WE, THE RESIDENTS OF THE BAYSHORE COMMUNITY, OPPOSE THE COUNTY’S REWRITE OF THE BAYSHORE PLAN BECAUSE:
1. The plan promotes clustered development, which is not consistent with Bayshore’s rural lifestyle.
2. The plan does nothing to keep residential densities low, promote larger residential parcels, and reduce flooding (plan will make flooding worse).
3. The plan does nothing to raise the bar for land use changes, which allow for higher residential densities.
4. There is inadequate control of commercial intensity, including in the interchange zone, which impacts Bayshore's rural lifestyle.
5. The transportation objective and policies, and the industrial policy have been eliminated, and should be reinstated.

ESSENTIALLY THE PLAN DOES NOTHING TO PRESERVE BAYSHORE’S RURAL LIFESTYLE FOR CURRENT AND FUTURE RESIDENTS.
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WE, THE RESIDENTS OF THE BAYSHORE COMMUNITY, OPPOSE THE COUNTY’S REWRITE OF THE BAYSHORE PLAN BECAUSE:
1. The plan promotes clustered development, which is not consistent with Bayshore’s rural lifestyle.
2. The plan does nothing to keep residential densities low, promote larger residential parcels, and reduce flooding (plan will make flooding worse).
3. The plan does nothing to raise the bar for land use changes, which allow for higher residential densities.
4. There is inadequate control of commercial intensity, including in the interchange zone, which impacts Bayshore's rural lifestyle.
5. The transportation objective and policies, and the industrial policy have been eliminated, and should be reinstated.
ESSENTIALLY THE PLAN DOES NOTHING TO PRESERVE BAYSHORE’S RURAL LIFESTYLE FOR CURRENT AND FUTURE RESIDENTS.
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WE, THE RESIDENTS OF THE BAYSHORE COMMUNITY, OPPOSE THE COUNTY’S REWRITE OF THE BAYSHORE PLAN BECAUSE:
1. The plan promotes clustered development, which is not consistent with Bayshore’s rural lifestyle.
2. The plan does nothing to keep residential densities low, promote larger residential parcels, and reduce flooding (plan will make flooding worse).
3. The plan does nothing to raise the bar for land use changes, which allow for higher residential densities.
4. There is inadequate control of commercial intensity, including in the interchange zone, which impacts Bayshore's rural lifestyle.

5. The transportation objective and policies, and the industrial policy have been eliminated, and should be reinstated.
ESSENTIALLY THE PLAN DOES NOTHING TO PRESERVE BAYSHORE’S RURAL LIFESTYLE FOR CURRENT AND FUTURE RESIDENTS.
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WE, THE RESIDENTS OF THE BAYSHORE COMMUNITY, OPPOSE THE COUNTY’S REWRITE OF THE BAYSHORE PLAN BECAUSE:

1. The plan promotes clustered development, which is not consistent with Bayshore’s rural lifestyle.

2. The plan does nothing to keep residential densities low, promote larger residential parcels, and reduce flooding (plan will make flooding worse).

3. The plan does nothing to raise the bar for land use changes, which allow for higher residential densities.

4. There is inadequate control of commercial intensity, including in the interchange zone, which impacts Bayshore's rural lifestyle.

5. The transportation objective and policies, and the industrial policy have been eliminated, and should be reinstated.
ESSENTIALLY THE PLAN DOES NOTHING TO PRESERVE BAYSHORE’S RURAL LIFESTYLE FOR CURRENT AND FUTURE RESIDENTS.
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WE, THE RESIDENTS OF THE BAYSHORE COMMUNITY, OPPOSE THE COUNTY’S REWRITE OF THE BAYSHORE PLAN BECAUSE:
1. The plan promotes clustered development, which is not consistent with Bayshore’s rural lifestyle.
2. The plan does nothing to keep residential densities low, promote larger residential parcels, and reduce flooding (plan will make flooding worse).
3. The plan does nothing to raise the bar for land use changes, which allow for higher residential densities.
4, There is inadequate control of commercial intensity, including in the interchange zone, which impacts Bayshore's rural lifestyle.
5. The transportation objective and policies, and the industrial policy have been eliminated, and should be reinstated.
ESSENTIALLY THE PLAN DOES NOTHING PRESERVE BAYSHORE’S RURAL LIFESTYLE FOR CURRENT AND FUTURE RESIDENTS,
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WE, THE RESIDENTS OF THE BAYSHORE COMMUNITY, OPPOSE THE COUNTY’S REWRITE OF THE BAYSHORE PLAN BECAUSE:

1. The plan promotes clustered development, which is not consistent with Bayshore’s rural lifestyle.

2. The plan does nothing to keep residential densities low, promote larger residential parcels, and reduce flooding (plan will make flooding worse).

3. The plan does nothing to raise the bar for land use changes, which allow for higher residential densities.

4. There is inadequate control of commercial intensity, including in the interchange zone, which impacts Bayshore's rural lifestyle.

5. The transportation objective and policies, and the industrial policy have been eliminated, and should be reinstated.
ESSENTIALLY THE PLAN DOES NOTHING TO PRESERVE BAYSHORE’S RURAL LIFESTYLE FOR CURRENT AND FUTURE RESIDENTS.
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WE, THE RESIDENTS OF THE BAYSHORE COMMUNITY, OPPOSE THE COUNTY’S REWRITE OF THE BAYSHORE PLAN BECAUSE:

1. The plan promotes clustered development, which is not consistent with Bayshore’s rural lifestyle.

2. The plan does nothing to keep residential densities low, promote larger residential parcels, and reduce flooding (plan will make flooding worse).

3. The plan does nothing to raise the bar for land use changes, which allow for higher residential densities.

4. There is inadequate control of commercial intensity, including in the interchange zone, which impacts Bayshore's rural lifestyle.

5. The transportation objective and policies, and the industrial policy have been eliminated, and should be reinstated.
ESSENTIALLY THE PLAN DOES NOTHING TO PRESERVE BAYSHORE’S RURAL LIFESTYLE FOR CURRENT AND FUTURE RESIDENTS.
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WE, THE RESIDENTS OF THE BAYSHORE COMMUNITY, OPPOSE THE COUNTY’S REWRITE OF THE BAYSHORE PLAN BECAUSE:
1. The plan promotes clustered development, which is not consistent with Bayshore’s rural lifestyle.

2. The plan does nothing to keep residential densities low, promote larger residential parcels, and reduce flooding (plan will make flooding worse).

3. The plan does nothing to raise the bar for land use changes, which allow for higher residential densities.

4, There is inadequate control of commercial intensity, including in the interchange zone, which impacts Bayshore's rural lifestyle.
5. The transportation objective and policies, and the industrial policy have been eliminated, and should be reinstated.

ESSENTIALLY THE PLAN DOES NOTHING TO PRESERVE BAYSHORE’S RURAL LIFESTYLE FOR CURRENT AND FUTURE RESIDENTS.
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WE, THE RESIDENTS OF THE BAYSHORE COMMUNITY, OPPOSE THE COUNTY’S REWRITE OF THE BAYSHORE PLAN BECAUSE:

1. The plan promotes clustered development, which is not consistent with Bayshore’s rural lifestyle.

2. The plan does nothing to keep residential densities low, promote larger residential parcels, and reduce flooding (plan will make flooding worse).

3. The plan does nothing to raise the bar for land use changes, which allow for higher residential densities.

4. There is inadequate control of commercial intensity, including in the interchange zone, which impacts Bayshore's rural lifestyle.

5. The transportation objective and policies, and the industrial policy have been eliminated, and should be reinstated.

ESSENTIALLY THE PLAN DOES NOTHING TO PRESERVE BAYSHORE’S RURAL LIFESTYLE FOR CURRENT AND FUTURE RESIDENTS,
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WE, THE RESIDENTS OF THE BAYSHORE COMMUNITY, OPPOSE THE COUNTY’S REWRITE OF THE BAYSHORE PLAN BECAUSE:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

The plan promotes clustered development, which is not consistent with Bayshore’s rural lifestyle.

The plan does nothing to keep residential densities low, promote larger residential parcels, and reduce flooding (plan will make floeding worse).
The plan does nothing to raise the bar for land use changes, which allow for higher residential densities.

There is inadequate control of commercial intensity, including in the interchange zone, which impacts Bayshore's rural lifestyle.

The transportation objective and policies, and the industrial policy have been eliminated, and should be reinstated.

ESSENTIALLY THE PLAN DOES NOTHING TO PRESERVE BAYSHORE’S RURAL LIFESTYLE FOR CURRENT AND FUTURE RESIDENTS.
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WE, THE RESIDENTS OF THE BAYSHORE COMMUNITY, OPPOSE THE COUNTY’S REWRITE OF THE BAYSHORE PLAN BECAUSE:
1. The plan promotes clustered development, which is not consistent with Bayshore’s rural lifestyle.
2. The plan does nothing to keep residential densities low, promote larger residential parcels, and reduce flooding (plan will make flooding worse).
3. The plan does nothing to raise the bar for land use changes, which allow for higher residential densities.
4. There is inadequate control of commercial intensity, including in the interchange zone, which impacts Bayshore's rural lifestyle.
5. The transportation objective and policies, and the industrial policy have been eliminated, and should be reinstated.
ESSENTIALLY THE PLAN DOES NOTHING TO PRESERVE BAYSHORE’S RURAL LIFESTYLE FOR CURRENT AND FUTURE RESIDENTS.
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