
November 28, 2016 
7-9 pm 
Boise Neighborhood Land Use & Transportation Meeting 
Q Center  
 
Attendees: 

● Committee: Katy Wolf, Owen Gabbert, Charlie Tso, Kay Newell, Sebastien Mistouflet, Sarah 
Cantine 

● Residents: Sherifa Roach, Michael Hoffman, Ryan Fisher, Simone Goldfeder 
 
Agenda: 

● Introductions and Public Comment 
● Discussion of property setback dispute arising from a permitted home expansion at 3938 NE 

Cleveland. The neighbor claims that the new structure violates the setback requirement by 6 inches, 
and the owner is asking for a LUTC letter of support to BDS for his/her position. 

● Sarah Cantine will provide an update on the Residential Infill Project 
● Preliminary discussion as to whether BNA should record a position to the city regarding proposed 

penalties for short-term rental violations. 
 
7:10 Introductions 

● PSU offers a free class about how to improve your success working on transportation projects and 
interacting with PBOT. Charlie and Sherifa are in the class together right now, Simone and Kay took 
it. Lots of history, retired experts. 

● Ryan Fisher on Cleveland between Failing and Shaver, here to present on project they’re working 
on, with his architect Simone. 

 
7:15 Public Comment 

● Sherifa owns the Black Bird bike shop at their home (purple bus) on Williams and Beech. Sherifa 
has been taking a PSU class to help work on a project she is passionate about; extending bus 
service from NE to NW. The #24 bus currently goes from Gateway Transit Center, across Fremont, 
and terminates at Legacy Emanuel Hospital. Trimet has plans (next 20 years) to extend the bus 
service to NW, but Sherifa is dependent on bus service and it takes her over an hour to get to NW 
from her home. With the increasing density, her feeling is that we need to encourage and make it 
easier for people to use public transit to get from our neighborhood to NW. Trimet has increased 
service for the #4 and #44, but haven’t done anything else. Sherifa will attend an LUTC meeting at a 
NW neighborhood association, and getting more input from them. 

○ Kay suggests a letter signed by all neighborhoods on the route, encouraging Trimet to 
make this a higher priority. Also: employment centers like New Seasons. Different letters for 
each type: neighborhood association (community), employment center (employees). 

○ Katy suggests bringing a letter back to LUTC so we can vote to sign on to it. 
 
7:27 3938 NE Cleveland Addition 

● Ryan and his wife are working with Simone to build an addition to their home. They wanted to 
preserve the trees and yard, work with the neighborhood context. It was planned to be compliant but 
there was an unfortunate mistake During construction, an error was made and the concrete was laid 
about 6” too far to the north, close to the edge of the north property line. The entire building was 
shifted 6” north - the building is not larger than planned. The city inspector missed it when he came 
to inspect the concrete before construction continued. There were complaints to the city, and the 



city has issued a stop work notice. The neighbors to the north haven’t responded to Ryan’s phone 
calls or emails or said anything directly to him. As the City suggested, Ryan and his wife applied for 
an adjustment, which requires public notice to neighbors. The project is 80% complete now. Ryan is 
here to ask for a letter of support to BDS, that we don’t have any concerns, or we support the 
adjustment process. There’s no way to move it now, it would require starting over. Ryan and Sarah 
both tried to contact the neighbors to come to this meeting by knocking on their door. Ryan would 
like to know what their concern is. The city doesn’t have any written complaints, just records of 
verbal/phone call complaints. 

● Owen thinks this adjustment would be approved. We can be neutral by saying we support the 
adjustment.  

● Sarah thinks we can have a statement by the neighbors that support it. But we can’t get a statement 
from the neighbor to the north. 

● Kay says that in the past when it’s already built, we say we support it because it doesn’t have a 
negative impact on the community. We know that mistakes happen, and it’s not a major 
catastrophe. 

● Public comments are due around Dec 7.  
● Owen: We can (BNA) send a letter to the neighbor to the north to let them know what we’re 

intending to do and ask for their feedback. Keep it written and offer a written form of feedback (email 
or snail mail, not phone). Give them a deadline of Dec 5. 

● Sarah can hand deliver the letter. 
● General content: As we have historically, we support the proposed 7” adjustment to account for 

existing built conditions. We haven’t heard from any neighbors about any adverse effects, though 
there were two attempts to notify neighbors. We are hand delivering a letter to again as for a 
response. As of Dec 5th, with or without the response, we will send this letter of support with any 
comments received by Dec 5 to BDS. 

○ Sarah to add response address (her address). 
○ If no response received, then add that, and send it. 

● Sarah moves to write a letter of support, Kay seconds. All in favor, motion passes unanimously. 
 
8:00 Residential Infill Project update 

● Sarah has been on the Residential Infill Advisory Committee, as an architect. Final proposal 
recommends encouraging higher density along transit corridors in multiple ways. The committee is 
divided about density along commercial corridors vs. diffusing density across the city. Adding too 
much density away from transportation corridors may escalate land values in those areas that they 
may no longer be affordable, eliminating entry-level homeownership areas for people. The solution 
that Sarah’s group proposes is to encourage ADUs as a way to increase density while supporting 
affordability. It also keeps neighborhoods contextual. Sarah submitted testimony to City Council, 
and today her group met with Mayor Hales to talk about an analysis from a PSU professor that 
supports their proposals, which were about buildings mass/scale, missing middle housing types, 
and bonuses for internal conversions. 

● Charlie has a different perspective. As a transportation planner, he knows that transportation goes 
in to support existing density, not the other way around. The question is what kind of housing 
choices we want to have - we don’t have many choices now. He supports more ADUs/internal 
conversions, but the model of living either an apartment or a single family home just doesn’t work for 
most people. In general he thinks the City’s proposal will help affordability. 

● Owen: what’s missing is that you can’t currently buy an ADU or triplex because it’s too complicated 
right now. In LA they started doing microlots to avoid condo litigation or HOA. 



● Sarah: Next steps are that the public comment is open now. Less than half of the online survey 
respondents made it to the end of the survey, because it’s so complicated. 

 
9:00 Adjourn 


