
Boise Neighborhood Land Use & Transportation Meeting 
January 22, 2018 7-9 PM 
Q Center 
 
Agenda: 

1. Introductions and open comment 
2. Quick update about 919 N Cook zone change to CM3 
3. Fore + Holst re: Revere St - 50 min w/Q&A 

 
Attendees: 

● LUTC Members: Owen Gabbert (Chair), Katy Wolf, Sarah Cantine, Kay Newell 
● Neighbors: Michael Hoffman, Judith Yelvington, Jen Stack (BNA board), Zach Stack, 

Bea Stack 
● Guests: Renee Strand (Holst Architecture), Lee Novack (Fore Property), Lee Schrader 

(Holst Architecture) 
 
Minutes: 

● 7:00 Introductions 
● 7:05 Open Comment 

○ Kay received an email asking for BNA feedback on renaming Williams Street, 
Katy will forward to LUTC. 

○ 919 N Cook zone change to CM3 - Triangular property just south of Cook is 
supposed to be rezoned so they can rent to office users prior to Comp Plan 
changes going into effect at normal time. 

■ Judith: We’ve heard that Brandon Brown wants to move in there. 
■ Owen: Yes, sense is there’s no reason to oppose since it would have 

happened later anyway. 
○ Visiting Japanese professors at PSU did a survey, we don’t think we were 

contacted. They sent results to all the neighborhoods. 
● 7:10 Revere Street 

○ Owen: I would like to hear what this neighborhood is looking for out of the space, 
and what you can deliver vs. limitations. Also Dave and Judith’s particular needs 
is somewhat separate from the neighborhood’s wants. BNA doesn’t want to be in 
a position of getting too involved in a private party agreement. 

○ Lee: For history, you know Revere is an unimproved street which PBOT has 
repeatedly said they have no desire to improve. It would complicate the 
intersection by Ecliptic too much. Initially we came to BNA to talk about a lot of 
options. We approached Parks; they weren’t interested in pocket park or 
community garden due to shade. Talked to neighbors Dave and Judith and 
resolved compromise with an easement, and with pedestrian access to their 
house. As part of that they pursued an abandonment so they could preserve their 
gardens. Also had a conversation with neighbor developer Brandon to have their 
crane swing over all properties. Pursed abandonment only due to those reasons. 



PBOT is not going to maintain this right of way. If it is in private property, it will 
get landscaped and trash picked up. They have no plans beyond that yet. They 
filed for an early assist on the abandonment. A rep from Brandon’s building, Dave 
came, and there was confusion at that meeting about what would occur. They 
can’t fully abandon street because of the water service. Portland Water Bureau 
won’t serve a landlocked parcel. So as of right now they’ve filed for an 
abandonment up to Dave and Judith’s house, so they can still get water. Their 
motivation is that they have a contract with Dave and Judith, and they want to 
keep the space clean and safe. 

○ Judith: One clarification, the City wouldn’t approve improving the street because 
of the elevation gain from Mississippi. 

○ Owen: So you’re waiting for approval on the vacation? 
○ Lee: They will require a sign off from the BNA, but not sure of the process. We 

haven’t heard back since formal application in December. Had several meetings 
with Dave and Judith after the early application meeting. Also, our intention is to 
put the grade back to where it was, put steps up from Michigan. Beyond that we 
have no plans. 

○ Owen: At what point does that process start, after the vacation is approved? 
○ Lee: Not sure we want to plan that if neighborhood is not supportive. We want to 

know when they want to weigh in and what they want. We don’t have the 
resources to build huge infrastructure. The best scenario for us is low 
maintenance landscape. But that may not be what the neighborhood wants. It 
would be private property, but we wouldn’t be opposed to someone crossing it. 
It’s just that we don’t want someone setting up a tent. 

○ Renee: There would still be a 20 foot easement for the water that would be 
public. That easement has to be public, not private. 

○ Owen: What was the process we went through before? Why did we weigh in on 
improvements before if there’s no budget? 

○ Renee: We’d had conversations with Parks about options, and Holst was thinking 
about what else they could do to make it nice and better utilize it. The idea was to 
let the neighborhood have a voice. We got good feedback, functional lawn space, 
lightly landscaped, nature-based play area.  

○ Judith: Another clarification that Peter Finley Fry indicated they wanted to vacate 
to make it accessible to their building renters, with no access. [Peter is with 
Brandon Brown, in the building south of Lee’s] 

○ Lee: We don’t know what they want. But want to do something with it, we don’t 
want to miss the opportunity. We wanted to show these ideas to the City, but they 
dont want to do anything.  

○ Renee: If it doesn’t get vacated, it would be great to have partner support for 
doing something there. 

○ Owen: That’s the pass the buck option. The neighborhood wants to have some 
level of engagement. I’m hearing that the engagement was done with the hope 
the government would pay for it. 



○ Lee: Not necessarily, but if its designated as public infrastructure, he needs to 
have public involvement and commitment. I don’t the feedback from the 
government was supportive. They said they don’t want any involvement. 

○ Owen: I could have told you when we offered a public park to Fritz, she said no.  
○ Renee: We had initial positive feedback from Parks. 
○ Owen: There are methodologies to create public space on private property. It 

sounds like at this point there won’t be any. To me it’s not a binary of being 
private or just a pile of dirt. 

○ Sarah: There can be some kind of public space. This is a public amenity being 
given to you. It’s going to greatly benefit you to have this, even though there are 
costs associated with it. It will make those ground floor spaces highly rentable. 
That smacks as weird since we don’t often get public space. 

○ Lee: What would the neighborhood like to see? Again, we are one of 3 owners 
that have to weigh in. I have no desire to restrict access. 

○ Kay: I have some concerns. The house that Judith and Dave live in needs 
access. I would like to see contractual access. 

○ Lee: They do. 
○ Kay: Second, even if no one ever sets food on the land, just keep it green and 

pleasant to look at for our benefit. The issues with public access is dogs and 
campers. It would quickly become the #1 dog park, and we have a lot of people 
looking for places to camp. I would prefer that in your contract if you sell it, they 
are required to keep it green and clean. Keep in fences if you need to lock it. All 
owners like Judith to access. Unthank Park is now a mess because of dog use 
and not being properly maintained by Parks. We’re losing lawns. Just a 
wildflower meadow. No place for birds or bees. 

○ Lee: Our agreement with Brandon is that no one can build upon it. It’s an 
abandonment to maintain landscaping. 

○ Owen: This is where Kay and I differ, since I think we need a dog park. 
○ Kay: I agree but we shouldn’t require. I recommended we have a dog park on 

Fargo, for 20 years. Just not like Unthank, where it’s designed for children but 
there’s more dogs than kids. 

○ Owen: This is an opportunity since we have limited space that’s used for 
everything. We can decide how to use it. The lack of open spaces puts more 
pressure on the remaining space. This space could be tailored or left open. I get 
concerned because when you sell, how do we identify its use. A covenant of 
some kind. 

○ Lee: Just do an easement. You can dictate the easement’s uses. We would want 
all the adjacent neighbors to be involved. 

○ Owen: Appreciate you coming since we’ve had no contact from Brandon or 
Peter. There’s no sense in us dictating something that’s outside your ability to 
build, so we need to understand that. If all we can get is a grassy hill, maybe we 
choose not to allow it to be vacated and see what happens. What are you 
presenting as within your ability to deliver? 



○ Lee: We are not presenting anything. We’re just here to present where we’re at in 
the process. We don’t have any feedback from the City on their requirements, but 
we know that you can’t support an abandonment without any more info. My 
understanding of this process is it takes a year and we’re on the first steps. We 
got pretty much nothing out of the early assist meeting, which we’re happy to 
share notes from with you. The primary point of contact is Dee Walker. 

○ Owen: Understand you’re stuck between different neighbor needs and City. 
Maybe we can push the City, who can we contact? 

○ Zach: When the City asks what we want, we did that work in the meeting last 
year of telling you what we wanted.  

○ Katy: Did you write up a summary of our visioning exercise? Please share that 
back with the BNA so we can share that with the City. 

○ Renee: We can do that. 
○ Lee: Our other projects on the westside are on bikeways. We’re familiar with the 

constraints. 
○ Kay: I don’t think the public realizes the cost impacts to provide that free access. 
○ Owen: I realize those too, and I like Holst but speaking for myself I don’t think 

that is enough to let them off the hook and it’s not unreasonable to ask for what 
we want. 

○ Kay: In large part you’re correct, but I’ve seen the public take advantage, so we 
need to educate about that.  

○ Owen: So the question is, what is the expense, so we don’t ask for too much? 
Generally we need to understand that so we don’t envision something not 
feasible. Or, is there a different funding source? I also want to have the data 
points because we’re in a vacuum right now. You know how much you have 
allocated. That will help us understand what to expect or ask for. Don’t want to 
have to share proprietary info, but it would help move us forward. 

○ Judith: You also need to know what Brandon is going to do. 
○ Owen: If he can’t be bothered to show up, he won’t get the amenity he’s looking 

for. 
○ Michael: If you don’t get it vacated, can the next owner do it later? 
○ Lee: They can. We would just do the improvement by Judith’s house and 

probably someone would throw down some grass seed on the rest. Probably 
Dave and Judith’s garden will stay in the right of way, and people will walk 
through it. We’ll clean it no matter what because it would still be the front yard, in 
reality if not in name. If someone’s camping there, we won’t have legal authority 
to ask them to move them along. 

○ Owen: That’s a street, not a sidewalk. It’s illegal to camp in a street. 
○ Jen: Will renters be families, studios?  
○ Lee S: About half are 1 BR, retail component on corner, 42 parking units, 

resident community rooms facing Mississippi. 
○ Judith: Will you share what’s going in where the Overlook Restaurant site is? 



○ Lee: Restaurant closed this weekend, owner is retiring. He’s selling off/closing 
out over the next month. Late February demolition will begin. We’ll be putting in 
two buildings, there’s an alley between. 158 apartments. We will not vacate that 
alley, not allowed to there. 

○ Renee: Next step is to send summary of most desired/least desired results. 
○ Lee: We’re happy to talk to Brandon about their shared section. We could vacate 

with Brandon and not do the western half, which is little public benefit. 
○ Zach: What’s the biggest obstacle with these 4 parties getting together, 

presenting to the neighborhood and then the City? 
○ Kay: A vision, not jut minimal. 
○ Lee: Probably time. We can’t do the planning until we get the early assist. We 

thought it would be easier, didn’t know about water issue until that meeting.  
○ Kay: It will take time, but the 4 parties need to get together. Early assistance 

takes a year anyway.  
○ Lee: The most economical way would be to time it with landscaping as we finish 

up the property. We need more feedback than just the early assist meeting notes 
level of feedback. As you go further, more is revealed. We’re still waiting for 
feedback on the formal submittal. We have the notes from the early assistance 
meeting. 

○ Kay: Can we do a letter to ask for you to come up with a concrete plan, without 
saying what that is? Get the ball rolling. 

○ Lee: I’m hearing you want something more concrete as part of the process. 
○ Owen: I’d recommend someone organize the adjacent neighbors getting 

together. Since Brandon wants the vacation, ask them to organize it. 
○ Katy: We can email Dee, and CC Lee and Peter 
○ Kay: Ask each of the adjacent neighbors to respond to Dee to say they want to 

be involved in the process. 
○ Lee: Happy to do that, and ask that of Peter and Brandon. 
○ Owen: Thank you for coming, we look forward to moving forward with you. 

● 8:15 Meeting adjourned. 


