m@xm&umaﬁaw
PLANNING DINASION

Re: PA10-060 JUN UG 7017

June 6,2012 ' Cornmunity Development Dept,

Dear San Mateo Planning Commissioners:

Over the course of the past 6 years, St. Matthew’s submitted several proposals to build an 11,000 sf
building on their property. In all these iterations, we've seen no material difference from their original
proposal, in that they have yet to provide a solution similar to those provided by projects like Borel
Bank, Serra High School, Sunrise Apartments, Draeger’s, and the main Public Library, all of which were
required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather than rely on Special Use permits and
promises made by the current administration. As such, they all paid to build parking garages, both
above ground or underground, to accommodate the increased traffic and usage, remain consistent with
the San Mateo General Plan, and unite the neighborhood, rather than polarize it by attempting to
circumvent zoning codes.

When reviewing this project, you must also consider the precedent that will be set if you approve it as it
stands, especially in light of the St. Matthew's Episcopal proposal, which is also asking to build a new
elementary school gym. However, their elementary school gym is only 5,200 square feet, less than half
the size proposed by St. Matthew’s Catholic and a mere 21% the size of both gyms at St. Matthew’s
Catholic. If one gym of 5,200 square feet is sufficient for an elementary school, why does the applicant
need almost 5 times as much athletic space?

[n the interest of good environmental practice (as we don't want to kill any more trees), we've chosen
not to reprint the hundreds of pages of letters, photos, and petitions submitted to the City over the past
6 years, on this and the original project number PA-06-009. We trust that you will review this
information before the meeting and include it by reference.

However, we are including the following exhibits in this letter:

1. A chart comparing the two projects side by side.

2. 2 Maps - one that shows the locations of the residents against the proposal (all concentrated
around the site) and one that shows the geographic diversity of the St. Matthew’s population -
very little of which lives around the site.

3. 4 letters of opposition from the surrounding Homeowners Associations ~ SMUHA Baywood,

Aragon, and Parrott Park.

The letter from March 2012 detailing the situation and photographic evidence.

Copies of petitions from over 200 neighbors opposing the project, all living within 3 blocks of St.

Matthew's.

i

To summarize, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to deny their current proposal with
prejudice for the follomng reasons:

1. This is nota new project, by any measure. Almost all aspects of the project are the same as the
original June 2009 submission that was unanimously rejected by the City.

* 2. Contrary to what the applicant claims, they aren’t adding 50% new parking capacity. They are
re-striping their current lot and adding very little new asphalt. The lot is constantly filled to
capacity now, as people park on every square inch of their campus all the time and as
documented by Hexagon - thus restriping will not solve the parking problem.



3. Ifapproved, the applicant will have 2 gyms on their campus, because they are planning on
keeping the first gym, with over 25,000 square feet of floor area dedicated to indoor sports
facilities. This is 8 times the size of a regulation high school basketball court and 5 times
the size of a standard elementary school gym.

4. The uses of the building and its hours and dates of operatlon open until 10: 30 7 days/week
all year, rather than consistent with a school schedule, are inconsistent with the building being
an “elementary school gym”, and would require far more onsite parking than proposed as per
zoning codes.

5. The traffic surveys and their findings are based on erroneous information; they were
conducted during off-season and based on either outdated or inaccurate information provided
by the applicant. _

6. More than 33% of the heritage trees on the site will be ripped out, forever harming the
aesthetics of the property, neighborhood, and surrounding community; in any other situation,
this would never he allowed.

7. Finally, David Parisi, St. Matthew’s own paid traffic and parking consultant, wrote that they
needed dramatically more parking capacity under a similar scenario, and that this would
require a parking structure, but that “A parkirig structure is not financially feasible for St.
Matthew’s Catholic Church.”

We would respectfully suggest that choosing not to spend their own money should notbe a
condition under which special exceptions should be granted, especially when they violate the
sanctity of the swirounding beautiful neighborhoods that are full of taxpaying residents.

Finally, the neighborhood has worked toward a win-win solution for the applicant, the neighborhood,
and the city of San Mateo. For the neighborhood, a win involves permanently solving the current and
future parking and traffic problems, as we are not opposed to the building itself. One would assume
that a win for St. Matthews would be to get their building but, unfortunately, they only define a win as
building their building on their terms alone, which revolves around saving their money and not
building a parking garage. This is ironic, as in our estimation, they've already spent $2,000,000 of their
parishioners’ money on consultants to try and convince the neighbors and the City that they don’t need
a parking garage, rather than actually spending their money to solve the problems and unite the
neighborhood.



Note: The June 2009 Proposal was rejected by the San Mateo Planning Commission 5-0.

June 2009 Proposal

June 2012 Proposal

Name

Parish Community Center

”Gym”

Building Uses and Activities

School and Peninsula Catholic
league athletics, adult league
evehing basketball, preparation
for mass, before and after school
kindergarten care, summer,
winter, and spring camps open to
anyone,

School and Peninsula Catholic
league athletics, adult league
evening basketball, preparation
for mass, before and after school
kindergarten care, summer, _
winter, and spring camps open to
anyone.

Number of buildings with athletic
capabilities ‘

2 (Auditorium and PCC)

2 {Auditorium and “Gym”)

Number of buildings to be 0 0

removed

Area {square feet) 13,061 47% over FAR 11,683 {one meeting room was
removed)

% Over Allowed FAR 47% 43%

-Zoning law violation
accommodation

Ask for 3 Variances

Ask for an Overlay Zone and
exemption from laws

Parking requl_red as per zoning
codes

782 (410 Current requirement,
372 additional)

738 (410 Current requirement,
328 additional)

Current parking spaces 158 198
New parking spaces claimed 56 108
Actual true parking spaces added | 30 30

via new pavement

Parking solution

Restriping, changing regular
spaces to compact, and adding
true spaces for 30 cars

Restriping, changing regular
spaces to compact, and adding
true spaces for 30 cars + a special
use permit that promises to not
use the building at certain times
and for certain uses, relying on
self-regulation and burdening
neighbors and San Mateo police
for enforcement

Heritage trees removed to create
additional parking capacity

32

27

_Hours of Operation

6:30am = 10pm 7 days/week

6:30am — 10pm 7 days/week

Reason for not building parking

“Not needed”

“Not financially feasible” {cite

garage source)
Plan duration Naone 25 years
LOS around site F F

Wedding and Funeral Parking
Limitations

None mentioned

“Limited to 40 cars”




200+ Signatures From Neighbors Within A

Few Blocks Opposing the Project

o Map data @201%
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SAN MATEQ UNITED HOMEOWNE
 ASSOCIATION (SMUHA)

January 5, 2008

‘We, the members of San Mateo United Homeowners Association, respectfully petition
the San Mateo Planning Commission and City Council to protect the safety of the
neighborhoods around St. Maithews Church and demy any variance of the building and
parking codes as they relate to the proposed St. Matthews expansion project. We ask that
the City require St. Matthews to abide by the laws of common sense and act reasonably,
and comply with the San Matco Zening Laws and the meeds of their meighbers, and

. provide at least 677 permamnemnt on-site parking spaces as dictated by city code. We
also ask that the City require St. Matthews to provide a long-term master plam that
addresses the cutrent overbuilding of the site, prior to approving any further expansion at
the current siie. . .

Background _ '
St. Matthew's Catholic Church submitted a proposal to the City of San Mateo to build a
new, $6,000,000, 13,000 square foot, 700+ person capacity "Community Parish Center”
at their current location despite the fact that they are already over their allowable building

area and without building any additional on-site parking.
Aécording to the traffic and parking consultants hired by San Mateo:

» Parking capacity at St. Matthew’s is currently under the amount required by the
San Mateo Zoning Codes by 207 spaces, which causes unsafe driving, illegal
parking, and severe congestion in the neighborhoods around the site;

s This proposed project will intensify the parking crisis by extending the parking
deficit to 430 total spaces;

o Today, the total area of the buildings on St. Matthew’s campus is over the amount
allowed by the zoning codes by 25% due to “grandfathering”; the addition of this
new structure would push the facility to 46% over the area allowed by the San
Mateo Zoning Codes; and. . :

o Despite being asked by the San Mateo Planning Commission, St. Matthew’s
declined to subinit a long-term master plan, which would describe all proposed

expansion plans.
Respecﬁﬂly, i// ﬂ |
Qo AN« Kbt
Anna Kuhre s : -

Vice President SMUHA



' Aragon Hemeowner’s Association
P.O. Box 6666
San Mateo, CA 94402

Miriam Chirke, President

January 31, 2009

We, the members of Aragon Homeowners Association, respectfully petition the San
Mateo Planning Commission and City Coundil to protect the safety of the neighborhoods
around St. Maithews Church and deny any variance of the building and parking codes
as they relate to the proposed St. Matthews expansion project. We ask that the City
require St. Maithews to abide by the laws of common sense and act reasonably, and

* comply with the San Mateo Zoning Laws and the needs of their neighbors, and
provide at least 677 permanent on-site parking spaces as dictated by city code. We
also ask that the City require St. Matthews to provide a long-term master plan that
addresses the current overbuilding of the site, prior to approving any further expansion at

_the current site. : ' :

Background -

St. Matthew's Catholic Church submiited a proposal fo the City of San Mateo to build a
new, $6,000,000, 13,000 square foot, 700+ person capacity "Community Parish Center”
at their current location despite the fact that they are already over their allowable building
area and without building any additional on-site parking. .

According to the traffic and parking consultants hired by San Mateo:

o Parking capacity at St. Matthew’s is currently under the amount required by the
San Mateo Zoning Codes by 207 spaces, which causes unsafe driving, illegal
parking, and severe congestion in the neighborhoods around the site;

o 'I'his proposed project will intensify the parking crisis by extending the parking
deficit to 430 total spaces; ' '

e Today, the total area of the buildings on St. Matthew’s campus is over the amount
allowed by the zoning codes by 25% due to “orandfathering”; the addition of this
new structure would push the facility to 46% over the area allowed by the San
Mateo Zoning Codes; and ' _

e Despite being asked by the San Mateo Planning Commission, St. Matthew’s

declined to submit a long-term master plan, which would describe all proposed
expansion plans.

Respectfully, b

o . S

Dy H v : = o
/Zli fv mg,(_ﬂ‘/r';«g_,x (/ﬂ/{; ?,f/\:]f,fy”
Miriqm Chirko, President AHA




Parrott Park Neighborhood Association

We, the members of Parrott Park Nei ghborbood Association, respectfully petition the San
Mateo Planning Commission and City Council to protect the safety of the neighborhoods
around St. Matthews Church and deny any variance of the building and parking codes
as they relate to the proposed St. Matthews expansion project. We ask that the City
require $t. Maithews to abide by the Jaws of common sense and act reasonably, and
comply with the San Mateo Zoning Laws and the needs of their neighbors, and
provide at least 677 permanent on-site parking spaces as dictated by city code. We
also ask that the City require 8t. Matthews ?o provide a long-term master plan that
addresses the current overbuilding of the site, prior to approving any further expansion at
the current site.

Backgrouni'i

St. Matthew's Catholic Church submitted a proposal to the City of San Mateo to build a
new, $6,000,000, 13,000 square foot, 7006+ person capacity "Community Parish Center"
at their current location despite the fact that they are already over their allowable building
atea and without building any additional on-site parking. .

According (o the traffic and parking consuitants hired by San Mateo:

® P-arking capacity at St. Matthew’s is currently under the amount required by the
San Mateo Zoning Codes by 207 spaces, which causes unsafe driving, illegal
parking, and severe congestion in the nejghborhoods around the site;

o This proposed project will intensify the parking crisis by extending the parking
deficit to 430 total spaces;

o Today, the total area of the buildings on St. Matthew’s campus is over the amount
allowed by the zoning codes by 25% due to “grandfathering”; the addition of this
new structure would push the facility to 46% over the area allowed by the San

_ Mateo Zoning Codes; and

o Despite being asked by the San Mateo Planning Commission, St. Matthew’s
declined to submit a Jong-term master plan, which would describe all proposed
expansion plans. o

Respectfully,

R,epresenta@ve

.. ?05} )({a.\e)g,\r wears




Baywaood Crmers Improvement Assoclation

Dear City of San Matzo Pianning Commission,

The board members of Baywood Owners Improvement Association (BOIA), respectiully patition
the San Mateo Plannlng Commission and City Council to protect the safety of its citizens and
neighborhoods around St Matthews Church and dany any variance request of the building and
parking codes as they relate fo the proposed St. Matthews expansion project. We ask that the
City require St. Matthews to abide by the existing laws and comply with the San Meateo Zoning
Laws, and provide the minlmum City required permanent on-site parking spaces as dictated by
Gity Code. We alsc ask that the City require St. Maithews to provide a long-term master plan that
addresses the current overbuilding of the site, prior to approving any further expansion.

Respactfully,
Sarantha Phillips, 850-863-4832

President, BOIA



March 12, 2012
Re: PA10-060, St. Matthew’s Catholic Parish and Master Plan
To the San Mateo Planning Commission and City Council:

We are submitting this letter to you to formally oppose project PA10-060 and the Mitigated Negative
Declaration submitted on February 3, 2012. As it was in October 2006 when first proposed, this project as it
stands today is a poor idea for San Mateo.

To summarize, in the following paragraphs you will find the following facts:

1) Thisis not a new project, by any measure. Most of the aspects of the project are the same as the
original June 2009 submission that was unanimously rejected by the Planning Commission.

2) If allowed to build the new building, the applicant will have over 25,000 square feet of floor area
dedicated to indoor sports facilities, which is over 8 times the size of a regulation high school
basketball court.

3) The proposed building should not qualify exclusively as an elementary school gym; besides
representing the second “gym” on campus, the proposed hours of operation, dates of operation, and
uses of the building are consistent with the uses of a Community Center, not an elementary school
gym, and require far more onsite parking than proposed.

4} The traffic surveys and thelr findings are based on erroneous mformatlon ; they were conducted
during off-season and based on either outdated or inaccurate information provided by the applicant.

5) Given the large amount of overbuilding on their campus, the applicant is asking for an overlay zone
because the project would require 3 zoning code variances for approval. Granting 1 variance is
extremely rare, let alone 3; granting this request, especially in the face of so much opposition, sets a
dangerous precedent for San Mateo. ' '

6) There is no concept of accountability or enforcement in the proposal that is effective and permanent,
and the proposal places an undue burden on neighbors to police the site.

7) More than 33% of the heritage trees on the site will be removed, forever harming the aesthetics of
the property, neighborhood, and surrounding community; in any other situation, this would never be
allowed. :

Finally, David Parisi, the applicant’s own paid traffic and parking consultant, highlighted the overall core of
the issue, when he sent a memo to Julia Yeh and Planning Staff on February 25, 2010 (Exhibit A) that
contemplated a single, smaller facility — one 17,000 square foot building instead of 2 buildings totaling 25,000
square feet:

“Under such o condition, the City’s parking guidelines would require a totol of 486 on-site parking
spaces If concurrent uses of all facilities except the Church and new building were allowed. Provision
of 486 on-site parking spaces would not be feasible without the provision of a parking structure. A
parking structure is not financially feasible for St. Matthew’s Catholic Church.”

We would respectfully suggest that not being able to afford something (or — more likely - not choosing to
spend money) should not be a condition under which special exceptions should be granted, especially when
they last 25 years and violate the sanctity of the surrounding beautiful neighborhoods that are full of
taxpaying, law-abiding residents. '



Details

1. This is not a new project in any way.

d.

b.

This proposal is essentially the same as was submitted in June 2009 and summarily rejected
(5-0) by the Planning Commission, but the building has now been renamed to attempt to
exploit a zoning code loophole that would exempt St. Matthew’s from solving their current
traffic and parking issues. There were a few more parking spots added, but the building is
still > 40% over allowable FAR, the types of uses, intensity, frequency, and hours of the new
building are the same, the number of buildings in use at any time is the same, the humber of
heritage trees removed is the same, and the lack of accountability and enforcement is the
same. ' '
For a detailed comparison, see Exhibit B.

2. The fourth and most recent Hexagon study is completely invalid for a number of reasons:

a.

The stated activity list upon which the study is based is from 2006-2008, and the applicant
stated there were “no new uses” beyond those during these years. However, this is blatantly
false —according to St. Matthew’s own “Master Calendar”, between 2007 and 2011, the
number of events rose from 2,048 to 2,699 (+32%) and the number of cars on the site rose
from 14,237 to 25,338 (+77%). This “Master Calendar” is how St. Matthew’s controls and
regulates the number of events and cars on site for the past 6+ years, and St. Matthew's staff
has repeatedly insisted that they've used this system to accurately predict traffic levels since
its inception. ,
i. This contention that the traffic levels have dramatically risen was corroborated by
John Walsh, Operations Manager at St. Matthew’s, when he stated at Public Study
Session on August 23, 2011 (video 5, at 9:26) that

“It's now like trying to put 2 gallons of water into a 1 gallon bucket.”

ii. Asrecently as last month, with the lack of parking space, cars park illegally and
~ dangerously on curbs and sidewalks, in no-parking zones, and in front of driveways in
the neighborhood. Photos are included in Exhibit C,

Cverall traffic conditions were based on levels present in 2006, 2007, and 2008, and
presumably for simplicity sake, assumed to be the same at present. Given the changing
nature of the St. Matthew’s events as documented above, this is also invalid.
Of the 4 car count surveys that were conducted as part of this traffic study, 3 were conducted
in the summertime when traffic levels are dramatically reduced: June 28, 2009, July 12, 2009,
and August 16, 2009, and one on May 16, 2010, Counts in the fall of 2012 were not done by
Hexagon, but by St. Matthew's staff, are not objective and thus also invalid.
The study lists the number of families at St. Matthew's reports as 2,500; however, this
dramatically understates the true activity levels, as there are over 2,000 additional
unregistered families that are unaccounted for in the report, bringing the total number of
families at St. Matthew's to 4,500,
On page 29, Hexagon states that there are 1,000 confirmed attendees at Sunday mass;
however, they also assumed an average of 3 occupants for each car, and determine a peak
load for Sunday of 1000/3 = 340. There is no evidence that this occupants/car figure is or will
continue to be the case on a consistent basis — this number is simply assumed.

i. On November 14, 2010, the following car count was conducted and submitted to the

City of San Mateo Planning department {photos in Exhibit C):



Yet St. Matthew’s indicates that the building should be open past school 365 days each year
{excepting major holidays).

As a final indication of how this building is not simply an elementary school gym, St.
Matthew’s included the construction of a large meeting room in this proposal, despite having
80,000 square feet of space in ather buildings on campus.

4. The Mitigated Negative Declaration “Recommended Measures” are based on tactics that either
cannot work, have not worked in the past, or simply will not work.

a.

The usage of the bank parking lot’s capacity across El Camine Real, included in the Master
Plan and Hexagon Study, is not permanent and cannot be included in available parking. The
same is true of the nearby dentist’s office, which is open 7 days/week,

The recommendation allows for a replacement parking facility {to the bank} within a % mile
radius. The fact that Planning Staff believes people will park % mile away and walk to the
campus, rather than park close by in the neighborhood, is simply ridiculous.

Employing valet parking will not work, as 1. It's not permanent, and 2. People would prefer to
park in an easily accessible neighborhood spot, rather than have their car blocked in and
have to wait for a valet to move multiple cars around when it's time to leave.

There are already over 400 cars parking on the site (see 2.e.i., above, and Exhibit C), and
there is still overflow into the neighborhood. This is corroborated by the latest Hexagon
study, which says on page 27:

“Vehicles park on site wherever they possibly can (they create their own spaces).
Parishioners double park, park in red zones, park on one side of the church driveways,
move cones and park illegally at the end of the aisle along the back fence near the
Notre Dame driveway.”

Meaning, cars are already parking in the space that the valet parkers would use, and there is
stil] significant overflow into the neighborhood and traffic problems.

Changing full-size spaces to compact 1o add capacity will not work, given the number of
sedans and SUVs that attend events at St. Matthew’s (see Exhibit C for examples).
Employing parking shuttles was already tried and failed during Carnival in 2009, when St.
Matthew’s used vans to shuttle between the lots and campus. This failed, and no guests
used the lots and shuttles, such that in 2010 and 2011, St. Matthew’s did not use this tactic.

5. The San Matec Planning Staff and St. Matthew’s frequently compare “Peak usage” to “Christmas at
the shopping center”. However, 50 Sundays, 19 events, 8 other special events = 77 days/year that
are over the current level of capacity, which is more than 20% of the time with the current amount of
events, Christmas peak at a shopping center is generally 5-7 days.

6. There's no accountability or enforcement of the special use permit.

a.

b.

The SUP forces the neighbors to police and report the activities of the applicant, which puts
an undue and unnecessary burden on the neighborhood.

In the MND, there is a statement that this plan will not add any load to the San Mateo Police
Department, but this is contradicted by Section XIV, where the MND states that police will be -
used to patrol and report parking infractions.

This Master Plan relies on self-enforcement, which, given the well-documented history of
years of problems in the neighborhood caused by St. Matthew’s, has been clearly shown to
fail.

7. The added congestion puts the neighbors in danger.

a,

Backing out onto Notre Dame Avenue is illegal, unacceptable, and dangerous, especially
given the narrowness of the sireet,
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Exhibit B

June 2009 Project Submission was rejected by the Planning Commission 5-0.

June 2009 Proposal

March 2012 Proposal

Name

Parish Community Center

“Gym”

Building Uses and Actlvities

School and Peninsula Catholic
league athletics, adult league
evening basketball, preparation
for mass, before and after school
kindergarten care, summer,
winter, and spring camps open to
anyone.

School and Peninsula Catholic
league athletics, adult league
evening basketball, preparation
for mass, before and after school
kindergarten care, summer,

winter, and spring camps open to

anyone.

Number of buildings with athletic
capabilities

2 {Auditorium and PCC)

2 (Auditorium and “Gym”)

Number of buildings to be
removed

0

0

Area [square feet)

13,061 47% over FAR

11,683 (one meeting room was
removed)

% Over Allowed FAR

A7%

43%

Zoning law violation
accommodation

Ask for 3 Variances

Ask for an Overlay Zone and .
exemption from zoning laws

Parking required as per zoning
codes

782 (410 Current requirement,
372 additional)

738 (410 Current requirement,

328 additional)

Current parking spaces 198 198
New parking spaces claimed 56 108
New parking spaces added via 30 30

new pavement (versus restriping
and creating additional compact
spots from full size spots)

Parking solution

Restriping and changing regular
spaces to compact

Restriping, changing regular -
spaces to compact, employing
valets, and a special use permit
and traffic plan that promises to
not use the building at certain
times and for certain uses,
relying on self-regulation and
burdening neighbors and San
Mateo police for enforcement

Heritage trees removed to create

additional parking capacity

26

26

Hours of Operation of Proposed
Building

6:30am ~ 11pm 7 days/week

6:30am — 11pm 7 days/week

Reason for not building parking
garage

“Not needed”

“Not financially feasible”

Plan duration

None

25 years

LOS around site

LOS F at 1 Intersection

LOS F at 2 intersections




Illegal Parking On Notre Damé, And Packed Into The Side Lot




Crammed Into The Back Lot Anywhere There Is Space, Ignoring
All Parking Stripes

Crammed Into The Back Lot, Anywhere There Is Space, Ignoring
All Parking Stripes




Crammed Into The Back Lot Anywhere There Is Space, Ignoring
All Parking Stripes, Many lllegally

Crammed Into The Back Lot Anywhere There Is Space, Ignoring
All Parking Stripes, Many lllegally




Crammed Into The Back Lot Anywhere There Is Space, Ignoring
All Parking Stripes, Many lllegally

Parking On The Sidewalk On Capistrano




lllegal Parking in Neighborhood




lllegai Parking in Neighborhood

Illegal Parking in Neighborhood
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To: The San Mateo Planning Commigsion and The San Mateo Cily Council

In the past 5 years, we've reviewed several proposals from St, Mathew's to build a new
11,000 square foot building on their property.

Enough s enough.

I all of these, we've seen no materlal difference from the original proposal, in that they
have yet to provide a solution thatis similar to Bore! Bank, Serra High Scheol, Praeger's,
and the main Public Library {among others), all of which were required to provide
adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather than rely on special use permites and
promises made by their current administration. -

Accordingly, for the third ime, we respectfully ask you to reject thelr current proposal, and
we also respectiully ask you to refuse fo accapt any further proposals that are not

materially different and/or do not address the parking and traffic issues in a more
permanent, substantive manner.

Sign petition

Fields marked with * are required

Name: * |

Email: * .

! Sireet | N
Address:® L . L e

:
3
L
H
H

City: * | o |

Zip Code: *

Comments: ‘

| wmmm_ﬂj

Goal: 100-signafures

Sponsor

- {No Sponsor Information)

Spread the word

Help promote this pefition with a
widget on your site

Links

Sponsored links

" The views oxpressed in this petition are

solely those of the petition's sponsar and
do not in any way reflect the views of

- iPetitions, iPetitions is solely a provider of
technical services ta the petition sponsor
and cannot be held liacles for any
damages or injury or other haim ariging
from this pefition. In the event no
adequate sponsor is named, iPetitions
will consider the ndividual account holder
with which the petition was created as
the [awful sponsor.
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10 '
Name: Lisa Stender on Mar 5, 2011
Comments: :

Flag

i1

Name: Dr Lawrence Wallace on Mar 5, 2011

Comments: The nelghborhood is for residents, not overflow church parking. We need to keep our.
area safe, quiet and uncrowded
Flag

12 _
Name: Peggy LeDouxcn Mar 5, 2011
Comments: | reject this proposal. Pleass let them know this is about parking and they need to build
the proper parking capabilities into their plan.
Flag ] :

13
Name: Natasha Bottari on Mar 5, 2011
Comments: No consfruction
Flag

14
Name: Sophie Perisic on Mar 5, 2011
Commenis: '
Flag

18

" Name: Lynda Brothers on Mar 5, 2011

Comments: St Matf's is being unbelievably arrogant and disrespectful of the neighborhood and
more importantly the land use laws of San Mateo, Stop this idiocy and make sure that St. Matis is -
paying the City of the work the City has done. '

Flag :

16
Name: Teston Mar 5, 2011
Comments: test comment.
Flag

17 .
Name: Anonymous on Mar 5, 2011
Comments: :
Flag

18
Name: Amy Figueroa on Mar 8, 2011
Comments:
Flag

19
Name: Larry Weyer on Mar 6, 2011
Comments:
Flag

20
Name: Kerrl Weyer on Mar 8, 2011
Comments:
Flag ’

21
Name: Danielle Marks on Mar g, 2011
Comments:
Flag

22
Name: Danielle Marks on Mar 8, 2011



6/5/12

Stop 5t. Matthews Overbuilding - March 2011 signatures

onsite parking. On special-occasion days, our street is full of cars, most, but not all, parked correctly.
The clty would get flooded with calls aboutillegally parked cars if 8t Matthew's is allowed to build
their gym without providing the required, proper parking. :

" Flag )

36
Name: Patrick Ellison And Patricla Ellison on Mar 8, 2011
Comments: Make sure to count both of our signatures (2). We still have people from the church
parking in front of our house &t least 5 days a week. This con tinues to be a unresolved problem ,
Flag - o

37 ' -
Name: Ellen Jackson on Mar ©, 2011 _ _
Comments: lived here since 1985....parking a major problem do notwant to see.church allowed to
use our street as there parking lot....ellen jackson
Flag

38 '
Name: Ellen Jackson on Mar @, 2011 . .
Comments: lived here since 1985....parking a major problem do not want to see church allowed to
use our street as there parking lot....ellen fackson :
Flag

39
Name: Carrle Hermann on Mar 13, 2011
Comments:
Flag

40
Name: Brian A. Sullivan on Mar 15,2011

Commenis:
Flag

41 '
Name: Jen Rubinstein on Apr 15, 2011
Comments:
Flag

42 i
Name: J.Maltz on Apr 15, 2011
Comments:

Flag.

43 o

Name: Barbara Bokelund on Apr 15, 2011

Comments:
Flag

44 .

‘Name: Sherry Eppel on Apr 15, 2011

Comments:

“Flag

45
Name: Anonymous on Apr 15, 2011
Comments: Too bad the church doesn't spend money on underground parking rather than legal
fees for priests that have molested kids, ‘ '
Flag '

46 :
Name: Mark A. Bradley on Apr 15, 2011
Comments: we respectfully ask you to reject thelr current proposal, and we also respectfully ask
you to refuse to accept any further proposals that are not materially different and/or do notaddress
the parking and fraffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.
Flag .



6/5/12 Stop St. Matthews Overbuilding - March 2011 signatures - Page 2

Home > Categories > Business and Indusfry > Stop St. Maithews -Ove'rbuﬁd%ng = March 2011

Stop St. Matthews Overbuilding - March 2011

Sign Blog Signatures  Email friends

Signatures I 86 ToTAL * Bign Petition

Page: 1, 2 ' ' ' : Now!

At ————ra A ALY AL Fbh kb ’ JE— [N [ [— OV E}“»pgnsai«ed Iin ks
81 ) .
Name: Ellen Wallace on Apr 16, 2011
Comments: .
Flag-

52 :
Name: Joanne Norris on Apr 16, 2011
Comments:
Flag

53
Name: John R.Hermann on Apr 18, 2011
Comments: | used to believe that the St. Matthews project was being led in good faith and that they
‘might eventually adopt a permanent parking solution. After 4 years, at least 3 Planning Commision
meetings, and their continuing refusa[ to even consider parmanent parking, | have had enough, too.
Stop the project now!
Flag

54 - :
Name: Phyllis Walker on Apr 16, 2011
-Comments:
Flag =~ -

58
Name: Ginny Ryan & Bob Matlack on Apr 17, 2011
Comments:
Flag

- 56

Name: Casey Watson on Apr 19 2011 _
Comments: Do the right thing and build an additional parking structure--above or below ground.
-The neighbors ars getling tlred ofinis.

Flag

Page: 1, 2

iPetitions is owned and operated by Angle Three Assocfates, LLC - Al material © Copyright Angle Three Associates, LLC, 1998-2012 - Terms of Use -



Please sign this ﬁetition and mail to the following addréss by 3/11/2011:

St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners

P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

To The San Mateo Plannmg Commlssmn and The San Mateo City Councﬂ

In the past 5 years, we’ve rev1ewed several proposals from St Matthew s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

~ Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current

roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffie issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

7 | X QW@/M (Bf-mur'

ngn and punt name , Sign and print name
XM/J// ﬂu"“ ”"'M"/ - X W\ AT ) —ﬁb &EUO S
: Sign and pfmt name _ Sign and print name '

| | <o mxteEp oA
Address =< 2 6 ool T e ’M . -(requirement for an official petition) SRU ‘é &

Date %&9( AR 1&‘:" { 2O L ' (requirement for an official petiti;n)

l

Please include your email address{es) (optional) - | _ N




Please sign this petition and muail to the following address by 3/11/2011:

St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147 ' :
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Plannlng Commission and The San Mateo City Councll

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

Tn all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in .
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra

" High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration,

Accordmgly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
. further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the

parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectiully,
X / LV Man yg,gﬂ

Slﬁn and print nzfine

—
s i
e < -

xGENE ManyAk X~
)4 }gi;ﬁrf anq/Ifrint naume

Sign and print name

Addl’ess N S// q gC)fUC’ “A Dr’z Saﬂ M "|“fé C (thtZemean an official petition)

Date 2‘ /Z‘ &;' / / / {requirement for an ofﬁcialpeﬁtic-n)
7 7 -

Please include your email address(es) (optional)




Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:

St..Mc.:zthew s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San M‘at.eo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
-build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Sexrra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to prowde adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and pronuses made by the current
admlmstratlon

Acecordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current |
~ proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner,

Respectiully,
X J@@;MA PRV S\ YAy

Sign and print name ?ﬁﬁd print nffﬂ{hj (j_ff-,, / 77(_/

X ’E/%:(DC (J & /.,/J\(z’fw 15 /V 7//” X C&ééfxzw@/ﬁ_ﬂ

Sign and print name ji’gn and p’l int name
Address Hj’ MJA/J/C, oy m ' (vequirement for an official petition) -
Date 7 Z g / / (requirement for an official p‘eﬁti;n)

Please include your email address(es) (optional)




Please sign this petition and mail to the following ;iddress by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147 |
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planmng Commlssmn and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11, 000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enougg

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of -
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permlts and promises made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any

* further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, subétantivg manner.

Respectfully,

:: !1gn and Jmt name
R MY Mi_glz X

Sign alid print name

Address M JJ ’ ﬁ b /. (requirement for an official petition)

. SmcA YYYOR
2)26///

" Please include your email address(es) (optmnal)

. L&@@L er ﬂc/e;r_e 3

{requirement fox an official petition)




Please sign this petition and mail to the folloWing address by 3/11/2011:

St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough,

In all of these, we’ve scen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the carrent
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their currént
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfully, .

X S/ 7%///% X Do [Blusmenteld
Sign and print n¥me Sign and print name
e S oo . ) ‘ |
X/—/ 22 %/éé’;%@é% X dyur ﬂ/&m:mfﬁ/éﬂ
&’é  Sign and print name / ‘ Sign and print name

Address ;@ 7 %ﬁéﬁ/{" §k S'ﬁ/// Mj/fé g Cii_’,‘?, (vequirement for an offictal petition)

7
Date _ ¢ / 41 / / / . (requirement for an official petition)
7 :

~ Please include your email address(es) (optional)




Pleasa sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:

St. Mathew s Catholzc Church Concemed Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commissiop and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
ngh School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, r ather
than rely on special use permits and promlses made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

| Respectfully, | :
X~ ﬁ \\ X

n and ] p1 mt name _ Sign and print name
Lv"C* .

X | X

Sign and print name !

Address % \B%ﬁ:{ﬂj\t (Sk'\?t_‘éi’—v - _ {requirement for an official pelition)

Date i Z o) \ , (requivement for an official petition)

Sign and,print name

Please include your email address(es) (optional)




Spencer Covey
576 Maple Street
San Mateo, Ca. 94402
650 347-6118

SpenceCovey@aol.com

- February 26, 2011

San Mateo Planning Commission and City Council -

Re: St. Matthew’s 11,000 ST Building

Dear Commission and Council:
1 have a very good questlon Why, exacﬂy, are you wasting the taxpayer’s money by
reviewing the above project for the 3" time? As I understand it, there is no material

. change in the plans The project still does not meet the requirements for onsite parking.
The traffic issues remain the same.

Given the above, I want to know why this project keeps coming up for review. I want a
serious answer to a sexious question.

Doesn’t the city have anythmg better to do with taxpayer money than to just blow it on
projects like this that have already been denied? ,

I await your response.

Regards

Spencer C‘



Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s C’athalz’c Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147 :
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo Cify Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
"that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permlts and promises made by the current
adlmmstratlon

Accordjngly, for-the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject thieir current
 proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectiully,

X W ctvug Todly X _Victog,mo RAF =
Sign and print name / Sign and print name .

X %Méws %é/rw """ - - X KRt e iR
* Sign and print name&" Sign and print name

: | \ FIYO > '
Address 70 ! 7 G E LT S SETER (requirement for aa official petition)

Date - A M o /2 (reqﬁiremeut fox an offictat petition)

Please include your-email address(es) (optional)
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Please sign this petitién and mail to the following address by‘ 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concemed Homeowners
P.0. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
'To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 yéars, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
- build 2 new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original propesal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main publie library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any '
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner. -

Respectfully,

Aﬁﬂ/ﬁ'é’x t/ A/@/g' a? J%AﬁAM #./é’;gpj)/

X Aot L)

- ngn and pﬁt nafne . .. Sign and print name
X . X
Sign and print name Sign and pxint name
Address Z,Z/ ’% )Lfé% ﬁ /47/ é g %{ W%@d 9‘1”}‘ WZ'/ {requirement for an ofﬂcmlpetltion)
Date j % X // / ' (requn ement for an official pellﬂun)

Please include your email address(es) (optional)




Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/1 1/2011:

St Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners |
P.O. Box 147 ' -
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Matco Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in .
that they have yet to providé a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to aceept any
further proposals that are not materially différent and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

R \

X .
&

| X@/MA} )2 g//cﬁu Y//L.

Sign and print ndme _ / Sign and print name
Z

W@%ﬂ/ )6 ﬁ pia77 e g \g\é&//;')/’ezf“ﬂ

T Signand printmame | ' Sign and prinil name A

Date c-lé / / - {requirement for an official petltion)
. * 7 - : :

“
(xequirement for an official petitlon)

Please include your email address(es) (optional)




Please sign this petition and mail to the Sfollowing address by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147. .
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we *ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to prov1de a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all.of
which were required to prowde adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current

administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current

roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Xpﬁfz‘i/@/ﬂ MJ// ///44_"

Sign and prmt name Sign and print name
WL«W X éﬁ@/@?’ é wécéé_é //
ngn and print name Sign and prnit name

Address X\/ ;[)F‘J g@ (}A) 6M4 G [‘_l& é;} (requirement for an offleial pétition)
Date Oj i ﬂz é T d 0 / / (requirement for an official petiti;u)

Please include your email address(es) (optional)
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147 ' |
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Matco Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several propos.als from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public libraxry (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration. '

* Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any

further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the

* parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive mannex.

Respectfully, ' : '
USign and print mame . c/ ~ Sign and print name, — -;VL 5
< psan (G H@rwﬁz | oPEal s SRV ﬂLz_a
X | X - .
Sign and printname : . Sign and print name _
Address Z ILS—’ ﬂ 5{57[& / /,5{ }/‘) ’//Uﬁ/i{ 5 § M (requirement for :ml afficial pgﬁtiun)
B Date M a éé ) g / 0,2’ &/ / (1'equirementfuranofﬁcialpeﬁti;n) |

Please inelude your email address(es) (optional)




Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:

lSt . Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners -
P.O. Box 147 : ‘ :
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planuing Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to

build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough,

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra

' High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to aceept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Resgeétfuﬂy, |
RuLeE W (G

X/ opueitr Sl pAticA X

L8ign and prinf name : © Bign and print name

Jewan M. Cled b/l

X Do . Lled plr 0 %

¢~/ Sign and print name Sign and print name
. ; } . ll ) . 5 [+ 2 g .
Address g ,_5 7? ﬁc{_ 5717 L =50 WQM . M&+€a (vequirement, for an official petition)
G it - |
Date oL / A / 2/ (requirement for an official peﬁtlgn)
va

Please include yoﬁr email address(es) (optional)




Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/1 1/201 I:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
puild a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enoungh.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
‘High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
‘which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
" administration, ' '

" Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
farther proposals that are not materially different and/or do ot address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfully,

X ﬁ&:&d fﬁ&&é’&lwﬁ‘-‘ . C‘ﬂ,&__? flrad s2ee, ”{;.‘é:(.x_. (’i\uﬂ %J»g_zfl#;/u' (:(va_‘f_ fif}')"'/‘)_l"t’?ﬁi}:— Lz
Sign and print name “Gign and print name '
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Address »2J £ 7 C‘j AT B i nie e, y {requirement for an official petition)
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
| St Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147 |
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve fev_iewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enongh,

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to ‘Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current

roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to.accept any '
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not addyess the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner,

Respectfully, - ,

X Boohore Sl X Barbooe. Bolelarl
Sign and print name Sign and print name _— .
Sign and print name Sign and print name

Address T,'_:,) ;7 043'7'} //‘5“"".', letn , ﬂ?gzn %ﬂ #-e=, (requirement for an official petition)

Lt Ry

Date ;2 / ~ P/ Sy sl : + (requivemnent for an official petlti;n) .
. ’ 4 -

Please include your email fiddress(és) (optional)
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/1172011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147 |
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
" that they have yet to provide-a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Seryxa
~ High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
_which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration. ' ' : |

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
~ proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in 2 more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfully, | . -
X Ki%%&* *\% WO x benand //f@,&gfﬁ%@@/
fondnd print namé” ~ , Sign and print name . ]
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X _ | X |
Sign and print name " Sign and print name
Address 5“ S) C'D‘Q—Jﬁ“ hi&b 48 %’]&L{ {requirement for-an official petition)
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Date ]} ’/ Ay !I { .[ {requirement for an officizl petiﬁc-nn)

Please include your email address(es) (optional)
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
'St . Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147 : :
Burlingame, CA 94011 .
‘To: The Sén Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration. ' :

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/oxr do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manuer. |

. Respectfully,
X oo o dllo X M%S(%ﬂe@ temicarf pe €
Sign and print name Sign and print name

Wa v~ Q. S\‘dl&

s ’_ Sign and'print name _ Sign and print name -
Address 5 F C vt RL d pcde (requirement for an official petition)
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve rev1ewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 squal e foot building on their property Enough is enough_

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
ngh School, Draeger’s, and the main publi¢ library (among others), all of
which were required to prowde adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
- proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/ox do not address the

~ parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfully, _ ‘
X &)&Q@a&,}{ f/(/ (-/Q)CL\\CQ(\‘Q
Sign and print name . Sign and print name
iy by ot x LARRK Wacince
SigILa-nfl print name Sign and print name
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Please sign»thispetition qnd'mqil to the following address by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Coﬁlmission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposalsl from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of -
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current.
administration. ' '

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current

roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfully,

Sign and print name _Sign and print name
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Please sign this petition and mail to the féIIOWing address by 3/1 1/201 1
' St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
 Burlingame, CA | 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Couneil

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to =
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
~ that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra’
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather

. than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

* Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to aceept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more pexmanent, substantive manner.

Respectiully, _
X '\/ﬂn&%&t farasin x  Babel. Hgcasin
" Sign and print name L Sign and print name ‘
‘ Do . - -
e ; \ = ——
X — X D
Sign and print name ) Sign and print name ' :
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateb.Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council -

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough,

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
‘than rely on special use permits and prormses made by the current
administration. :

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parklng and traffic issues in 2 more permanent, substantive manner,

_Respeqtfu]ly,
' Sign and ﬂrint name: U ; Sigf and printnathe -
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:

St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147 :
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Pl'am_ﬁng Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough,

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration. :

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current

roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and trafﬁc‘lssues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfully, , ' _
Ceoee S’“”L°’°“@L Andrea, Scarboroush
X (> x
Sign/and print name ~ Sign and print name _
Sign and print name Sign and print name
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Please include your email address(es) (optional)
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:

St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

. To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

-In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet t6 provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
- proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfully

@ "\—_‘-\“X /\WL,,;\,_\L qu\{sﬂff\
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/1 1/2011:

St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners |
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commission énd The San Matco City Council |

In the past 5 years, we’ve rev1ewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on thelr property Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to prov1de a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than 1e1y on special use permits and promises made by the current

. administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current

roposal, and we also respectfu]ly request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/ox do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfully,

X % % oy /%%@Vﬁ% Aggﬂ vl / (a5 /ém
Slgn and print name ‘ “Sign and print name
X ' X ,
‘ Sign and pr rint name Sign and print name
7SO
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' Pledse s;iqn this petition. and mail to the following address by 3/5/2011:

P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we've reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
-build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in -
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Barel Bank, Serra High
School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of which were
' required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather than rely on
special use permits and promises made hy the current administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectiully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any further
proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the parking
and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfully,

X /,]/W/\ % X .-?@?/?/% WL——
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X X
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:

St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147 ' I
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In. the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew_’.s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from. the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra

- High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current -
administration.

Aceordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further propoesals that are not materially different and/or do not address the -
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

| Respectfully,
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Plea.s-‘e sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:

S¢. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147 |
Burlingame, CA 94011

- To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

- In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.:

* Inm all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promlses made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their cuxrent
proposal, and we also respectiully request that youn refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectiully,
X Yloffc Db X
Sign and print name Sign and print name
/ V/aﬁmz 7?/@ // S _ X
Sign and print name _ Sign and print name
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Please Sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:

St . Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve'revi_ewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough,

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similax to Borel Bank, Serra
Migh School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of

~ which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permlts and promises made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respeetfully request that you refuse to accept any |
further proposals that are not materially different and/ox do not address the
parking and traffic issues in 2 more permanent, substantive manner.

Respecifully,

XQ&,WW/@V ’
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X | X |
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Please sign this petition and mail to the foliowing address by 3/11/2011:

St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concemed Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, C4 94011

- To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve rev1ewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11 000 square foot building on their property Enough is enough,

In all of these,- we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
- that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger?®s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current

roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to aceept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more nermanent substantive manner.

Respectfully, :

x ,m%@\ X e oni Yoy

Slgn and print name SCOEE FRAAMNMS - Sign and print name ) eXor c /\ Y o <

X X
Sign and print name . Sign and print name
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Date 2; - 2 /- ] \ . . ' ‘ (requircme_nt for an official petitit;n)
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
S8t . Mathew’s Catholic Church C’oncerned Homeawners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planhing Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough. -

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra |
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, r ather
~ than rely on special use permits and promlses made by the current
adnunlstratlon

" Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issnes in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Réspectfully, | |
X_Prnna wltw X

_Sign an prlnt name i/ ~ Sign and print name
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Please sign this petition and mail to the Sfollowing address by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Matee Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewéd several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough,

- In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of

which were required to provide adequate, onsife, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

'Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further propesals that are not materially different and/or do not addxess the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner. ‘

. Respectfu]ly, _
W éﬁ/m/ X
Slgn and print name Sign and print name.
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Cathohc Church Concemed Homeowners
P.O. Box 147 : '
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City C‘ounéil

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra

- High Scheol, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration. |

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to aceept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a4 more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfully, '
iS40 PLKER. 7‘%%& Yt
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/1 1/201 I
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several prop'qsals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current '
administration. '

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfally ask you to reject their carrent
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address.the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfu]ly,
x_/ L%@%Méﬁww /\Aﬂ\
#7 Sign and prm ame Slgn and print name
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City'Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot bulldmg on their property. Enough is enough,

‘Tn all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration. '

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current

roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respecttully, | |
X ﬁiﬁmp g {\/ 5;1 (A } q/mw/ - %ﬁﬁﬂ/
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: r1‘“]13 San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, We’fe reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew?s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough,

In all of these; we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to prowde adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current

roposal, and we also réspectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectf | |
| X PJW?L Davd. ’A7c M}é X i |
Dot name B2 / VA
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Please include your email address(es) (optional)
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following addresé by 3/11/2011:

St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concemed Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council
E .

In the past 5 years, we’ve veviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference firom the original proposal, in -
that they have yet to provide a solution that is'similar to Borel Bank, Sexrra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any

further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the

parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfully, ‘
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:

St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners,
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

“In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main publie library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration. :

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any

" further proposals that are not materjally different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantivé manner.
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011: .
 St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Plannmg Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
ngh School, Praeger’s, and the main public library (among othexs), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current

roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfully,
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- Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:

St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
. P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 9401 1

To: The San Mateo Planmng Commission and The San Mateo Clty Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reVIewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to -
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Sexra

- High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current

roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
par k:mg and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner,

| Respectfu]ly,
qéw \7% LSRR AT VUIM/ ol K‘i’sﬁ/ L4
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:

- St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concemed Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
" build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

" In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the cuxrent
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also r espectfully request that you refuse to accept any ,
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respecifully,
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~ Please sign this petition and mail to the Jollowing address by 3/11/2011:

St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concemed Hameowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlmgame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commlssmn and The San. Mateo City Council -

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

- In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
I-Ilgh School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather -
than rely on special use permits and promlses made by the current
administration.

Accordiilgly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
proposal, and wé also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive mauner.
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew 8 to
build a new 11,000 square foot bulldmg on their property Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar te Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current
administration. |

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any

further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the

parking and traffic issues in 2 more permanent, substantive manxer,

Respectfully, - | _ . i
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Pléa_se sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147 : :
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to .
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their propertyf Enough is enough,

In all of these, we’ve seen no material dlfference from the original proposal in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger 5, and the main publie library (among others), all of

. which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and pronuses made by the current
administration. :

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current

roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffie issues in a more permanent, substantive manuer.

Respectfully y
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/201 I1:
St. Mathew’s Catholr,c Church Concemed Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Cqmmiésion and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough,

Tn all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to prowde a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the-main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on special use permits and pronuses made by the current
administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not.materially different and/or do not address the
parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner,

Respectfully, | | |
CJL/ (79 /C)” X izrﬂ\,@\rkgfgwm J.Y- LO&\’\M\
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/5/2011;

St Maitthew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we've reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to build a new 11,000
square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In.all of these, we've seen no material difference from the original propesal, in that they have yet to

provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank; Serra High School, Draeger’s, and the'main public

library (among others), all of which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parkmg,
rather than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current proposal, and we also
respectfully request that you refuse to accept any further proposals that are not materially different
and/or do not address the parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfully,

Uﬂmx/ Ointia, U\%l&%( /WAQV/ Mot Wi leo X

Slgn ‘and prmt s.g’n and print name
X K X

Sign and print name Slgn and print name

Address B Maﬁh @L\fdr 3 é’&ﬂ W{@/ (;A %4@2

Date 2% /’t

Please irclude your email address(es) (6ptional)




Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/5/2011:

§t. Matthew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingam e, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to build a new 11,000
square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in that they have yet to
provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra High School, Draeger’s, and the main public
library (among athers), all.of which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking,
rather than rely on special use perinits and promises madg by the current administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current proposal, and we also
respectfully request that you refuse to accept any further proposals that are not materially different
and/or do not address the parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Respectfufly,
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/5/2011:

P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Pianning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we've reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra High -
School, Draeger’s, and the main public library {among others), all of which were
required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather than rely on

special use permits and promises made by the current administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respecfful!v ask you to reject their current
proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept anv further

- proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the parking
and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive.-manner. '

Respectfully, o | .
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
St. Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The Sali Mateo Cify Council

Tn the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several proposals from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enoug_l_l_

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather
than rely on.special use pexrmits and promises made by the current
administration. ~

Accordmgly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current
* proposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parklng and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manney.

Respectfully,
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 Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/11/2011:
St . Mathew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147 ' :
Burlingame, CA 94011
To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council

In the past 5 years, we’ve reviewed several prdposéls from St. Matthew’s to
build a new 11,000 square foot building on their property. Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in
that they have yet to provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra
High School, Draeger’s, and the main public library (among others), all of
which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking, rather

- than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current

administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respectfully ask you to reject their current

roposal, and we also respectfully request that you refuse to accept any
further proposals that are not materially different and/or do not address the
parking and trafﬁc issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.

Resp ectfully,
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Please sign this petition and mail to the following address by 3/5/2011:

5t. Matthew’s Catholic Church Concerned Homeowners
P.O. Box 147
Burlingame, CA 94011

To: The San Mateo Planning Commission and The San Mateo City Council -

in the past 5 years, we've reviewed several praposals from St. Matthew’s to bu:ld a new 11,000
square foot building on their property, Enough is enough.

In all of these, we’ve seen no material difference from the original proposal, in that they have yet to
provide a solution that is similar to Borel Bank, Serra High School, Draeger's, and the main public
library (among others}, all of which were required to provide adequate, onsite, permanent parking,
rather than rely on special use permits and promises made by the current administration.

Accordingly, for the third time, we respecifuily ask you to reject their current proposal, and we also

- respectiully request that you refuse to accept any further proposals that are not materiallv different
and/or do not address the parking and traffic issues in a more permanent, substantive manner.
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