were:

-It is a tax paying store.

-Everyone should have a gun.

I hope this application will be going through significant community process, in particular in the Ashland
Community, where there is not a community organization the County relies on for input. I would like to know
what outreach has been done about this in Ashland and how the County plans to get input from residents of
Ashland, in particular those living adjacent to the location of the store.

Susan

Susan
Susan Beck, President
Cherryland Community Association

"Never doubt that a small group of committed citizens can change the world. Indeed it's the only thing that

ever has."
Margaret Mead (1901-1978)

www.cherryland-ca.org



http:www.cherryland-ca.org
http:wa.il.t1

s
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PROJECT REFERRAL

Date: August 1, 2011
RE: Case No. PLN2011-00096

If you have any questions, please contact me at the above number.

Sincerely,

M

Richard Tarbell
Development Planning Division
richard.tarbell@acgov.org

cc:  Applicant: VALLEY GUNS & AMMO // NOBRIGA, STEVE 1196 Silver Trail Lane,
Manteca, Ca 95336

Owner: GRAVES, MARY K TR 3325 Lenard Dr, Castro Valley, Ca 94546
No Comment - Date ?’/ 15 / o

Attachments


mailto:richard.tarbell@acgov.org

L
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PROJECT REFERRAL

Date:. August 1, 2011
RE: Case No. PLN2011-00096

If you have any questions, please contact me at the above number.

Sincerely,

M

Richard Tarbell .
Development Planning Division
richard.tarbell@acgov.org

¢ Applicant: VALLEY GUNS & AMMO / NOBRIGA, STEVE 1196 Silver Trail Lane,
Manteca, Ca 95336

Owner: GRAVES, MARYKTR 3325 Lenard Dr, Castro Valley, Ca 94546
. TL  No Corment - Date __ 8/11 /el

Attachments

AL GV
PU'”’”


mailto:richard.tarbeII@acgov.org
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‘Tarbell, Richard, CDA —
From: TLiao@ci.san-leandro.ca.us
Sent: Thursday, August 11, 2011 2:15 PM
To: Tarbell, Richard, CDA
Cc: JTudor@ci.san-leandro.ca.us
Subject: re: pIn2011-00096 gun shop in unincorporated san leandro
Attachments: Sl No Comment Lir.pdf
Hi Richard:

Attached is my confirmation of no comment for the proposed gun shop in the unincorporated area location of 488
Lewelling Blvd. The City Planning Division has no comment on this proposed business use because it is outside of the
City’s Zoning Code jurisdiction.

Is this signed .pdf sufficient or do you need the original signed hard copy mailed to you?

I've also forwarded your letter to our Police Department so see if they may have any questions or comments for you on
this proposed business.

Tom Liao, Planning and Housing Manager

City of San Leandro Community Development Dept.
Planning and Housing Services Divisions

835 East 14th St.

San Leandro, CA 94577

510-577-6003 (office)

510-577-6007 (fax)

e-mail: tliao@ci.san-leandro.ca.us
www.sanleandro.org


http:www.sanleandro.org
mailto:tliao@ci.san-leandro.ca.us

Chris Bazar
Agency Director

Albert Lopez ©

Planning Director -
224

West Winton Ave -

Room 111 -

Hayward

California
94544

phone

§10.670.5400
fax ~
510,785.87963 -

www.acgov.orgicda
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ALAMEDA COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

PROJECT REFERRAL

Date: August 1, 2011
RE: Case No. PLN2011-00096
Conditional Use Permit

Due Date: August 22, 2011

ACPWA BUILDING DEPARTMENT  ACPWA LAND DEVELOPMENT

ALAMEDA CO. FIRE DEPT. SHERIFF PERMITS DEP. FRANK
’ BUSCHHUETER
PLANNING TECHNICIAN ALAMEDA CO. REDEVELOPMENT
' ‘ AGENCY
- ENV HEALTH HAZARDOUS ACPWA TRAFFIC
" MATERIALS ARIU LEVI .
. ALAMEDA CO. ZONING CHP (WEST) ROBERT TUAZON
- ENFORCEMENT
. CITY OF SAN LEANDRO PLANNING ASHLAND AREA COMMUNITY
. ASSOC
- CHERRYLAND COMMUNITY SAN LORENZO VILLAGE HOMES
- ASSOC. ASSOC. :

-~ BRIAN WASHINGTON

. The following apphcatmn is referred to you for your mformahon and recommendation:

to allow the operation of a gun shop, located at 488 Lewelling Blvd (Ashland),
Side: S; Distance: 140 fi; Direction: W; Of Cross St: Hesperian Blvd ™ -
APN: 413-0097-001-03

This project is categorically exempt from the provisions of the California

" Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and State and County CEQA Guidelines (Section

15301 - Class 1, Existing Facilities), as the project is limited to the operation,
maintenance, and permitting of an existing use, structure(s) or facilities with minor

* repair or alteration, involving negligible or no expansion of the use beyond that

existing at the time that the County takes action on this project, or is otherwise

- consistent with CEQA Guidelines for Class 1 projects.

Receipt of your comments by the indicated due date will enable the inclusion of
relevant information in the preparation of a written staff report; otherwise, please
initial and date below that your organization, department or agency has no comument
and return this notice b}' the indicated due date,

Please send a copy of your recommendation(s) to the applicant.


www.a.cgov.Orglcda

Sheldon D. Gilbert, Fire Chief

ADMINISTRATION
835 E. 14" Street, Suite 200
San Leandro, CA 94577
(510) 618-3490

(510} 618-3445 Fax

£MS DIVISION

1426 164" Avenue

San Leandro, CA 94578 -
(5103 618-3485
(510)276-5915 Fax

TRAINING DIVISION
1426 164™ Avenue

San Leandro, CA 94578
(510)618-3485

(510) 276-5915 Fax

ALAMEDA COUNTY
REGIONAL EMERGENCY
COMMUNICATIONS
CENTER (ACRECC)

7000 East Avenue, L-388
Livermore, CA 94550
(925)422-5194
(925)422-5730 Fax

FIRE PREVENTION
OFFICES:

ALAMEDA COUNTY
399 Elmhurst Street
Room 120

Hayward, CA 94544
(510) 670-5853

(510) 887-5836 Fax

CITY OF SAN LEANDRO
835 E. 14® Street

San Leandro, CA 94577
(510)577-3317

(510) 577-3419 Fax

CITY OF DUBLIN
100 Civic Plaza
Dublin, CA 94568
(925) 833-6606
(925) 833-6628 Fax

CITY OF NEWARK
37101 Newark Blvd.
Newark, CA 94560
(510)578-4218
(510) 578-4281 Fax

e3:12-cv-03288-SI
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Alameda County Fire Department

Proudly serving the Unincorporated Area of Alameda County
and the communities of San Leandro, Dublin, Newark
the Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory and
the Lawrence Livermore 