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1, 2, and 3 Waters Park Drive, San Mateo, CA

     The project and the associated changes are detrimental to the community. The project has increased impacts 
to the community and the environment due to design changes, height increases, changes to garbage facilities, 
replacement of a town home with a single family home, a reduction of bike racks and related impacts on traffic; 
and increases to the FAR. In addition, this project must be reviewed in light of COVID-19 and changes to the way 
people live and work in our community.

     The City must conduct additional CEQA review because it is conducting an additional discretionary approval. 
(Guidelines, Sect.15162(c).) In addition, COVID-19 has created a substantial change and increase in the 
significant environmental effects created by the project compared to what was previously studied. 
(Sect.15162(a).) Construction and demolition has caused more severe significant impacts on the surrounding 
homes than was considered previously. (Sect. 15162(a)(3)(B).) Project proponents have refused to adopt 
mitigation measures that would reduce the significant effects on the environment. (Sect. 15162(a)(3)(D).)
     The City must conduct a full EIR. However, at a minimum, the City should revise the initial study and 
recirculate the MND, prepare a subsequent MND, or prepare an addendum to the MND. There is a fair argument 
that the project will have a significant effect on the environment, therefore, the City must conduct an EIR. A 
project with both positive and adverse effects does not escape environmental review.
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