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1 HP Session X   Needs to more directly describe non-motorized or land low speed vehicle priority in high density 
zones. 

2 HP Session X   I’d like to see more planned community developments that include diverse housing types and 
integrated shopping/services.  Good examples are Bown Crossing in S.E. Boise and Hidden 
Spring and Harris Ranch.  City lofts also look good for downtown.   

3 HP Session X   I believe that the sprawling growth will be more problematic to the area requiring more driving, 
more gas, more pollution and more frustration.  Managing the sprawling growth and giving 
homeowners more choices is a better choice. 

4 HP Session X   We absolutely have to plan for minimizing the growth impact to transportation needs.  Our 
current trend is not sustainable and will undercut all the great reasons for living here. 

5 HP Session    I think we need a mixture of high-density and low-density housing.  Too much high density cause 
more traffic in a five mile.  Need more jobs in each community to keep the traffic within the 
community. 

6 HP Session  X   
7 HP Session X    
8 LCA Architects X    
9 LCA Architects X   A little crowded, but a reasonable idea. 
10 LCA Architects X   This is great as long as the housing, jobs, services and shopping are close to each other. 
11 LCA Architects X   Except for high density housing—creates “projects” type developments. 
12 LCA Architects X   Yes—I do believe this would provide a more livable community in the long run. 
13 LCA Architects X   Yes, it is a responsible use of resources and would create better communities 
14 LCA Architects X   Increase density and support community neighborhoods to keep people closer to where the work. 
15 LCA Architects X    
16 LCA Architects X   However I am skeptical as to how this can be done without bringing all the negative elements that 

exists in large/dense urban areas. 
17 LCA Architects X   Our public officials have to buy off on this plan and stop approving huge housing developments 

without make the developers pay to help improve the roads that homeowners will use. 
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18 LCA Architects X X  I grew up in rural Idaho—I prefer to have my home outside of urban areas.  My profession, 
however is tied strongly to the urban core. (I still want to have my cake and eat it too.) 

19 LCA Architects X   Lets change our community behavior more denser community where people can walk to their 
hardware, grocerie or video store.  Force developers to build housing close to places where people 
live. 

20 LCA Architects X   Must be a careful balance of preserving the foothills, wildlife corridors and stopping the current 
trend of paving over our most fertile agriculture areas for future use. 

21 LCA Architects X   Proved a variety of med-density/high density options—I still prefer a yard—others may not.  
Enjoy shopping close to my neighborhood.  Require new communities to be planned in 
conjunction with transportation plans so roads can handle the increase. 

22 Meridian Trans. 
Task Force 

 X  The trend scenario is what will actually occur.  While we can hope for expanded transit, the 
Treasure Valley is not ready for it.  We must plan for what will really occur, not what we hope will 
occur.  Past plans have consistently underestimated the true growth in population and vehicle 
trips.   

23 Meridian Trans. 
Task Force 

X   We keep talking about changing planning ordinances to meet the description but still haven’t done 
it.  Where is the political will to step out for the change. 

24 Meridian Trans. 
Task Force 

X   The market will drive what type of housing (density) that will be constructed designating areas for 
high density housing is essential, however. 

25 Ed Keener 
Meeting 

X    

26 Ed Keener 
Meeting 

X   How does COMPASS enforce anything?  It appears all growth decisions are made by others.  
COMPASS has no way to deny or enforce.  All still depends on local boards/govt.  Must 
CHANGE!  Restrict/ limit developments! 

27 Ed Keener 
Meeting 

X   Land use and zoning for transit corridors must include enforceable policies which public officials 
are going to step forward to work at putting policy and laws to enforce this plan?  I whole-
heartedly support the “choices” vision. 

28 St. John’s 
Friendship Feast 
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29 St. John’s 
Friendship Feast 

 X  Emergency services (police, fire, medical) would be needed to a greater degree.  Support for these 
services should be established beforehand.  Schools would also need expansion before a plan for 
growth is begun to meet community need. 

30 St. John’s 
Friendship Feast 

X    

31 St. John’s 
Friendship Feast 

  X  

32 M. Sword 
Meeting 

X   We really have no choice unless we want to look like LA or Phoenix in 20 years (or less).  I 
appreciate plan’s link of transportation planning with land use planning but this will require 
leadership, vision and courage to make this paradign shift happen; the mayors, councils & 
commissions must make this happen. 

33 M. Sword 
Meeting 

X    

34 M. Sword 
Meeting 

X   I support this scenario if it includes sufficient access to transportation for people who use 
wheelchairs, people who are blind and other persons with disabilities.  This includes curb cuts, 
delectable warnings, and other devices that help people of different abilities to get where they wish 
to go safely.   

35 M. Sword 
Meeting 

X   The development and construction of new higher density mixed use housing and associated 
pedestrian/bicycle rights of way must address the issue of public “aging in place” and residents 
with disabilities in terms of wheelchair accessible housing, ___ areas, sidewalks, pathways, and 
transit stops. 

36 M. Sword 
Meeting 

X   Makes services more accessible within communities and reduces some need to 
Need to be proactive not reactive—beginning to move into _____. 

37 Adam Lyman 
Meeting 

X   I think it is a good idea but most people want a big house on a big lot.  It will take a creative 
development community and dedicated local leaders to stick to this plan.  I think this plan will 
become more _____ if the public transit is built. 

38 Adam Lyman 
Meeting 

 X   As long as such a plan would have a sufficient mix of dwelling options so as to accomidate these 
those that graduate from apartments to houses.  
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39 Adam Lyman 
Meeting 

X   You are going to need local elected officials to help follow through with this plan.  Need good 
planning and transition between apartments and big homes. 

40 Boise Chamber X    
41 Boise Chamber X   The Blueprint for Good Growth recommendations will be voluntarily considered and 

implemented.  Single family percentage maybe unrealistically low. 
42 Boise Chamber  X  I continue to believe the density desires are not accurate and unattainable. 
43 Boise Chamber X   There is a gap between what the plan envisions for land use and where a developer site a large 

master planned community…not within the envisioned transport infrastructure areas.  It would be 
good to address/clarify the developers responsibility to provide infrastructure, and who/how 
linkage is created. 

44 Perez Event X X  I am concerned about leaving out MDDs like Isaac’s  Canyon. 
45 Perez Event     
46 Perez Event X    
47 Perez Event X   Sprawl—declining city center = poverty & destruction of environment 

Poverty = crime, etc, etc, 
Destruction of environment = loss of what makes Boise a good place to be open natural space is 
everything. 

48 20/26 Public 
Meeting 

 X  I think other than a few doctor offices and small shops there is a very limited interest for 
significant employers to locate in neighborhoods.  Infill development requirements while 
restricting new growth areas will increase land prices, thus housing costs.  High-density is fine.  

49 20/26 Public 
Meeting 

   I do not support more high density housing, but do agree in grouping things (shopping, services) 
closer together.  

50 Individual X    
51 Individual X   We need more information. 
52 Individual X   I support this if more condo’s and townhouses are built, no shotgun houses which seldom fit into 

existing neighborhoods. 
53 Individual X   I support the scenario, IF this is in fact what you actually do.  Creating services in existing 

neighborhoods makes sense.  Widening minor arterials so other can zip by to get to jobs or 
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services destroys neighborhoods.  Walking or biking becomes a hazard. 
54 Individual X   I would like to see land S.E. of Boise used for a planned development rather that out of balance 

development in W. Boise, Meridian & North (Eagle & Star). 
55 Individual X   It is vital to protect the foothills and encourage South of the airport.  Keep foothills to preserve 

recreation, wildlife, and education opportunities. 
56 Individual     
57 Individual     
58 Individual     
59 Individual     
60 Individual     
61 Skipped a 

number 
    

62 Individual     
63 Individual     
64 Individual    Cities need to be livable & there must be a variety of housing types available in all cities and areas.  

Open space is crucial county wide.  
65      
66 Individual X   I also support Avimor and believe that good planned communities anywhere are better than 

sprawl. 
67 Individual  X  This growth scenario assumes adequate ____ supplies.  Many areas (Meridian for one) are moving 

the ______. 
68 Individual     
69 Individual X   I think this is ideally the best choice for our future, but will there actually be the political will to 

keep development contained in the prescribed areas?  The developer lobby is rich and powerful in 
this state and a formidable force to overcome politically.   

70 Individual    Good growth plan 
71 Individual X   The current urban sprawl does not seem condusvie to good planed growth we are all seeing the 
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resulting problems with traffic, displacement from job locations.  Its better to address now rather 
than wait. 

72 Individual X   There is a ____ need and demand for this type of development but without the transportation to 
support this type of growth ___ it will be harder to market & sell these types of housing products. 

73 Individual X    
74 Individual    Build an expressway and better road system south in the desert.  Try to encourage growth out past 

the airport. 
75 Individual    I am for mixed development—how high density probably meaning apartments not too many.  I 

do not think Meridian, Eagle, Kuna, Star, Nampa & Caldwell need to say yes to every subdivision 
proposed that comes along the pipeline—that is where the problem is—i.e. Meridian throws down 
subdivision after subdivision and expects Boise residents to front cost & loss of property value 
due to Meridians lack of planning and land exploitation.   

76 Individual X   Planned communities irregardless of what the developers (speculators) say fragment the populace, 
raise taxes and is contrary to the lifestyle we have enjoyed in Idaho. 

77 Swartezentruber 
Meeting 

X    

78 Swart. Meeting X   Development/Developers need to provide some more of the traffic control $ 
79 Swart. Meeting  X   
80 Swart. Meeting X   Proper long term planning adherence to the plan 
81 Swart. Meeting X    
82 C. Veloz X   Tighter communities benefit from lack of travel time & distance, saving natural resources in the 

process. 
83 C. Veloz X   If entire valley participates in the plan and some form of funding is found that doesn’t depend on 

property tax.  The funding of regional transportation must be done on a regional basis not just 
where the dense population lines. 

84 C. Veloz X   More information for ________. 
85 C. Veloz X   As long as growth is well planned.  This includes design review, development agreements, and 

proper implementation of design standards, transportation and light rail/rapid transit 
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opportunities. 
86 C. Veloz X   It is a challenge to achieve high densities with existing large lot subdivisions.  Large lots pay higher 

percentage of taxes. 
87 Pat Johnson 

Meeting 
X   But…I am concerned about an increase in crime that may come with denser housing (apartments, 

transient residents) and having areas developed by out-of-state companies who are not present to 
properly manage property (upkeep/maintenance over the long term). 

88 Pat Johnson 
meeting 

X   Have significant reservations about absentee landlords who are not invested in local community 
____ to transient folks & crime.  High density housing requires better local roads/safety too. 

89 Pat Johnson 
meeting 

X    

90 T. Tisdale 
Meeting 

X    

91 Greg Wyatt Mtg. X   What is the density plan going to look like?  I’ve heard numbers as high as 10-15 units per acre 
92 Greg Wyatt Mtg. X   Though I believe that more growth tends to be larger lots, the same reason that we appreciate our 

quality of life and more elbow room, but this needs to be controlled with adequate—faster paced 
corridors or this scenario can be achieved. 

93 Greg Wyatt Mtg. X   I already see the nightmare occurring in southwest Ada County, Western Ada County and Canyon 
County in terms of sp iral, horrible traffic and disappearing farm land.  I totally support 
“community choice”. 

94 Greg Wyatt Mtg. X   Just don’t make the comprehensive plan rules so restrictive that the only type of growth is high 
density, because not everyone wants to live on top of each other. 

95 Greg Wyatt Mtg. X   We must be willing to live closer together and preserve open space to “visit” and enjoy. 
96 Greg Wyatt Mtg. X   The goal should be for people to work close to home. 
97 Greg Wyatt Mtg. X   This sounds good, how are you going to make this happen. 
98 Greg Wyatt Mtg. X   Yes I support this scenario, but I feel that with raising land and housing prices it will be hard to 

supply high-density housing at affordable prices close to existing population centers.  
99 Gallatin Group 

Meeting 
X   Must happen to avoid tremendous urban sprawl.  Must be a broad mix of housing.  By income, 

etc.  But quality amenities must be maintained.  Neighborhoods are good things. 
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100 Gallatin Group 
Meeting 

X   High density housing may be an answer to controlling rampant growth if we can control 
developers, put in quality living spaces and provide opportunities for neighbors to settle disputes 
_______. 

101 Gallatin Group 
Meeting 

X   Housing options need to be “alternative” enough in comparison to existing (or trend) scenario to 
be economically viable. 

102 Sunny Freeman 
Genz Mtg. 

X   Many walking/biking paths should be created within these high densities areas.  There should be 
requirements for bike racks at all housing complexes, shopping areas and places of employment.  
Daycare centers could be incorporated within housing complexes and places of employment as 
well. 

103 Sunny Freeman 
Genz Mtg. 

X   ___ ____ _____ _______ _______. 

104 Sunny Freeman 
Genz Mtg. 

    

105 Sunny Freeman 
Genz Mtg. 

X   We need to get over the selfish far west attitude that everyone needs acres and the “lawn care” 
epidemic in subdivision is ridiculous—chemical heaven, noise—allergy havens. 

106 Sunny Freeman 
Genz Mtg. 

X    

107 T. Blaha Meeting  X  Your description of this growth scenario sounds great, but its not reflected in the plan whatsoever.  
The plan is nothing but developer—driven sprawl, funded on the backs of existing residences.  
Nothing in the plan accomplished any of the stated goals.  Specifically, this plan does nothing to 
support existing communities and instead subdivides sprawl. 

108 T. Blaha Meeting X   Growth west of Cloverdale Rd. need to be better planned.  Less access onto the through roads.  
Each square mile should have no more two entrances per mile. 

109 T. Blaha Meeting X   However the growth should be strictly monitored.  The developers should bear the burden/cost 
of planning access to main arteries.  Better planned roads/access within planned communities, 
those communities don’t have to be as large as hidden springs, but provide services/restaurants 
etc ie like Bown Ferry. 

110 T. Blaha Meeting  X  Ask yourself if people want to live in patio home/town home/condo vs. a single family home.  
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The current high density housing is not any more affordable than the single family home in 
Nampa. 

111 T. Blaha Meeting X   You will need to generate an economic incentive/disincentive scenario for this to work.  A 
developer fee scenario that makes single family housing on large lots more expensive to fund 
sprawl will create a favorable situation for high density housing. 

112 T. Blaha Meeting  X  I believe there’s a huge price ___ that is southeast Boise just outside/past Gown Exit.  Between 
Boise and Mtn. Home.  This will be and should be developed—no plan that it will is ridiculous.  It 
closest to the city, the freeway and airport.  I disagree of infill development in the city—forces 
people to move to rural areas (Nampa/Star/Middleton) for a ¼ + acre home with a garden, fruit 
trees, etc.  Makes for more traffic into the city. 

113 H. Roose 
Meeting 

X   Your plan lacks, policy and vision for bicycle and pedestrian forms of transportation or does not 
specifically include these forms or recognize them for other than recreation. 

114 H. Roose 
Meeting 

X   The scenario is too general.  Currently participating in communities are adopting ordinances 
counter to this scenario. 

115 H. Roose 
Meeting 

X   I support the concept, but am not convinced your plan effectively implements it. 

116 H. Roose 
Meeting 

X   I support this planning as long as commuting with bikes is looked into.  Of course this sounds 
great—but to general.  Need more detail in order to make sound judgment. 

117 H. Roose 
Meeting 

X    

118 H. Roose 
Meeting 

    

119 Linda Gossett X   We need to stop rampant strip business proliferation—we need to have planned walking 
communities with a livable mix of shopping and housing. 

120 Linda Gossett X   We need concentrated communities to all for small farms and parks and to protect water sources. 
121 Linda Gossett X   I definitely favor infill and higher density development as seen in Europe and Eastern USA.  The 

price of fuel will never come down. 
122 Linda Gossett X    
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123 Linda Gossett    Stop—why not build lanes onto existing freeway between Nampa and Boise? 
124 Higgins/Kemp 

Mtg. 
X   Where is/common sense gap of planners and govt.  Who have authorized building in flood plain. 

125 Higgins/Kemp 
Mtg. 

X   The community choice options would be preferable in maintaining a good quality of life. 

126 Higgins/Kemp 
Mtg. 

X-
general
ly 

  A—Better land use based on the geography—i.e. flood zones/foothills use/roadways, etc. 
B—Growth is going to happen—whether we plan or not! 

127 Higgins/Kemp 
Mtg. 

   It seems to me that in management of the forthcoming growth, you may, through your legislation 
impact my freedom to choose.  Growth is going to happen—just manage it rather than 
mandating. 

128 N. Ballein X   Would love to see Meridian become more self-sustainable.  More variety downtown, would much 
rather “shop local” and support my neighborhood. 

129 N. Ballein X   We need better integration of residences and commercial.  Too many housing developments go in 
with no nearby shopping or employment opportunities, which means people must drive to get to 
shopping/work.  

130 N. Ballein X   Will give me more “time” in my day as well as $ and peace. 
131 N. Ballein X    
132 Pat Raino X   I believe it is essential to move toward mixed use—it will take real diligence and incremental 

changes that we stick to in order to change toward this growth scenario. 
133 Pat Raino X   I’m concerned that we need strong land use/___ policies and continued commitment by elected 

officials to implement the vision.  There must be monitoring of zoning/planning changes to make 
sure they’re implemented. 

134 Pat Raino X   Biggest concerns are for the public (state & local) authorities for policy conformity (land-use) and 
the public financial authorities to facilitate higher ____ public transit. 

135 Pat Raino X   Support the philosophy but believe the are many barriers including jurisdictional cooperation, 
cultural points of view and willingness to actually use transit and significant levels. 

136 Pat Raino X   Needs to be a “living” document.  As time passes we will need to re-evaluate the plan. 
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137 Pat Raino X   Need places for people to work in their own communities rather than commuting to Boise for 
work. 

138 Pat Raino   X To some extent you have to allow people to do what they want, live where they want. 
139 Pat Raino X   The higher density supports transit better and is coming to pass in any case due to real estate 

market forces.  This is therefore easy change since it is market supported. 
140 Pat Raino X    
141 Public 

Hearing—
Nampa Civic 
Center 

X    

142 Public 
Hearing—Ada 
County 
Courthouse 

X   Encouraging communities to grow in clusters with services and work locations closer to the 
residential areas would help to reduce traffic congestion leading it into and out of the larger towns. 

143 Individual X   I support this plan in that we need to conserve resources and provide citizens with opportunities 
to use public transportation, walking, bicycling more frequently. 
 
This needs to be done in a tasteful, well-thought out, and adequately funded fashion.  If the area 
chooses to adopt this land use plan then we need to make sure we improve the quality of life and 
make such environments attractive to live and work in. 

144 Individual  X  These changes should be made by the city not the transportation committee.  
145 Individual X   We need to promote open space and retain agriculture when possible.  The current trend is not 

acceptable! 
146 Individual  X  Because this scenario does not allow for new communities such as “planned communities.” 
147 Individual X   Its imperative that counties stop approving large scale developments outside of cities area of 

impact—especially ada county.  I’m in favor of planned communities, but only in the proper areas.  
Not always good for all areas.  

148 Individual   X  
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149 Individual X   Community Choice decisions made by Compass must have teeth so that county commissioners 
are required by LAW (and fines if necessary) if the community choice plan is violated!  Planning 
must be honored, but forgotten because a developer has a “better” idea. 

150 Individual  X  High density and medium density mixed use areas generate and accommodate crime, 
overcrowding of schools, unclean concrete pathways, night life and night lights, youth and adults 
constantly searching to be entertained.  There are some positive aspects but they do not outweigh 
a rural lifestyle, children learning to work on a rural ____ and the lower taxes. 

151 St. James Estates     
152 Jeff Justus Mtg.  X   
153 Jeff Justus Mtg.  X   
154 Jeff Justus Mtg.  X  I think the plan as proposed leaves all the current traffic problems in Meridian unaddressed.  The 

residential areas north of Meridian create significant traffic and need to be addressed. 
155 Idaho City 

Chamber 
    

156 Individual X   Every family that I know that has moved in the last 5 years has moved out to larger home/larger 
lot/lower tax areas.  We’ll have to be creative to turn this around and make higher density housing 
more attractive, disperse jobs into smaller communities and lure people back into Boise.  Magnet 
schools are a great incentive—we’ll need lots more. 

157 Individual X with 
modifi
cations 

  The use of the phrase “in existing communities” does not seem to encompass the use of planned 
communities.  Planned communities need to be incorporated into the plan. 

158 Individual X with 
modifi
cations 

  This does not seem to include the use of planned communities.  I think it is important that 
planned communities be brought in as part of the plan. 

159 Individual X   I support high density along possible mass transit routes such as State Street, Chinden.  I strongly 
disagree with planned communities such as the one planned in the foothills along Hwy 55. 
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160 Individual X   I agree that moving jobs and services close to ________ is the place to start in curbing the 
transportation problem.  One question though, what w ill the open space between communities be 
used for?  Will the public have access to these lands? 

161  Individual X   It is a good idea and we need to start planning our growth before it becomes out of control.  I 
think that the open space between and around the communities is important.  Locating housing, 
jobs, services, etc. closer together would not only cut down on traffic but make it easier for people 
to live their lives and manage their time. 

162 Ralph Perez  X  Go back and review what the public wanted, we chose the satellite communities scenarios 
overwhelmingly.  Nearly every map shows a community at Blacks Cr. Interchange and growth to 
the south and southeast.  Someone has manipulated this process for their own agenda. 

163 Donovan  X (circled 
building, housing, 
jobs, services and 
shopping closer 
together – said yes 
to this) 

 There should be a mixture of high & low density housing in neighborhoods.  This allows for 
choice of yard space & establishes character in different areas.  It allows for birds & other wildlife 
to exist naturally & is calming for people.  I do not think you should have to live on the very 
outskirts of town to have space or view less developed areas.  I agree with shopping close to 
neighborhoods (walkable distance). 

164 Donovan   X I do not have enough information about the impact it would have on Boise, Eagle, Meridian, etc. 

165 Donovan X   However, I think the plan needs to have or be flexible to allow for changing economic and the 
cultural environment. 

166 Donovan X   I believe this is a great alternative to all the new subdivisions being built in the outer rural areas on 
valuable farmland. 

167 Wardle X   As long as the market will support it, because if the market won’t support it, we’re just legislating a 
plan that will not be achieved. 

168 Wardle    I have reservations about it.  While I believe that higher density is important, we must dramatically 
improve our roadways to accommodate neighborhoods. 
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169 Bauder X X  I support public transportation and understand the need to have housing, services, etc. close 
together.  I do not support zoning laws and changes in rules that force landowners to change the 
original zoning of their land or the opposite – not be able to change the zoning if they want to. 

170 Bauder  X  I believe people should have the right to develop their land if they choose.  If the government 
wants to use incentives to achieve higher densities that is okay.  However, zoning land so owners 
have no choices is wrong! 

171 Bauder X X  I believe we should try to encourage more high-density house but you should not force people 
into those areas. 

172 Mapp    In some cases.  We can want high density, but we have to educate the public what is good density.  
We must provide housing choice.  There are people who would rather live in a condo, townhouse 
if they were available.  Open space is good but we are going to have to buy it or partner with the 
development community. 

173 Mapp X   Support higher density – these can be well done.  The idea of open space between and around 
communities is ridiculous.  The towns will grow together.  We should focus on a well planned in-
town/open space system of interconnected greenbelts and parks instead of “open space bufferds.”  
Planned communities are vital to this valley! 

174 Mapp X   The land and market dictate density and open space requirements, trip reductions are not reduced 
by increasing density in existing communities.  Higher densities ______ to the urban roads of 
existing cities are a repeat alternative to what is currently happening. 

175 Individual X   The major arterials and freeways should be expanded rather than displacing families within existing 
neighborhoods by widening small area roads. 

176 Individual X   Okay.  I accept that growth is inevitable.  “Responsible officials” have never had a handle on 
growth.  We need to manage development and developers.  Work the future for the benefit of the 
people, not money people. 

177 Individual X   I believe we can’t stop growth but we have to do it intelligently.  More asphalt is not the answer to 
either moving more people around or eliminating clogged streets.  Boise needs a public transit 
system. 
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178 Individual X   I support the scenario only if existing neighborhoods are preserved. 

179 Individual X   We are growing no doubt about it.  We need open spaces, we also need to protect the 
neighborhoods that we already have. 

180 Individual X   Local families and traffic within neighborhoods should be taken into account.  I won’t support the 
widening of neighborhood roads and thoroughfares. 

181 Individual  X  The draft map is unusable.  It is a gross waste of money.  We seem to be throwing common sense 
to the wind. 

182 Individual  X  We have expanded transit systems but not through Ustick Rd.  Consider Fairview Ave, fewer 
homes or businesses to be affected.  Or Chinden Bvld. or Franklin Rd. 

183 Individual X   Growth tied to responsible transportation planning is very important to me.  Traffic and air quality 
are keys to high quality of life. 

184 Individual X   Make sure that the open spaces are usable and accessible and get the infrastructure built ahead of, 
or at least during development instead of after. 

185 Individual X 
w/con
ditions 

  Mixed use and appropriately-sited density can help our transportation issues.  If people live close 
to where they work, shop, eat, etc. that is the best design we can have (it also supports non-car 
alternatives like walking, biking, buses, etc.). 

186 Individual X   Yes, generally, but prefer low density housing 

187 Individual X   My support of this is contingent upon quality housing that is well designed in consideration of 
other structures; i.e., I would not be in favor of miles of high use apartments.  If they were put up 
within single residence homes with parks and other amenities to provide an attractive, comfortable 
atmosphere, it would be ideal. 

188 Individual X   Moving shopping and services closer to home causes less traffic on major arteries. 

189 Individual X    

190 Individual X   Higher impact fees must be assess on developers.  They are not paying their fair share to provide 
needed infrastructure, including schools, utilities, etc. 
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191 Individual X   With a growing population of older residents, there will be a trend away from large homes & lot 
size to more dense housing forms that are easier to maintain, as well as, being walking distance to 
businesses, etc.  We should anticipate and support this trend.  Maintain separate community 
identities.  Don’t just let current development trends continue.  That will lead to a valley filled with 
bland homogeneous subdivisions with no open space but scattered city park and a loss of 
uniqueness and identity. 

192 Individual X   I would like to see an outer beltway to travel “around” the Boise area.  At this time, I’m traveling 
through several sections with associated traffic jams. 

193 Individual X    

194 Individual X   Definitely support in-fill development vs open space.  The only way we’ll encourage transit is to 
get people closer to already existing urban areas.  Bus routes must be readily accessible – both 
times and locations – to encourage ridership. 

195 Individual X   It is clear to me as a land planner that forcing density is the only way to make a multi-model 
transportation system work.  The counties need to direct growth trends or patterns within the 
existing city and town areas of impact.  The counties should curb growth outside areas of impact. 

196 Individual X   This is intentional, well planned growth that protects our values. 

197 Individual X    

198 Individual X   Land will be in short supply.  This will dictate that vertical growth will happen.  This will be a good 
opportunity for mass transit.  I support the community choice option. 

199 Individual X   They must be designed with transit centers in order to be affective.  Zoning maps must support 
more high-density housing and commercial uses in these growth areas. 

200  Individual X   The plan did not identify which corridors would require the zoning changes 

201 Hallquist X    
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202 Hallquist X   We must find alternatives to driving and increase the number of new residences at transit sites. 

203 Hallquist X   Under this growth scenario, the beauty of land will still be present.  It will not be congested with 
infrastructure.  To me, this is what separates us from other cities. 

204 Hallquist X    

205 Hallquist X   If urban sprawl is what is creating the near grid lock situations we have, I would support this 
scenario of growth. 

206 Brewer X    

207 Brewer X   I like the idea of planning for future growth but as people move into the area it should be made 
known that as the area grows they need to be willing to help support having more businesses 
located in each community to cut down on transit. 

208 Brewer  X  I am against high density residential. 

209 Brewer X   Keeping jobs closer to home would help road be less busy. 

210 Brewer X   I do, I only wish there were different alternatives. 

211 Brewer X    

212 Brewer    Growth projections must take into consideration worst case scenario. 

213 Winer X   Growth belongs in cities, not in counties.  Planned communities in cities only.  No leapfrog 
developments. 

214 Winer X X  Infrastructure for mass transit must be included in subdivision and community planning before 
land is subdivided and plotted. 

215 Winer X   I support the idea of consuming less land, leaving more open space, offering more housing choices 
and most importantly working on alternative transportation! 
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216 Winer  X  We need more green space.  Density is not the problem.  Mass transit is needed.  You can’t have it 
both ways – density and open space. 

217 Winer X   Open space and high quality of life are our primary amenities here.  The transportation plan 
should be designed to enhance these amenities and not just minimize impacts. 

218 Winer X   We need to focus on high-density development in areas that are already developed. 

219 Winer   X I support more in-fill building and building more high density housing. 

220 Winer X   I believe this is a beneficial result and would improve quality of life and use land that is already 
developed. 

221 Mike DiVittorio  X  While the community choices scenario follows the principle of compact dev., the expectation that 
SF housing will drop to 55% cannot be supported by the market; nor will many local councils 
approve. 

222 Mike DiVittorio X   Yes I support these high level goals.  I am concerned however that without public support of 
infrastructure and public mandates of higher density (not likely) we will not be able to achieve the 
“growth scenario” objective. 

223 Mike DiVittorio X   More high density – yes!  P & Z’s must step up/incentives.  _____________. 

224 Mike DiVittorio X   Higher density (8 du/A or more) is the key to providing an economic level of support to long-
range transportation. 

225 Mike DiVittorio X   All government and planning agencies must approve high-density. 

226 Mike DiVittorio X   Current economics will help this happen but will also need strong public & private sector 
leadership. 

227 Mike DiVittorio X   While I support the concept I don’t believe there is the rigor of the community leaders to hold the 
line on higher density development. 

228 Mike DiVittorio X   Allowing for the fewer “families” and the need for spaces and travel requirements.  Clusters 
development must have high design criteria. 
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229 Mike DiVittorio X   In general, I question the feasibility of 55% single family (if tract is define only by _____).  We 
need a significant shirt in (1) attitude of bond density, (2) better design, (4) different building 
developers, and (5) new development regulations.  The focus on C149 blueprint has only been on 
item 940 when work on (1) – (4) can be the more effective in making change. 

230 Mike DiVittorio X    

231 Boise City Wks X    

232 Boise City Wks X   The cores of existing communities need to remain viable – higher density will assist with this. 

233 Boise City Wks X   Communities/subdivisions should have more work opportunities and shopping opportunities with 
minimized travel required. 

234 Boise City Wks X   More dense development with open space can be a quite desirable place to live.  Large dense cities 
that have been well done such as San Francisco, Seattle (city not suburbs), Paris are vibrant for 
places to live. 

235 Boise City Wks X   I feel urban sprout needs to be reigned in.  The area is quickly growing beyond havking the luxury 
of being a rural area. 

236 Boise City Wks  X  Hi-density = lo quality of living; noisy neighbor; listen to the toilet next door flush, etc. 

237 Boise City Wks X   If you want to live and work in a city, it only makes sense to build a city not keep expanding small 
towns until the entire area is wall-to-wall.  I personally do not want to live and work in a high-
density environment, but that choice has to determine where I live and work. 

238 Boise City Wks X    

239 Boise City Wks  X  I don’t support high density infill.  Open space between communities fosters isolationism.  I don’t 
want commercial (jobs, shopping, services) interspersed with where I live. 

240 Rod Miller X   High density also needs to address quality of life. 
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241 Rod Miller X   I particularly support encouraging the development of jobs, services, shopping, etc. close together 
and next to housing so that people don’t “need” to drive across town for everyday stuff. 

242 Rod Miller X   No money far as apathy. 

243 Rod Miller X    

244 Individual    In some areas I would agree but crossing major roadways through existing neighborhoods is short 
sited and would disermize public transit here. 

245 Ester Ceja  X  I feel it is time to drastically slow down the growth of this area until we improve the public 
transportation opportunities and are able to provide adequate roads for the existing population.  
As well as be able to provide adequate police and fire protection for the existing population first. 

246 Ester Ceja X   Need to get cities/counties to take a proactive approach to supporting high density development 
and not approving leap-frog development as that will not help achieve a sustainable/reliable transit 
system. 

247 Boise Chamber 
Transp 
Committee 

X    

248 Boise Chamber 
Transp 
Committee 

X    

249 Boise Chamber 
Transp 
Committee 

X    

250 Boise Chamber 
Transp 
Committee 

X    
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251 Boise Chamber 
Transp 
Committee 

X    

252 Individual X   However I still like the idea of a yard so high density being 4 to 6 single family to an acre and then 
areas more highly dense for town homes or condos. 

253 CH2M Hill X   Creating services, shopping and job centers close to housing is key to making this plan viable.  As 
long as people need to commute (72 miles) for these activities, they will get in their car to do them. 

254 CH2M Hill X   To maintain a “charm” of the different communities, open spaces, should be preserved.  Suburbia 
takes away from, which the trend scenario leans towards. 

255 Skipped number     

256 CH2M Hill X   I like the look and feel of BoDo.  The brick facades match with the historical integrity of area.  
Would like to add a bigger green space. 

257 CH2M Hill X   Better use of our land resources. 

258 CH2M Hill X    

259 CH2M Hill    I don’t like the idea of higher density housing.  Noise, traffic, and possibly crime increases with 
density.  Has this been considered? 

260 CH2M Hill    I support high-density growth management along transit corridors. 

261 CH2M Hill X    

262 CH2M Hill X   With planning, I think we can greatly affect the way people live (shop, work, etc. all closer to 
home) which will effect the way people travel. 

263 CH2M Hill X   With planning, these high density areas should be developed around the transit corridors. 

264 CH2M Hill X    
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265 CH2M Hill X    

266 CH2M Hill X   Neighborhood centers need to be developed. 

267 Individual X   I think this would be better in the long run.  Especially when communities become larger.  
Organized growth would be much better than “wild short-term growth.” 

268 Individual X   I am upset about how our schools are built.  I think they could use their space better.  In big cities 
they don’t spread out and use so much land. 

269 Individual X   Growth needs to occur in cities, not through county subdivisions managed by homeowners 
associations. 

270 Individual X   We need to preserve as much farmland and green spaces for parks as possible and encourage 
biking and walking for everyday transportation in order to preserve and enhance our quality of life.  
High quality of life will be essential to keep the people attracted here by current economic growth. 

271      

272 Individual X    

273 Individual X    

274 Individual X   We live in the most sprawled community in the country.  This is not sustainable for more than a 
decade! 

275 John Moore  X  We don’t have the leadership to use the resources or plans that have been put in place or should 
be put in place.  High density is not th way to go until you put more thought into planning ahead 
on bus and road transit. 

276 John Moore X X  Isn’t this a bit of an oxymoron.  I do not support high density because services are not there = 
roads, fire/police/emergency services. 

277 Individual X   Yes!  Emphatically!  This is the scenario that is long-range in its thinking. 

278 Individual X   We need to keep our open spaces for the farming communities. 
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279 Individual X X  Yes and no.  IN the town or cities concentration, is good but those of us who choose to dineout 
and are disappointed in urban space (I do like to be able to go to concentrated areas for shopping).  
With gas going up, concentration is good. 

280 Individual X   Growth always good  but water is a big concern.  We do need better shopping and more. 

281 Individual X    

282 Individual X   Include water conservation element 

283 Individual X   All communities are struggling with growth – Mountain Home residents have expressed keeping 
our small town flow, but keep our “traffic” and community neighborhoods a friendly area to drive 
and live in. 

284 Individual X    Could support a growth scenario if it included the entire region. 

285 Individual X   With the accelerated growth in southern Idaho, having a plan would be extremely beneficial. 

286 Individual X   I support the above comment for growth scenarios. 

287 Individual   X  

288 Individual X   Planning for long-range transportation and traffic flow issues for future community expansions is 
very important. 

289 Individual  X  Elmore County not in the loop. 

290 Individual X    

291 Individual X   We should not end up like LA, Orange County or San Jose.  Open space accessible to all is 
essential for the good mental and spiritual health of all.  Once it’s gone, there is no getting it back. 

292 Gaddi X   Everyone wants the other guy to live in high density housing. 
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293 Gaddi X    

294 Gaddi X    

295 Gaddi X   People need to understand that if change does not occur, trends will destroy the very character 
that is currently attracting so many new people to the Boise valley.  Change means lifestyle changes 
of single family homes to  higher density housing and smarter development that does not rely on 
the automobile.  Planning & zoning need to play a major role otherwise current trends will 
continue. 

296 Gaddi X   More lanes will only cause people to buy and drive more cars. 

297 Gaddi X   I would like to see the cities and counties cooperate with planning and zoning.  Infighting doesn’t 
get us anywhere. 

298 Gaddi  X  This is the smallest city (metro included) I have ever lived in.  At 1 million people, I still don’t see 
the need for dense areas.  This valley is big enough to support a million people.  I like uncrowded 
living conditions. 

299 Gaddi X   If this is adopted, will the cities micro-manage the recommendations resulting from residents who 
complain about the affects in their neighborhood?  The Ustick Rd residents and City of Boise 
come to mind and their efforts to micromanage current expansion which are recommended 
through a planning process. 

300 Gaddi X   I prefer to have space between communities. 

301 Gaddi X   Providing it’s going to be done and enforced and not just “planned” and “talked about.” 

302 Gaddi X   Urban sprawl creates lack of (“sense of place”) where neighbors hardly know each other and air 
quality deteriorates due to massive commuter traffic. 

      
303 Boise City  X  Tearing down existing houses to build high density in it place is undesirable.  Why must older 

neighborhoods be destroyed for new growth?  (i.e. Ustick Rd.).  New growth should not destroy 
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already established neighborhoods. 
304 Boise City   X  
305 Boise City   X Not enough information to decide on expenditure of $2 billion. 
307 Individual X   I am a bicycle enthusiast and anything we can do to encourage bicycle commuting and the safety 

of the cyclists would be terrific. 
308 Individual X   I think now the treasure valley resembles the San Fernando Valley in North Los Angeles Calif. In 

the 1970s geographically the valleys are the same 70 miles x 40 miles tapering incline.  4 million 
people now live in San Fernando Valley. 

309 Individual X   Bike lanes are an absolute necessity!  Denver Co is an awesome example. 
310 Individual X   Without space between communities the cities blur together and you become one large cement 

block. 
311 Individual X    
312 Individual X   More public transit (ie Salt Lake, St. Louis) 

Fewer roads/highway construction 
313 Individual X   When considering high-density housing options I think it’s important to address the income level 

these areas will accommodate.  Mixed -income housing development?  Luxury condos?  How w ill 
this affect transportation and regular-commuter scenarios? 

314 Individual    Doesn’t look at mixed-income housing.  It will push poor into fixed neighborhoods  
Not sustainable. 

315 Individual XXX   This is the way we need to grow to preserve our quality of life.  Please plan for a variety of mixed-
income choices for the higher density homes. 

316 Individual X   There are many considerations involved—types, cost, access to transp. centers (connections).  
Types—homes vs. 317 apts (condos)  
Costs- low income vs. wealthy 
Access—sites around valley to be hubs for transportation 

317 Individual X   Also, wouldn’t roundabouts improve the flow of traffic in replace of 4-way stops 
318 Brigante Mtg. X   I support community choice concept, but I feel that the older section of Boise that are already 

built this way are being penalized by the outlying areas. 
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319 Brigante Mtg. X   Community choices is a preferred growth scenario and goal.  However, the CIM plan as proposed 
does not support community choices.  The plan destroys existing neighborhoods in Boise that are 
now built at choices density and are utilizing___ at present.  This is being done to benefit the 
commute of people living at the wasteful ____ trend” style.  The plan should reward existing 
“choice” development, and it penalizes them instead. 

320 Individual X    
321 Individual 

 
X   Infill instead of sprawl!  Neighborhoods instead of endless suburbs. 

322 Wardle  X  Scenario needs to be based on needs of the people (i.e. High vacancy within high-density housing 
may actually result in low-density housing).  What local surveys and studies were completed to 
support his land use alternatives? 

323 Wardle X X  I support a well thought out plan but one that takes into consideration taxing what we have in 
place today that we can make work and enhancing for the future.  We should consider preserving 
existing corridors. 

324 Wardle  X  2000 people is not a community consensus; growth scenarios were improperly directed by elected 
officials and staff; inadequate consideration of funding issues and market conditions. 

325 Wardle  X  The “Community Choices” alternative does not provide a real choice where it is merely offered as 
the only alternative to “trend.”  It is uniconsable to think that existing neighborhoods are going to 
support higher density to meet these goals. 

326 Wardle   Other opinion 
X 

I agree with a need for more high density housing, but we need to provide for a variety/diversity, 
which requires approval process and public that attracts and supports more developments.  I 
disagree with need for open space, aside from preserving option for a bypass __ cities will _____ 
grow together. 

327 Wardle  X Other  It is feasible ONLY if legislative authority is secured for local option funding, local leaders set it, 
and higher density decision are based standards not neighborhood concerns.  

328 Individual     
329 Individual     
330 Individual     
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331 Individual     
332 Individual     
333 Individual     
334 Individual X   It will be difficult to get developers in and outside Idaho to support this scenario with less 

expensive farm land nearby. 
335 Individual X   It is the only way to make Boise more pedestrian/bike, transit friendly 
336 Individual X   More light rail planning 
337 Individual X   Light rail needed 
338   X  Might there be a possibility to re-define definition of “impact fee?”  Should it not include all 

impact that ___ building make (including maintenance). 
339 Individual  X   
340 Individual ?   Somewhat an increase in housing choice in all areas would be beneficial but an arbitrary ____ of 

52% high density development does not reflect community values.  Question the assumption that 
8 units per acre in required for transit—look to the mid west for many many examples of high 
transit use in more transitional cities which have frequent livable transit stops throughout the 
cities. 

341 Individual     
342 Individual     
343 Individual X    
344 Individual   X  
345 Individual  X  It would be a great thing for a bunch of computer geeks that can walk in a small building but 

heavy industry  that requires a very large investment wouldn’t work.  The businesses that support 
the tax base would be ___________ against. 

346 Individual X   More housing will bring in more jobs to Boise Co. 
347 Individual X   We need to disperse employment opportunities to minimize the need to commute to downtown 

Boise 
Identify communities and provide buffers 
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348 Individual X   Support to some extent with reservations. 
Growth will probably bring Meridian, Eagle, Middleton, Nampa, Star, etc. much closer together, 
which will require wise planning.  My experience in Washington, D.C. and other cities suggests 
that circular (i.e. Dupont Circle) inside cities and circular planning around our smaller areas would 
pay off. 
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