KEYSTONE ODESSA COMMUNITY PLAN WORKSHOP 
Number 2
COMMENT SHEET RESPONSES
DATE:  February 16, 2010
Comments: 

· I noticed at tonight’s meeting that the majority of the people that wanted development was developers. The regular citizens wanted it rural.

· People that don’t attend these meetings should not have a part in this process. I take my time to be here so I can be a part of the process.

· The existing community plan is good.

· Let’s keep it. That’s why we live here.

· Comments were made at the 2/16 meeting that current zoning is ok, what is objectionable are proposed changes to zoning. What many don’t realize is that for most of its history, Keystone was unzoned and after zoning caused into being it was of a density of one unit/acre, not the prevalent 1 unit/5 acres of today. Thus the area’s character was established with more relaxed zoning rules than those that exist today. Great areas occur organically – not as a result of government intervention. Many of the places with the most character in the Tampa Bay area occurred despite government regulation, not because of it.

· The delightful Keystone Korner site would not be allowable under current comp plan and Keystone Plan standards.

· Good idea to have a meeting where the developers share what they want and their interest
· We need to tighten up the language in plan so it has “teeth” and can’t be swept aside by developers with DEEP POCKETS of $$$

· Happy to serve on committee. Had to leave to attend meeting moved due to 2/9 schedule. Member – Lake Breckenridge HOA; Member – Keystone UM Church; Owner – Krex Consulting; Home – Patterson Road; Member – Keystone Civic Association  Thanks, Kelly
· I would like the following statistic: In the Keystone Area how many single family homes are located on: 

· ¼ acre or less

· ½ acre or less

· 1 acre or less

· 2 acres or less

· 5 acres or more

· We live in the second deadliest Metropolitan Area in the nation, yet they do not want any sidewalks or street lights in Keystone. And let me get this straight, the reason is that we want to see more stars… tell that to the mother of a boy that is hurt because of their lack like someone just told me recently occurred in our neighborhood.

· Also, we want no water or sewage to reach our community, because we want to keep it rural. First, I thought rural meant farms, and I don’t see many of them left. An second, look what happened in Ruskin, which people started pumping wells and sinkholes occurred. And third, sewer plants keep the environment cleaner, instead of having runoffs from septic fields that sometime reach our lakes.
· Do what is fair not just what the people (a small group) want.

· Worry about handling traffic in the future, not try control people moving into this area. 

· Also, people in this meeting keep wanting to have a “vote” on provisions of this plan. And restrict it to just the landowners in this area. 

If I recall, the vote in the early part of our country was restricted to landowners, and due to amendments later ratified in our constitution. This type of discrimination is not allowed in a vote process. We are part of a county and all who live in the county have a say.

We are here merely to give recommendations and these should be fair to all. Right now, our area has the highest average per capita income compared to the surrounding areas. And yet, we want to restrict building to five acre plots, very few people want to live in 5 acres and even less can afford to. This seems to me elitist. 

Your comments are valuable to us. If you have any unanswered questions, please include them on this form. 
