To attend the meeting, and provide live
comment via WebEx on your computer,
tablet or smartphone, residents and other
attendees should go to the following web
address. REGISTRATION IS NOT
REQUIRED. For best participation
experience, participants should
download the Webex App to their
desktop.
Meeting Link:

CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION AGENDA
REMOTELY VIA WEBEX
MONDAY, MARCH 1, 2021
5:30 TO 7:00 PM

https://cityofwhitefish.webex.com/cityof
whitefish/j.php?MTID=mfb0127c90070
0eb61d69ffa620e6cf88
Meeting Number: 187 083 0337
Password: !M@rch2!

•

1) Call to Order
2) Review Accessory Dwelling Units Draft Language
(Tier 1 Strategy)

•

Join by video system
Dial:
1870830337@cityofwhitefish.webex.com

Or
• Dial: 173.243.2.68 and enter your

meeting number
3) Public Comment

•

For the Audio Conference Call option:
call the number below and enter the access
code.
• United States Toll: +1-408-418-9388
• United States Toll Free: (From a land line
phone) 1-844-992-4726
• Access code: 186 083 0337

•

We encourage individuals to provide
written public comment; to the City
Clerk, Michelle Howke at
mhowke@cityofwhitefish.org. or deliver
by 4:00 p.m. March 1, 2021, at City Hall
in the Utility Drop Box. Written
comments should include name, address,
should be short and concise, courteous,
and polite.

•

Public comment by those attending the
meeting "live" via WebEx will be limited
to three minutes per individual.

4) Direction to City Manager
5) Adjourn
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Planning & Building Department
418 E 2nd Street
PO Box 158
Whitefish, MT 59937

(406) 863-2410

Fax (406) 863-2409

Date:

February 23, 2021

To:

Whitefish Mayor and City Council

From:

Dana Smith, City Manager
Wendy Compton-Ring, AICP, Senior Planner

Subject:

Accessory Dwelling Units Draft Language (Tier 1 Strategy)

BACKGROUND
The 2017 Strategic Housing Plan identified updating the Accessory Dwelling Unit
(ADU) standards to increase opportunities for housing units dispersed throughout
existing neighborhoods. An accessory apartment/ADU can take many forms, but
is generally smaller than the primary residence – whether integrated as part of
the home with a separate entrance or detached:

* From an AARP guidebook on Accessory Apartments
Currently, the regulations require a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for all
accessory apartments. For an accessory apartment to be approved, it must go
through the public hearing process (2-3-months) and meet all the development
standards. Staff notices property owners within 300-feet of the project, posts a
sign on the property and places a legal notice in the paper. The current
standards are attached to this packet of information.
Since the adoption of the Housing Needs Assessment in 2016, the City Council
permitted 27 ADUs. This is not many units and, as one of the Planning Board
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members noted, we are not going to solve all of our affordable housing issues
one ADU at a time. They are, of course, another form of housing to encourage
for local workers. However, as described in the Strategic Housing Plan, most
accessory apartments are permitted to non-locals and are generally not part of
the much-needed rental pool. This trend continues to be true.
As part of the Committee's research, we found the City has permitted 50 ADU
since 2005, which is when the City started to require a Conditional Use Permit,
and 31 ADUs have been built. To put that number into perspective, during the
same timeframe, the City has issued building permits for 1,574 units – ADUs
account for less than 2% of total residential units being constructed in the City.
Below find permits issued over the past decade.

STEERING COMMITTEE ADU DRAFT:
1. The regulations were completely re-written with a purpose section and
standards: general, building (attached and detached) and deed restrictions.
2. Definition: Updated to include both attached and detached units.
3. Permitting: All ADUs will now go through an Administrative Conditional Use
Permit versus the full Conditional Use Permit with the ability to ‘bump-up’ to a
full CUP if there is neighborhood concern.
4. Building Type: The draft permits both attached or detached ADUs.
5. General Standards: The standards now permit a nonconforming building to
be used for an ADU provided it does not increase the degree of
nonconformity and it meets all current Building Code standards.
6. Design Standards: In order to complement the neighborhood, the draft
directs one to design the units as clearly subordinate to the primary structure,
no more than 600 square feet or 50% of the primary single-family structure,
whichever is less and the following design standards for attached or detached
ADUs:
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o Attached – only one entrance facing the street side of the primary
residential unit and exterior stairs for an upper-level apartment must not
be located on the front of the home.
o Detached – building separation must meet Building Code and the footprint
must not be greater than the primary dwelling
o All ADUs – exterior materials match primary structure (type, scale and
placement), street facing façade windows match primary structure
(proportion and orientation), height up to 28-feet if the roofline matches or
is similar character to the primary structure with no more than 2-stories,
upper-level decks may not face interior lot lines, protect the privacy of the
neighborhood (can be met through location of windows,
landscape/screening or other methods)
Design standards will be reviewed by the Planning Department, appealable to
the Architectural Review Committee.
This may cause other Code
amendments to allow this, as Zoning Administrator decisions are currently
appealable to the Board of Adjustment.
7. Clarified an ADU cannot be separated from the primary single-family home
and sold off separately.
NEXT STEPS:
Review draft and be prepared to discuss at the work session. Attached also
please find the current Accessory Apartment regulations and the page from the
Strategic Housing Plan on Accessory Apartments, including the Steering
Committee recommendations.
The Architectural Review Committee will be reviewing the design aspects of the
draft at their meeting on March 2nd.
The Steering Committee will review suggested modifications from the Council
and Arch Review Committee then forward on a draft to the Planning Board.
One other item suggested at the last Housing Steering Committee was the
development of a Design Guide/Booklet for ADUs. This would not a regulatory
document but would be a visual representation of the items in the regulations.
The Committee found the images helpful during our discussion and believe they
will also help those designing ADUs.
ATTACHMENTS:
• Draft of Accessory Dwelling Unit regulations (dated 2/23)
• Current Accessory Apartment regulations
• Accessory Apartment Strategy from the Strategic Housing Plan with
recommendations and Committee recommendations to address the Strategic
Housing Plan items
• Photos of Sample ADUs, annotated
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11-3-1 Accessory Dwelling Units:
A. Purpose. Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) provide the following community benefits:
1. Create an affordable housing option for the Whitefish workforce;
2. Create new housing and adding to the variety of housing options while respecting
the character and scale of the neighborhood;
3. Support an efficient use of existing housing stock and public infrastructure;
4. Provide an environmentally friendly and more sustainable housing choice with less
average space per person and smaller associated carbon footprint;
5. Provide housing that responds to downsizing trends and smaller households;
6. Provide accessible housing for seniors and persons with disabilities.
7. Provide a supplemental income stream for owners of residential property suitable
for an ADU.
B. General Site Standards
1. ADUs are only permitted as accessory to a primary single-family residence.
2. All ADUs, whether attached to or detached from the primary dwelling, are subject
to Administrative Conditional Use Permits as described in §11-7-8M of this title.
3. The subject lot must conform to the minimum area requirement of the applicable
zoning district. Street frontage may not be less than thirty feet (30’), except for flag
lots.
4. Any part of a structure non-conforming with respect to setbacks and/or height may
be used for an ADU provided the degree of non-conformity is not increased and
all International Building Code requirements are met.
5. Only one accessory apartment or guesthouse is permitted on a lot.
6. One off-street parking space must be provided for the ADU, in addition to required
parking for the primary single-family unit, in compliance with the parking and
loading standards of this title.
C. Building Design Standards
1. An ADU may be detached from, attached to, or built within the primary dwelling or
another accessory structure (such as a garage) on the same lot as the primary
dwelling.
2. The ADU must be designed to be clearly subordinate and incidental to the primary
dwelling and maintain privacy between the ADU and neighboring residences
through Design Standards in §11-3-1C(7). 1
3. The ADU must contain facilities for cooking and sanitation.
4. The floor area must not exceed 600 square feet or 50% of the primary single-family
home, whichever is less.
5. Attached ADU Standards:

1

NOTE FROM COMMITTEE: concerns with bulk, scale and massing
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a. Only one entrance may be located on the street side of the primary residential
unit unless additional entrances existed prior to the ADU was created.
b. Exterior stairs for access to an upper level attached ADU must not be located
on the front of the primary residential unit.
6. Detached ADU Standards:
a. Must meet International Building Code separation from the primary dwelling.
b. The building footprint of a detached ADU must not be greater than the primary
dwelling.
7. Design Standards. All ADUs must be compatible in design with the primary
dwelling and meet the following, as applicable:
a. Exterior finish materials must visually match the type, scale, and placement of
those used in the primary dwelling.
b. If the street facing façade of the ADU is visible from the street from which the
property gains its primary access, its windows must match in proportion and
orientation to those of the primary dwelling.
c. The maximum height of a detached ADU may go up to 28 feet if the roofline
matches or is similar character to the existing primary structure. The ADU may
not exceed two-stories.
d. Upper-level decks or balconies may not be located to face an interior side lot
line.
e. Protect the privacy of neighboring residences. This can be accomplished using
the following measures as applicable:
(1) Minimize the use of windows facing interior lot lines and locate them to face
areas of adjacent properties least utilized and least sensitive to visual
intrusion.
(2) Strategically placed landscaping and screening may be used when
necessary to help maintain privacy between residential properties.
(3) Other design solutions intended to provide privacy, as approved by the
zoning administrator.
f. An ADU is exempt from these design standards if it is proposed within an
existing detached accessory structure that does not meet one or more of these
standards. Alterations to the structure that would move it out of conformance
with any standards that it does meet are not allowed. If a proposed ADU adds
any floor area to an existing detached structure, the entire structure must meet
these design standards.
g. Design and/or materials different from those of the primary structure may be
approved for an ADU if it is demonstrated that differing design and/or materials
will enhance the general character and appearance of the neighborhood.
h. Designs are reviewed and approved by the zoning administrator at the time of
building permit and are appealable to the Architectural Review Committee. 2
NOTE: We will need to confirm other code amendments, fees and processes to authorize this, as typically appeals
of a zoning administrator decision go to the Board of Adjustment.

2
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D. ADU Rental and Ownership.
1. The ADU may not be rented or leased as a separate residence unless the property
owner maintains permanent residence in the primary dwelling. Rent or lease of the
ADU for a period of less than 30 days is not allowed. Prior to submittal of a building
permit, the applicant must provide the Zoning Administrator a recorded copy of a
deed restriction or restrictive covenant with this language.
2. ADUs must remain accessory to the primary single-family home and may not be
separately sold or transferred to another owner.
11-9-2 DEFINITIONS
ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT (ADU): A room or rooms on the same lot as a primary
dwelling that may be occupied by persons who are not members of the primary
dwelling family. An ADU is independently habitable and provides the basic requirements
of shelter, heating, cooking, and sanitation. Only one ADU or guesthouse is permitted on
a lot. There are two types of ADUs:
A. Attached. The dwelling unit is attached to the primary dwelling unit. Examples include
converted living space, basements or attics, additions, or a combination thereof.
B. Detached. The dwelling unit is not attached to the primary dwelling unit but completely
detached from the primary dwelling. Examples include converted detached
garages or other accessory buildings, new construction or living space over
garages.
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11-3-1: ACCESSORY APARTMENTS:
A. An accessory apartment must be attached to a primary single- family dwelling or
attached to a garage located behind a primary single-family dwelling on the same lot. The
floor area of the accessory unit shall not exceed six hundred (600) square feet. The
accessory unit may include kitchen and bathroom facilities. An accessory apartment shall
be limited to a single level, for example located on the second floor of a garage or located
within the basement of a residence.
B. The lot must conform to the minimum lot size requirement of the applicable zoning
district. The street frontage of the lot may not be less than thirty feet (30'), except for flag
lots that meet minimum lot size, setback, and parking requirements. Only one accessory
apartment or guesthouse per lot is permitted.
C. The accessory dwelling may not be rented or leased as a separate residence unless
the property owner maintains permanent residence in the primary dwelling. Rent or lease
of the accessory dwelling for a period of less than one month is not allowed. Prior to
issuance of an occupancy permit, the applicant shall provide the Zoning Administrator a
recorded copy of a deed restriction or restrictive covenant with this language.
D. One off street parking space must be provided for the accessory unit in addition to
the parking requirements of the primary dwelling, in accordance with the parking and
loading provisions of this title.
E. The landscaping chapter of this title shall apply.

11-9-2: DEFINITIONS:
Accessory Apartment: A room or rooms attached to a dwelling unit or garage and may
be occupied by persons who are not members of the family. An accessory apartment may
contain cooking facilities. Only one accessory apartment or guesthouse is permitted on a
lot.
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Accessory Dwelling Units
Updating the requirements associated with Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) could increase opportunities for housing units
dispersed throughout existing neighborhoods. Currently, about five ADU permits are issued in Whitefish each year. Conditional use
permits (CUPs) are required, which take two to three months. Roughly 60% of ADU permits are issued to non-local owners. The
maximum size is 600 sq. ft., and the unit must be on one level.
Many residential lots are large with room for ADUs. Setbacks and lot coverage limits from underlying
zoning apply. ADUs can only be rented long term if primary residence is owner occupied. A second home
owner cannot rent out their ADUs to local caretakers or others. ADUs can be used as Short Term Rentals
(STRs) in certain districts.
Implementation Recommendations
•

Allow ADUs by right in R-1, 2, 3 and 4 zones if deed restricted for occupancy by local residents.
Development
Continue to require CUPs for ADUs that are not deed restricted.
Regulations
• Allow existing units to be rented long term,
lifting the limitation allowing long term rental only
when the primary unit is a primary residence.
• Eliminate the single-level requirement and allow detached units.
• Encourage new subdivisions to incorporate ADUs that are deed restricted
for community residents through revision to subdivision regulations.
Reimburse impact fees if a revenue source can be identified. Consider options
for providing property management services to encourage property owners to
rent their ADUs long term.
• Create a compliance monitoring and complaint resolution process.
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Strategic Housing Plan
Recommendations:

How the Draft Addresses the
Recommendations:

1. Allow ADUs by right in WR-1, The draft
WR-2, WR-3 and WR-4, if deed provision
restricted for local residents

does

not

include

NOTES/COMMENTS:

this The Committee did not recommend
this provision. This provision by itself
may not be enough to encourage
development of ADUs for local rentals.
It may also need to include other
provisions described below.

2. Lift the ‘owner
requirement

occupancy’ The draft maintains the
occupancy requirements

3. Eliminate
the
requirement

single-level This design standard has been See §11-3-1C
eliminated in favor of a more
comprehensive
set
of
design
standards

4. Allow detached units

current The Committee does not recommend
lifting this requirement. There was
concern raised about speculative
purchasers buying home that could
result in a drop of local home
ownership and concerns with ShortTerm Rentals.

The option for a detached unit is See §11-3-1C and the definition
included in the draft

5. Encourage new subdivisions to This will need some additional analysis Future work item
incorporate ADUs
and will be considered when the
Subdivision Regulations are amended
6. Reimburse impact fees if a This is not included in this draft and will Future work item
revenue source can be identified need additional analysis to identify a
source of revenue for reimbursement
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Strategic Housing Plan
Recommendations:

How the Draft Addresses the
Recommendations:

NOTES/COMMENTS:

7. Consider providing property The Committee did not discuss this Future work item
mgmt. services to encourage item
property owners to rent their
ADUs long-term
8. Create a compliance monitoring The City has a Code Enforcement Complete
& complaint resolution process
Officer and complaint process
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Code Update: Performance Standards

Accessory Dwelling
Units
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Permit Both Attached and Detached Units
Attached to Home or Garage

Detached - freestanding
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Exterior Materials Match Primary Structure
Match

Doesn’t Match
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Street Facing Unit – widows match
Match

Doesn’t Match
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Roof Match Primary Structure
Match

Don’t Match

City Council Packet, March 1, 2021 Page 16 of 69

Upper-Level Balconies Don’t Face Interior Lot
Lines Unless 10-foot Setback is Maintained
Don’t Face Interior Lot Lines

Do Face Interior Lot Lines

Greater than 10’
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Protect Neighborhood Privacy Through
Thoughtful Design
Protect Privacy

Less Privacy

Small windows facing
neighbor

Pushed to the south
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Window Location - Examples
Small windows facing less sensitive
areas of neighboring lot

No Windows:

Windows overlooking
parking area
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Landscaping and Screening
Good Examples
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CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING AGENDA
The Following is a summary of the items to come
before the City Council at its regular session to be
held on Monday, March 1, 2021 at 7:10 p.m.
Remotely via Webex
To attend the meeting, and provide live comment via WebEx on your computer, tablet or smartphone, residents
and other attendees should go to the following web address. REGISTRATION IS NOT REQUIRED. For best
participation experience, participants should download the Webex App to their desktop.
Meeting Link:

https://cityofwhitefish.webex.com/cityofwhitefish/j.php?MTID=mfb0127c900700eb61d69ffa620e6cf88
Meeting Number: 187 083 0337
Password: !M@rch2!

•

Join by video system
• Dial: 1870830337@cityofwhitefish.webex.com
• Or
• Dial: 173.243.2.68 and enter your meeting number

•

For the Audio Conference Call option: call the number below and enter the access code.
• United States Toll: +1-408-418-9388
• United States Toll Free: (From a land line phone) 1-844-992-4726
• Access code: 187 083 0337

•

We encourage individuals to provide written public comment; to the City Clerk, Michelle Howke at
mhowke@cityofwhitefish.org. or deliver by 4:00 p.m. March 1, 2021, at City Hall in the Utility Drop Box. Written
comments should include name, address, should be short and concise, courteous, and polite. All written comments
received by 4:00 p.m. will be provided to the City Council and appended to the packet following the meeting. The City
Clerk will read the name and address and state whether in support or oppose the proposal/application.

•

Public comment by those attending the meeting "live" via WebEx will be limited to three minutes per individual.

Ordinance numbers start with 21-02. Resolution numbers start with 21-06.
1) CALL TO ORDER
2) PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
3) COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE PUBLIC– (This time is set aside for the public to comment on items that are either on the
agenda, but not a public hearing or on items not on the agenda. City officials do not respond during these comments but may respond or follow-up
later on the agenda or at another time. The Mayor has the option of limiting such communications to three minutes depending on the number of
citizens who want to comment and the length of the meeting agenda)

4) COMMUNICATIONS FROM VOLUNTEER BOARDS
5) CONSENT AGENDA (The consent agenda is a means of expediting routine matters that require the Council’s action.

Debate does not
typically occur on consent agenda items. Any member of the Council may remove any item for debate. Such items will typically be debated and
acted upon prior to proceeding to the rest of the agenda. Ordinances require 4 votes for passage – Section 1-6-2 (E)(3) WCC)

a) Minutes from February 16, 2021 Special Session (p.32)
b) Minutes from February 16, 2021 Regular Session (p.33)
c) Resolution No. 21-__; A Resolution declaring certain property to be unneeded and obsolete, and
authorizing the disposal of such property (p.37)
d) Resolution No. 21-__; A Resolution amending Resolution No. 18-09 to extend the duration of
the Highway 93 South Corridor Plan Steering Committee through July 31, 2021 (p.39)
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6) PUBLIC HEARINGS (Items will be considered for action after public hearings) (Resolution No. 07-33 establishes a 30-minute time limit
for applicant’s land use presentations. Ordinances require 4 votes for passage – Section 1-6-2 (E)(3) WCC))

a) Ordinance No. 21-__; An Ordinance pursuant to Title 6, Chapter 2, Section 5, Prohibited and
Restricted Parking, of the Whitefish City Code, to establish additional parking restrictions (First
Reading) (p.42)
b) Consideration of a request for a preliminary plat from BTG investments, LLC, for a 2-lot
subdivision located at 610 Hilltop Court, zoned WLR (One-Family Limited Residential District)
(WPP 21-01) WITHDRAWN BY APPLICANT 2/9/2021(p.)
7) COMMUNICATIONS FROM FIRE CHIEF
a) Consideration to award the bid for the 2021 Ambulance to Apgar Ambulance (p.62)
8) COMMUNICATIONS FROM CITY MANAGER
a) Written report enclosed with the packet. Questions from Mayor and Council? (p.65)
b) Other items arising between February 24th through March 1st
9) COMMUNICATIONS FROM MAYOR AND CITY COUNCILORS
a) Consideration of approving tentative FY22 budget calendar (p.69)
b) COVID-19
10) ADJOURNMENT (Resolution 08-10 establishes 11:00 p.m. as end of meeting unless extended to 11:30 by majority)
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The following Principles for Civil Dialogue are adopted on 2/20/2007
for use by the City Council and by all boards, committees and
personnel of the City of Whitefish:


We provide a safe environment where individual
perspectives
are
respected,
heard,
and
acknowledged.



We are responsible for respectful and courteous
dialogue and participation.



We respect diverse opinions as a means to find
solutions based on common ground.



We encourage
participation.



We encourage creative approaches to engage
public participation.



We value informed decision-making and take
personal responsibility to educate and be educated.



We believe that respectful public dialogue fosters
healthy community relationships, understanding,
and problem-solving.



We acknowledge, consider and respect the natural
tensions created by collaboration, change and
transition.



We follow the rules and guidelines established for
each meeting.

and

value

broad

community

Adopted by Resolution 07-09
February 20, 2007
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February 24, 2021
The Honorable Mayor Muhlfeld and City Councilors
City of Whitefish
Whitefish, MT 59937
Mayor Muhlfeld and City Councilors:
Monday, March 1, 2021 City Council Agenda Report
There will be a work session at 5:30pm to review the Accessory Dwelling Unit Draft Language for
Tier 1 Strategy.
The regular Council meeting will begin at 7:10 p.m.
CONSENT AGENDA
a) Minutes from February 16, 2021 Special Session (p.32)
b) Minutes from February 16, 2021 Regular Session (p.33)
c) Resolution No. 21-__; A Resolution declaring certain property to be unneeded and obsolete, and
authorizing the disposal of such property (p.37)
d) Resolution No. 21-__; A Resolution amending Resolution No. 18-09 to extend the duration of
the Highway 93 South Corridor Plan Steering Committee through July 31, 2021 (p.39)
RECOMMENDATION: Staff respectfully recommends the City Council approve the Consent
Agenda.
Item “a, b, c, and d” are administrative matters.
PUBLIC HEARINGS (Items will be considered for action after public hearings) (Resolution No. 07-33 establishes a 30-minute time limit
for applicant’s land use presentations. Ordinances require 4 votes for passage – Section 1-6-2 (E)(3) WCC))

a) Ordinance No. 21-__; An Ordinance pursuant to Title 6, Chapter 2, Section 5, Prohibited and
Restricted Parking, of the Whitefish City Code, to establish additional parking restrictions (First
Reading) (p.42)
From Public Works Director Craig Workman’s staff report.
Introduction/History
The Public Works Department receives requests from residents, property owners and businesses
throughout the year to evaluate various traffic and parking restrictions. These requests are evaluated
based on their merits, and requests that require an update to city ordinance are brought to the City
Council occasionally for consideration. Prior to drafting an ordinance and scheduling a public
hearing for its adoption, staff would like some direction from Council on how you wish to proceed
with these requests. Staff presented some potential parking changes to Council at the 32/1/2021
meeting and received direction on how to proceed. The proposed ordinance is enclosed in you packet
and a public hearing was advertised in the Whitefish Pilot.
Current Report
Spokane Ave - NO PARKING on the Northeast 1/2 of the 300 block
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Council received a request for a new bus stop on the 300 block of Spokane Avenue from the Big
Mountain Commercial Association (BMCA) on 12/2/2020. With changes in the physical structure
of Central Avenue, the path through the center of town has become more dangerous for bus drivers
to safely navigate. Therefore, beginning this year, the SNOW Bus no longer travels on Central
Avenue south of Railway Street and a new stop serving the southern end of the downtown is needed.
In addition to the SNOW Bus, it is intended for this stop to serve other transit providers as well.
According to BMCA, this location is ideally situated to serve downtown businesses, residents of
nearby neighborhoods, lodging properties, and nearby schools. It is also in a high visibility area that
will help with outreach letting visitors know that there is a free bus service in town.
According to the Montana Dept. of Transportation, who owns and maintains the roadway,
construction of this stop will necessitate a 150’ landing area to provide sufficient ingress and egress
for busses to get out of the lane of traffic. Doing so will require a NO PARKING zone on either side
of Spokane Avenue. When this item was presented on 3/1/2021, the proposal included the
elimination of approximately 6 parking spaces – 1-2 on the east side of the block and 4 on the west.
Since that time, the proposal has changed to have the southbound stop located on the south end of
the block, which is already marked as NO PARKING. Therefore, the proposed ordinance will only
result in the elimination of 1-2 spaces on the east side of the block.
Should these parking restrictions be approved by council, design, permitting, and construction of the
new bus stop will be the responsibility of BMCA.
Montana Ave - NO PARKING on the east side adjacent to 312 Edgewood Place
The Public Works Department received requests from local neighborhood residents requesting NO
PARKING on the east side of Montana Ave adjacent to 312 Edgewood Place. This location is at the
foot of a steep hill, and parking creates difficulties for vehicles turning onto Montana Ave. from
Edgewood Place. Parked vehicles in this location also increase the risks for motorists trying to
ascend the hill, or those descending and trying to stop at Edgewood Place, especially with winter
road conditions. Parked vehicles also make snow removal more difficult in this area. The proposed
ordinance will eliminate approximately 2 parking spaces.
E. 4th Street - NO PARKING on northeast 1/2 and southwest 1/2 of 300 block
The Public Works Department received requests from local neighborhood residents requesting NO
PARKING on the northeast 1/2 and southwest 1/2 of 300 block of E. 4 th Street. This section of
roadway serves a busy residential and commercial area and sees a considerable amount of traffic
trying to avoid the signal at 2nd and Baker. When vehicles are parked in these areas it creates
difficulties for vehicles turning onto E. 4th Street from Baker Avenue and Lupfer Avenue. In
addition, the roadway is not wide enough for 4 vehicles, so through traffic is forced to wait for
oncoming traffic when vehicles are parked on both sides of the road. The proposed ordinance will
eliminate approximately 3 parking spaces – 1 on the northeast side of the block and 2 on the
southwest.
Financial Requirement
It is not anticipated that this ordinance will result in any additional cost to enforce, nor is it intended
to create additional revenue in parking citations. It is recommended that signs describing the new
designations be ordered and installed in the appropriate areas. These signs are estimated to cost
approximately $250.
RECOMMENDATION: Staff respectfully recommends the City Council, after considering
testimony at the Public Hearing and the recommendation from staff, adopt Ordinance No. 21-__; An
Ordinance pursuant to Title 6, Chapter 2, Section 5, Prohibited and Restricted Parking, of the
Whitefish City Code, to establish additional parking restrictions (First Reading).
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This item is a legislative matter.
b) Consideration of a request for a preliminary plat from BTG investments, LLC, for a 2-lot
subdivision located at 610 Hilltop Court, zoned WLR (One-Family Limited Residential District)
(WPP 21-01) WITHDRAWN BY APPLICANT 2/9/2021(p.)
COMMUNICATIONS FROM FIRE CHIEF
a) Consideration to award the bid for the 2021 Ambulance Apgar Ambulance (p.62)
From Fire Chief Joe Page’s staff report.
Introduction / History
The Fire Department provides Paramedic level transport ambulance service to an area larger than
the City of Whitefish, the Whitefish Fire Service Area, and the Olney Fire District per an
agreement with the Flathead County EMS system. We provide this service with a fleet of three
ambulances. We run the newest ambulance as our primary, the next oldest as our secondary, which
is typically used for incidents with multiple patients or during simultaneous ambulance calls, and
our oldest is our reserve used to fill in when one of the newer ambulances is out of service. More
recently we had our reserve ambulance set up to handle the highly contagious COVID-19 patients.
Current Report
Ambulance calls for service constitute about 70% of the emergency calls that the Fire Department
responds to during the year. Maintaining a fleet of ambulances that are reliable, equipped with the
necessary medical equipment, and provide for the Firefighter/Paramedic safety has resulted in a
Capital Improvement Plan that seeks to obtain a new ambulance every 3 or 4 years. The oldest
ambulance is then sold to offset the cost of the new ambulance. Our current fleet consists of a
2018, a 2013 and a 2009.
A bid request was published in the Whitefish Pilot on January 12 th and 27th plus the Daily
Interlake on January 17th and 31st. Bid submittals were due February 12th and opened at 10:00 a.m.
There were four submittals received which were reviewed by the Ambulance Committee against
the bid specifications. Horton was the lowest pecuniary bidder, coming in $178.00 lower than
APGAR. However, it is staffs’ opinion that APGAR is the lowest responsible bidder.
The Whitefish Fire Department has a 2009 Horton in its fleet which is now used as our reserve
ambulance. Fire Department staff has experienced numerous problems with the multiplexer
electrical system in the 2009 Horton and one staff member experienced similar issues with Horton
ambulances while working in Missoula. In 2011/2012, being displeased with the 2009 Horton, the
Fire Department wrote specifications for a new ambulance based upon a Braun Northwest
ambulance specification. Because staff did not have an opportunity to demo a new Horton
ambulance as part of the bid process, there is no way to determine whether the electrical system
issues persist. However, Horton still uses a multiplexer system and staff isn’t aware of any
improvements made.
Additionally, Horton cannot locally service ambulances. For repairs, the ambulance would have to
be sent to Salt Lake City, resulting in an interruption of the Fire Department’s ability to respond to
emergencies. Apgar can locally service ambulances and provide emergency repairs when needed.
Financial Requirement
The Fire Department’s FY21 budget has $200,000 appropriated for a new ambulance. While
Apgar’s bid came in at $248,780, the specifications did include an Aeroclave System to assist us
with infectious disease decontamination, like COVID-19, that was not anticipated in the budget.
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The $48,780 shortfall will be offset by the proceeds from the sale of our 2009 Ford ambulance,
savings in other areas of the Fire Department Budget, and the receipt of funds from the CARES
Act for presumptive covered wages for our firefighters.
RECOMMENDATION: Staff respectfully recommends the City Council award a contract to the
lowest responsible bidder, Apgar Ambulance of Kalispell, Montana to provide an ambulance as
specified in the bid for $248,780.00
COMMUNICATIONS FROM CITY MANAGER
a) Written report enclosed with the packet. Questions from Mayor and Council? (p.65)
b) Other items arising between February 24th through March 1st
COMMUNICATIONS FROM MAYOR AND CITY COUNCILORS
a) Consideration of approving tentative FY22 budget calendar (p.69)
b) COVID-19
ADJOURNMENT
Sincerely,

Dana Smith
City Manager, CPA
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Table 1: Common Motions Use d in a Meeting.
Interrupt
another
soeaker
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a second
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No

Yes

No

Yes
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Yes

No

Yes

No

No

Majority

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Majority

No

Yes

No

No

No

(1)

No

Yes

No

No

No

(1) (15)*

No

No

Yes

No

No

Majority

(3}*

No

Yes

No

No

2/3 of
assembly

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

2/3 of
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Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Majority

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Majority

Yes

No

Yes

(5)

Yes

Majority

Yes

No

Yes

Yes (16}

No

Majority

(4)

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Majority

Yes

No

Yes

No

No

(9}*

No

*

*

No

No

Majority*

(3)

Yes

No

No

No

2/3 of
assembly
(17}

(3)

Yes

No

No

No

(1}*

No

Yes

No

No

No

(1)

No

Yes

Yes

Yes*

No

(7)

Yes

Wording

Vote
Required

Reconsider

Privileged Motions
Fix time for next
meeting (12)
Adjourn
Take a recess (12)
Raise a question of
privilege
Call for the orders
of the day
Subsidiary
Motions

Lay on the table

Previous question
(to close debate)

Limit-extend debate
(12)

Postpone to a
definite time (12)
Refer to a
committee (12}
Amendment to
the main motion

,.

~

Postpone
indefinitely (12)

"I move that we meet
next at..."
"I move that we
adjourn"
"I move that we recess.

.. "
"I rise to a question of
privilege affecting the
assembly"
"I call for the orders of
the day"

"I move to lay the
question on the
table" or "I move that
the motion be laid on
the table"
"I move the previous
question" or "I move
we vote immediately on
the motion"
"I move the debate be
limited to ... "or "I
move that the
speaker's time be
PXtPnrlerl hv..
"I move that the
question be
,,
postponed until. ..
"I move to refer the
matter to the ..
. committee"
"I move to amend by
adding/striking the
,,
words ...
"I move that the motion
be
postponed

Main Motions
Main Motion

"I move that we ... "

Incidental Motions
(11}
Suspension of rules
Request to
withdraw a motion
(13}
Objection to the
consideration of a
question (10)
Point of order

Parliamentary
inquiry
Appeal to the
chairperson

"I move to suspend the
,,
rules so that ...
"I move that I be
allowed to withdraw
the motion"
"I object to the
consideration of the
question"
"I rise to a point of
order" or "Point of
order!"
"I rise to a
parliamentary inquiry"
or "A parliamentary
inauirv. olease"
"I appeal from the
decision of the chair"

3
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Point of information

Division of
assembly

Division of a
question

Wording
"I rise to a point of
information" or "A
point of information,
nlease"
"Division!" or "I call
for a division"
"I move to divide the
motion so that the
question of purchasing
... can be considered
separately."

Interrupt
another
soeaker

Requires
a second

Debatable

Amendable

Yes

No

No

No

(1)

No

Yes

No

No

No

(14)

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Majority

No

No*

Yes

(S) {16)

No

Majority

No

No

Yes

No

No

Majority

No

No

Yes

Yes {16)

Yes

(6)

(3)

No

Yes

Yes (16)*

Yes

(6)

(3)

Vote
Reauired

Reconsider

Renewal Motions
(8)
Reconsider* (2)

Take from table

Rescind

"I move to reconsider
the vote on the
motion relating to ... "
"I move to take from
the table the
motion relating to ..
"I move to rescind the
motion passed at the
last meeting relating to.

.. "
Discharge a
committee

"I move that the
committee considering.
.. :::: -''--harged."

1 Source: Robert, H. 2000. Robert's Rules of Order (Newly Revised, 10th Edition) New York: Perseus Books Group; Sturgis, A. 2000. The
Standard Code of Parliamentary Procedure (4th Edition). New York: McGraw-Hill.

*Refer to Robert's Rules of Order Newly Revised
(1) The chair decides. Normally no vote is taken.
(2) Only made by a member who voted on the prevailing side and is subject to times limits.
(3) Only the negative vote may be reconsidered.
(4) Only the affirmative vote may be reconsidered.
(5) Debatable when applied to a debatable motion.
(6) Majority with notice, or 2/3 without notice or majority of entire membership.
(7) Majority or tie vote sustains the chair.
(8) None of these motions (except Reconsider) are in order when business is pending.
(9) Rules of order, 2/3 vote-Standing rules, majority vote.
(10) Must be proposed before debate has begun or a subsidiary motion is stated by the chair (applied to original main motions).
(11) The Incidental Motions have no precedence (rank). They are in order when the need arises.
(12) A Main Motion if made when no business is pending.
(13) The maker of a motion may withdraw it without permission of the assembly before the motion is stated by the chair.
(14) The chair can complete a Division of the Assembly (standing vote) without permission of the assembly and any
member can demand it.
(15) Upon a call by a single member, the Orders of the Day must be enforced.
(16) Has full debate. May go into the merits of the question which is the subject of the proposed action.
(17) A 2/3 vote in negative needed to prevent consideration of main motion.

4
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WHITEFISH CITY COUNCIL
February 16, 2021
SPECIAL SESSION AT 6:45 PM
Via Webex

1. Call to Order
Mayor Muhlfeld called the meeting to order. Councilors present were Qunell, Feury, Hennen, Davis,
Sweeney, and Norton. City Staff present were City Clerk Howke, City Manager Smith, Planning and
Building Director Taylor,
2. Interview
The City Council interviewed Christine Bleyhl for the Architectural Review Committee to complete the
term ending May 31, 2022.
3. Public Comment
None
4. Appointments
Councilor Norton made a motion, seconded by Councilor Hennen to appoint Christine Bleyhl to the
Architectural Review Committee to complete the term ending May 31, 2022. The motion carried by
roll call.
5. Adjourn
Mayor Muhlfeld adjourned the meeting and opened the regular meeting at 7:10 pm.

_______________________________
Mayor Muhlfeld
Attest:
________________________________
Michelle Howke, Whitefish City Clerk
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WHITEFISH CITY COUNCIL
February 16, 2021
7:10 P.M.
1) CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Muhlfeld called the meeting to order. Councilors present were Qunell, Feury, Hennen, Davis,
Sweeney, and Norton. City Staff present were, City Clerk Howke, City Manager Smith, City Attorney
Jacobs, Planning and Building Director Taylor, Public Works Director Workman, Parks and Recreation
Director Butts, Police Chief Dial, and Fire Chief Page. Approximately 25 people were in attendance.
2) PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Mayor Muhlfeld asked Councilor Davis to lead the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.
3) COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE PUBLIC– (This time is set aside for the public to comment on items that are either on the

agenda, but not a public hearing or on items not on the agenda. City officials do not respond during these comments but may respond or follow-up
later on the agenda or at another time. The Mayor has the option of limiting such communications to three minutes depending on the number of
citizens who want to comment and the length of the meeting agenda)

Ben Vait, 938 Edgewood Place, spoke towards agenda item 7a, Edgewood Place Reconstruction Project.
He is in favor of the project but would like the sidewalk on the north side of Edgewood to be continued
from Texas Avenue to the County line to permit safe passage to downtown.
David Martin, 816 Texas Avenue, spoke towards agenda item 7a. He commends Director Workman and
Project Manager Theis for their public outreach. However, the residents input to the plan has been limited
to ideas and suggestions. At one public input meeting it was discussed how a higher pitch grade on the
north with some erosion control planting would reduce the width of the impacted area. It was suggested
that the higher pitch in combination with a meandering bike path could avoid cutting down most if not
all of the willow trees and retain the rural feel to the road. That was not mentioned as a recommendation
in the packet. This plan does not mention alternate possibilities.
Marc Neidig, 716 Edgewood Place, also commented towards agenda item 7a. He supports improving
the stormwater management, the efforts to reduce lane size to control traffic speed and resolve the safety
issues at Edgewood Place crosswalk. He struggles with the proposal to put a sidewalk and boulevard on
the north side of Edgewood Place. There is a historic rural character to this section of road. Part of the
contributing factors to that are the large mature trees and large privacy trees. Removing trees and putting
in a manicured lawn and a sidewalk, will expose him to a busy road, unfettered views of the viaduct, and
trains. Pedestrian and bikers are going to be within 20 feet of his front door. There is a redundancy of
function, with a bike path on the south side of Edgewood Place. It seems we could look at how to improve
the utilization of the existing bike and pedestrian path without the negative consequences. He is in strong
opposition of the sidewalk and boulevard component.
Suki Pfirman, 937 Denver Street, spoke towards agenda item 7a. She also opposes the sidewalk on the
north side of Edgewood Place. It is a waste of money and it is redundant. She agrees to not cutting down
the trees and have rollover curves.
Al Steele, 926 Edgewood Place, spoke toward agenda item 7a. He also supports the idea of extending
the sidewalk on the north side of Edgewood Place east from Texas Avenue to the county line. When
walking on Edgewood to get to the bike path on the south side, you have nowhere to go when there is
traffic.
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4) COMMUNICATIONS FROM VOLUNTEER BOARDS
None
5) CONSENT AGENDA (The consent agenda is a means of expediting routine matters that require the Council’s action.

Debate does not
typically occur on consent agenda items. Any member of the Council may remove any item for debate. Such items will typically be debated and
acted upon prior to proceeding to the rest of the agenda. Ordinances require 4 votes for passage – Section 1-6-2 (E)(3) WCC)

a) Minutes from February 1, 2021 Regular Session (p.)

Councilor Sweeney made a motion, seconded by Councilor Norton to approve the Consent Agenda
as presented. The motion carried by roll call.
Councilor Hennen lost connection.
6) PUBLIC HEARINGS (Items will be considered for action after public hearings) (Resolution No. 07-33 establishes a 30-minute time limit
for applicant’s land use presentations. Ordinances require 4 votes for passage – Section 1-6-2 (E)(3) WCC))

a) Resolution No. 21-05; A Resolution setting the registration fee for a dangerous dog (p.)

City Attorney Angela Jacobs presented Deputy City Attorney Mary Barry’s staff report that is provided
in the packet on the website. Attorney Jacobs made a correction to the proposed Resolution: WHEREAS,
through Ordinance No. 18-14, the City enacted its dangerous dog ordinance. The definition of a
dangerous dog is included in section 5-3A-2 in Ordinance No. 18-14.
Mayor Muhlfeld opened the Public Hearing. There being no public comment, Mayor Muhlfeld closed
the Public Hearing and turned the matters over to the Council for their consideration.
Councilor Feury made a motion, seconded by Councilor Sweeney to approve Resolution No. 2105; A Resolution setting the registration fee for a dangerous dog, correcting Resolution No. 18-14
to Ordinance No. 18-14. The motion carried by roll call, Councilor Hennen did not vote due to the
loss of his connection.
7) COMMUNICATIONS FROM PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
a) Consideration of approval and authorize to proceed with design of Edgewood Place
Reconstruction Project (p.)
Public Works Director Craig Workman gave his staff report that is provided in the packet on the
website. Discussion followed between Council, staff, and Project Manager Theis. Director Workman
was having connection issues. Councilor Hennen regained connection to the meeting. After hearing
comments from the public and the Council, staff will look at extending the sidewalk to the county line,
work on enhanced vegetation or bioswale improvements to the west of Wisconsin Avenue and address
the concerns of screening and landscaping elements along the north side of Edgewood Place.
Councilor Sweeney made a motion, seconded by Councilor Qunell to authorize staff to proceed
with design on Edgewood Place based on recommendations presented in the discussion regarding
sidewalks, bioswales and enhanced landscaping. The motion carried by roll call.
8) COMMUNICATIONS FROM CITY ATTORNEY
a) Consideration of approval of Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with Montana Commerce
(Town Pump) (p.)
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City Attorney Jacobs presented her staff report that is provided in the packet on the website. In
November, a Town Pump Contractor cut down trees without authorization at the construction site on
Highway 93 South and Highway 40 intersection. In December Town Pump sent an apology letter and
offered to replace 11 trees that were cut down or severely damaged. Council agreed to replace the trees
that were cut down or damaged at a 2:1 ratio, unless otherwise recommended by the City’s
arborist/forester. Staff began negotiating a memorandum of understanding with Town Pump.
During negotiation concerns were raised by both city staff and Town Pump. The memorandum of
understanding requires Town Pump to remove the three trees that were damaged, and replace the eleven
trees that were cut down or removed with 22 trees if such ratio is determined to be feasible; procure the
replacement trees from local nurseries in sizes to be determined most feasible; hire a certified arborist to
establish tree protection zones for the remaining trees during construction and to perform an annual
inspection for five years; and submit an updated landscaping plan to the City for approval.
After discussion Councilor Sweeney made a motion, seconded by Councilor Qunell to approve the
memorandum of understanding with Montana Commerce, LLC (Town Pump).
Councilor Qunell made a motion, seconded by Councilor Sweeney to add condition #10, Montana
Commerce, LLC., shall replace any trees that die or are deemed no longer viable while being
monitored in the five-year period, or from the time of any replacement. The motion carried by roll
call.
Councilor Sweeney made a motion, seconded by Councilor Qunell to add condition #11, Montana
Commerce, LLC., shall plant trees as soon as practical as deemed by the Parks Department. The
motion carried by roll call.
The original motion to approve as amended carried by roll call.
9) COMMUNICATIONS FROM CITY MANAGER
a) Written report enclosed with the packet. Questions from Mayor and Council? (p.)
In Manager Smith’s manager’s report, she asked for direction pertaining to remote meetings. Emergency
Ordinance No. 20-18 is due to expire March 21, 2021.
b) Other items arising between February 10th through February 16th
Manager Smith reported on the HB259 affecting the Inclusionary Zoning and would prohibit the Legacy
Homes Program, passed the House and has been transmitted to the Senate. HB257, eliminating the
enforcement of face coverings was sent to the House from the Committee, the second reading is
scheduled for February 17th. HB102, prohibiting cities from regulating concealed carry or open carry
except for when in a public building or discharging a weapon, passed the Senate and House and is at the
governor’s level.
The Council directed staff to extend the 90-day Emergency Ordinance to continue remote
meetings.
10) COMMUNICATIONS FROM MAYOR AND CITY COUNCILORS
a) COVID-19
Council Comment
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Councilor Norton thanked the Collins family for the 672 acres of conservancy around Whitefish Lake.
She thanked the Flathead City – County Health Board and their efficiency. She stated people can sign
up for vaccinations through the Flathead City-County Health Board website or call their office.
Councilor Feury thanked Councilor Davis for testifying to the committee for HB259. He had also had a
message to Representative Vinton, regarding HB259; for all the people in this community whose hopes
of having a home here that could not afford one, had some hope given our Legacy Housing Program,
shame on you. He apologized to the thousands of volunteer hours of everyone in this community that
worked hard for a couple of years to make this happen.
Councilor Qunell stated he appreciates the courage of all the Council and staff for working with our
community to do what is right by the people of this community. He also gave a shout out to the Collins
family for making the huge donation to the community along the lake.
Councilor Sweeney agreed with Councilor Feury’s comment and also thanked the Collins family.
Councilor Davis also shares frustration regarding HB259 and HB257. Whitefish is a community that is
different from a lot of other communities in the state, high visitation, and high real estate prices. Both
Councilor Hennen and Mayor Muhlfeld agreed with all Council comments.
11) ADJOURNMENT (Resolution 08-10 establishes 11:00 p.m. as end of meeting unless extended to 11:30 by majority)
Mayor Muhlfeld adjourned the meeting at 9:22 p.m.

_______________________________
Mayor Muhlfeld
Attest:
______________________________
Michelle Howke, Whitefish City Clerk
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RESOLUTION NO. 21-___
A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Whitefish, Montana, declaring certain
property to be unneeded and obsolete, and authorizing the disposal of such property.
WHEREAS, the City has accumulated a quantity of used property and equipment which is
obsolete and of no further value or use to the City. Such property is described generally on
Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference; and
WHEREAS, § 7-8-4201, MCA, provides that the City Council may sell, dispose of, or
lease any property belonging to the City; and
WHEREAS, City staff has examined all of such property and determined that a public
auction is the best method to dispose of this property and comply with Montana State Law.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Whitefish, Montana, as follows:
Section 1:

The recitals set forth above are adopted as findings of fact.

Section 2: The City Council hereby determined that all the items described on Exhibit A
are of no further use to the City of Whitefish and can be declared surplus.
Section 3: City staff is hereby authorized to dispose of the property described on
Exhibit A at public auction. If not sold at the auction, City departments may dispose of remaining
property as follows:
A.
Items having no market value shall be donated to any non-profit organization
that is willing to accept such items. Such non-profit organizations shall be ones which are
qualified under Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code.
B.
Any items having no market value and which a non-profit organization declines
to accept may be disposed of by hauling to the local landfill, or by other means of disposal.
Section 4: This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption by the City
Council and signing by the Mayor thereof.
PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
WHITEFISH, MONTANA, ON THIS _____ DAY OF ___________ 2021.

John M. Muhlfeld, Mayor

ATTEST:

Michelle Howke, City Clerk
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EXHIBIT A
1.

2017 Ford Interceptor SUV (Explorer), Mileage 115,000

2.

Brother EM-630 Electronic Typewriter with display and cover; good working order

3.

High Pressure Sodium lamps and Ballast kit, in working order:
48 50-watt HPS lamps
90 100-watt HPS lamps
70 150-watt HPS lamps and,
30 150-watt ballast kits with ignitor and capacitor

4.

1980 Ford LN8000, Mileage 34,525
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RESOLUTION NO. 21-__
A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Whitefish, Montana, amending Resolution
No. 18-09 to extend the duration of the Highway 93 South Corridor Plan Steering Committee
through July 31, 2021.
WHEREAS, on February 20, 2018, the Whitefish City Council adopted Resolution
No. 18-09, which created a Highway 93 South Corridor Plan Steering Committee (the
"Committee") and provided for the Committee to disband when the City Council completed its
consideration of the Plan, but no later than June 1, 2019; and
WHEREAS, on June 3, 2019, the Whitefish City Council adopted Resolution No. 19-10,
which extended the term of the Committee to March 31, 2020, or earlier if the City Council
completed its consideration of the Highway 93 South Corridor Plan prior to that date; and
WHEREAS, on March 16, 2020, the Whitefish City Council adopted Emergency
Ordinance No. 20-04, enacting measures to reduce the spread of the 2019 Novel Coronavirus
(COVID-19), and on April 26, 2020, Montana enacted Phase One of the phased approach to
Reopening the Big Sky, which together resulted in cancellation of all committee meetings through
May 31, 2020; and
WHEREAS, on April 6, 2020, the Whitefish City Council adopted Resolution No. 20-11,
which extended the term of the Committee to September 30, 2020, or earlier if the City Council
completed its consideration of the Highway 93 South Corridor Plan prior to that date; and
WHEREAS, on September 21, 2020, Whitefish City Hall closed temporarily to the public,
including meetings of City boards and committees, due to an employee testing positive for
COVID-19; and
WHEREAS, given the challenges presented by COVID-19 and the inability of the
Committee to meet on a regular basis, the Committee continues to work in an advisory role to the
City planning staff by reviewing chapters of the draft Highway 93 South Corridor Plan, including
existing conditions, future land use maps, possible new zoning districts, and implementation
activities; and
WHEREAS, planning staff recommends the term of the Committee be extended through
July 31, 2021, to allow the Committee's continued participation in the development of the
Highway 93 South Corridor Plan; and
WHEREAS, it will be in the best interests of the City of Whitefish to extend the term of
the Committee to July 31, 2021, or earlier if the City Council completes its consideration of the
Highway 93 South Corridor Plan prior to that date.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Whitefish, Montana, as follows:
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Section 1:
as follows:

Section 4 of Resolution No. 18-09 is hereby amended in its entirety to provide

Section 4: The Committee will begin its deliberations as soon as practical
after creation of the Committee. The Committee shall meet for two hours at a time
on at least six occasions, with the dates and times to be determined by the City
planning staff. The Committee shall be disbanded as of July 31, 2021, or earlier if
the City Council completes its consideration of the Committee's report prior to that
date.
Section 2: This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption by the City
Council and signing by the Mayor thereof.
PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
WHITEFISH, MONTANA, THIS ________ DAY OF _______________ 2021.

John M. Muhlfeld, Mayor

ATTEST:

Michelle Howke, City Clerk
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ORDINANCE NO. 21-___
An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Whitefish, Montana, pursuant to Title 6,
Chapter 2, Section 5, Prohibited and Restricted Parking, of the Whitefish City Code, to
establish additional parking restrictions.
WHEREAS, the City of Whitefish has established no parking zones and limited parking
zones to ensure public safety, preserve City streets and infrastructure, and maintain adequate traffic
flow; and
WHEREAS, the Big Mountain Commercial Association wishes to construct a bus stop on
Spokane Avenue requiring a No Parking Zone; and
WHEREAS, City residents and community residents have expressed concerns to the City
of Whitefish Public Works Department regarding parking issues on Montana Avenue and
E. 4th Street; and
WHEREAS, it is in the best interests of the City and its inhabitants to establish additional
parking restrictions within City limits and penalties for the violation of such restrictions.
NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City Council of the City of
Whitefish, Montana, as follows:
Section 1: Pursuant to Title 6, Chapter 2, Section 5 of the Whitefish City Code, there
shall be NO PARKING on the northeast 1/2 of the 300 block of Spokane Avenue.
Section 2: Pursuant to Title 6, Chapter 2, Section 5 of the Whitefish City Code, there
shall be NO PARKING on the east side of Montana Avenue adjacent to 312 Edgewood Place.
Section 3: Pursuant to Title 6, Chapter 2, Section 5 of the Whitefish City Code, there
shall be NO PARKING on the northeast 1/2 and the southwest 1/2 of the 300 block of E. 4th Street.
Section 4: If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or word in this chapter is
for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional, such decision shall not affect the validity of
the remaining portions of this chapter. The City Council hereby declares that it would have passed
this chapter and each section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, and words thereof, irrespective
of the fact that any one or more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses, phrases, or words have
been declared invalid or unconstitutional, and if for any reason this chapter should be declared
invalid or unconstitutional, then the remaining ordinance provisions will remain in full force and
effect.
Section 5: This Ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after its adoption by the City
Council of the City of Whitefish, Montana, and signing by the Mayor thereof.
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PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
WHITEFISH, MONTANA, ON THIS ________ DAY OF _______________ 2021.

John M. Muhlfeld, Mayor

ATTEST:

Michelle Howke, City Clerk
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City of Whitefish
Department of Public Works
418 E. 2nd Street | PO Box 158
Whitefish, MT 59937
(406) 863-2460 | Fax (406) 863-2419

February 23, 2021

Mayor Muhlfeld and City Councilors
City of Whitefish
Whitefish, Montana

Consideration of and Ordinance
Pursuant to 6‐2‐5 Establishing No Parking Zones
(Spokane Avenue, Montana Avenue, & E. 4th Street)

Introduction/History
The Public Works Department receives requests from residents, property owners and businesses
throughout the year to evaluate various traffic and parking restrictions. These requests are
evaluated based on their merits, and requests that require an update to city ordinance are
brought to the City Council occasionally for consideration. Prior to drafting an ordinance and
scheduling a public hearing for its adoption, staff would like some direction from Council on how
you wish to proceed with these requests. Staff presented some potential parking changes to
Council at the 32/1/2021 meeting and received direction on how to proceed. The proposed
ordinance is enclosed in you packet and a public hearing was advertised in the Whitefish Pilot.

Current Report
Spokane Ave ‐ NO PARKING on the Northeast 1/2 of the 300 block
Council received a request for a new bus stop on the 300 block of Spokane Avenue from the Big
Mountain Commercial Association (BMCA) on 12/2/2020. With changes in the physical structure
of Central Avenue, the path through the center of town has become more dangerous for bus
drivers to safely navigate. Therefore, beginning this year, the SNOW Bus no longer travels on
Central Avenue south of Railway Street and a new stop serving the southern end of the
downtown is needed. In addition to the SNOW Bus, it is intended for this stop to serve other
transit providers as well. According to BMCA, this location is ideally situated to serve downtown
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businesses, residents of nearby neighborhoods, lodging properties, and nearby schools. It is also
in a high visibility area that will help with outreach letting visitors know that there is a free bus
service in town.
According to the Montana Dept. of Transportation, who owns and maintains the roadway,
construction of this stop will necessitate a 150’ landing area to provide sufficient ingress and
egress for busses to get out of the lane of traffic. Doing so will require a NO PARKING zone on
either side of Spokane Avenue. When this item was presented on 3/1/2021, the proposal
included the elimination of approximately 6 parking spaces – 1‐2 on the east side of the block
and 4 on the west. Since that time, the proposal has changed to have the southbound stop
located on the south end of the block, which is already marked as NO PARKING. Therefore, the
proposed ordinance will only result in the elimination of 1‐2 spaces on the east side of the block.
Should these parking restrictions be approved by council, design, permitting, and construction of
the new bus stop will be the responsibility of BMCA.
Montana Ave ‐ NO PARKING on the east side adjacent to 312 Edgewood Place
The Public Works Department received requests from local neighborhood residents requesting
NO PARKING on the east side of Montana Ave adjacent to 312 Edgewood Place. This location is
at the foot of a steep hill, and parking creates difficulties for vehicles turning onto Montana Ave.
from Edgewood Place. Parked vehicles in this location also increase the risks for motorists trying
to ascend the hill, or those descending and trying to stop at Edgewood Place, especially with
winter road conditions. Parked vehicles also make snow removal more difficult in this area. The
proposed ordinance will eliminate approximately 2 parking spaces.
E. 4th Street ‐ NO PARKING on northeast 1/2 and southwest 1/2 of 300 block
The Public Works Department received requests from local neighborhood residents requesting
NO PARKING on the northeast 1/2 and southwest 1/2 of 300 block of E. 4th Street. This section
of roadway serves a busy residential and commercial area and sees a considerable amount of
traffic trying to avoid the signal at 2nd and Baker. When vehicles are parked in these areas it
creates difficulties for vehicles turning onto E. 4th Street from Baker Avenue and Lupfer Avenue.
In addition, the roadway is not wide enough for 4 vehicles, so through traffic is forced to wait for
oncoming traffic when vehicles are parked on both sides of the road. The proposed ordinance
will eliminate approximately 3 parking spaces – 1 on the northeast side of the block and 2 on the
southwest.

Financial Requirement
It is not anticipated that this ordinance will result in any additional cost to enforce, nor is it
intended to create additional revenue in parking citations. It is recommended that signs
describing the new designations be ordered and installed in the appropriate areas. These signs
are estimated to cost approximately $250.
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Recommendation
Based on requests from residents, property owners and businesses, and guidance received from
Council on 3/1/2021 staff respectfully recommends Council hold a public hearing and adopt the
attached ordinance to update various parking restrictions as described in this report.
Sincerely,

Craig Workman, P.E.
Director of Public Works
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104 5th St.
Whitefish, MT 59937
February 9, 2021

Honorable Mayor and Council:

I encourage you to think carefully as you consider parking on 4th Street in the
eastern half of the block between Baker and Lupfer. From a traffic congestion and
safety perspective, the original recommendation by Director Workman should guide
your decision-making.

Parking on both sides of 4th in the above referenced half-block should be eliminated
for the following reasons:
• As Director Workman correctly points out, the street is too narrow for
parking on both sides.
• Left turns from Baker onto 4th are potentially dangerous when vehicles are
parked on both sides of the street and a vehicle is descending the hill heading
east.
• This problem is exacerbated in winter when the width of the roadway is
further restricted by snow along the curbs. This reduces the overall width by
about three feet.
• There is further risk when a driver parks on the south side of the street and
opens their door just as an eastbound vehicle begins to slide down the hill.
Add to this scenario a vehicle turning off of Baker, proceeding up the hill at
the same time.
• Recorded accidents are few but near misses are many.
• Parking closest to Baker restricts sight distance for pedestrians using the
crosswalk.
• Drivers parking on the south side of 4th must open a door onto the street and
then walk through the landscaping and over the parking lot curb to reach the
Post Office.
• The Post Office provides twelve additional spaces in their upper lot. The lot is
full only twice a year: Winter Carnival Parade and the Christmas Stroll. Note
that the stairs connecting this lot with the Post Office are covered, providing
ice-free pedestrian access.
• There is no evidence that eliminating the parking will either encourage or
discourage drivers trying to avoid the light at 2nd and Baker. In fact, the City
will most likely encounter increased congestion on Lupfer and 2nd once
construction is complete on that corner, further discouraging drivers from
using Lupfer/4th as a way to avoid the light.

Again, I urge you to consider and approve Director Workman’s original parking
proposal.
Sincerely,
Richard Hildner
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Michelle Howke
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Richard Hildner <richardhildner@icloud.com>
Sunday, February 21, 2021 6:18 PM
Michelle Howke
Photos to go with my letter for the March 1 packet

Vehicles parked on both sides of 4th Street between the Credit Union and Post Office. Note that there is No Parking on
the south side of 4th between Baker and Central. The bottom of the hill in this section is all driveway access and the top
half is posted No Parking.
EXTERNAL SENDER verified by City of Whitefish IT

1
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Sent from my iPhone

2
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City of Whitefish
Department of Public Works
418 E. 2nd Street | PO Box 158
Whitefish, MT 59937
(406) 863-2460 | Fax (406) 863-2419

January 26, 2021

Mayor Muhlfeld and City Councilors
City of Whitefish
Whitefish, Montana

COUNCIL DIRECTION REGARDING
VARIOUS UPDATES TO PARKING RESTRICTIONS
(Spokane Ave ‐ No Parking, Baker Avenue – Add Parking,
Montana Ave ‐ No Parking, E. 4th St ‐ No Parking)

Introduction/History
The Public Works Department receives requests from residents, property owners and businesses
throughout the year to evaluate various traffic and parking restrictions. These requests are
evaluated based on their merits, and requests that require an update to city ordinance are
brought to the City Council occasionally for consideration. Prior to drafting an ordinance and
scheduling a public hearing for its adoption, staff would like some direction from Council on how
you wish to proceed with these requests.

Current Report
Spokane Ave ‐ NO PARKING on the North 1/2 of the 300 block
Council received a request for a new bus stop on the 300 block of Spokane Avenue from the Big
Mountain Commercial Association (BMCA) on 12/2/2020. With changes in the physical structure
of Central Avenue, the path through the center of town has become more dangerous for bus
drivers to safely navigate. Therefore, beginning this year, the SNOW Bus no longer travels on
Central Avenue south of Railway Street and a new stop serving the southern end of the
downtown is needed. In addition to the SNOW Bus, it is intended for this stop to serve other
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transit providers as well. According to BMCA, this location is ideally situated to serve downtown
businesses, residents of nearby neighborhoods, lodging properties, and nearby schools. It is also
in a high visibility area that will help with outreach letting visitors know that there is a free bus
service in town.
According to the Montana Dept. of Transportation, who owns and maintains the roadway,
construction of this stop will necessitate a 150’ landing area to provide sufficient ingress and
egress for busses to get out of the lane of traffic. Doing so will require a NO PARKING zone on
either side of Spokane Avenue, which will eliminate approximately 6 parking spaces – 2 on the
east side of the block and 4 on the west.
Should these parking restrictions be approved by council, design, permitting, and construction of
the new bus stop will be the responsibility of BMCA.

Baker Avenue – ADD PARKING on west side in front of 10 and 16 Baker Ave.
The Public Works Department received a request Rob Stern, owner of 16 Baker Avenue, to ADD
PARKING on the west side of Baker Avenue in front of 10 and 16 Baker Ave. The building at 16
Baker Avenue recently converted to condominiums with commercial space on the first floor and
two lodging units on the second floor. There are two parking spaces in the garage off the alley,
one for each lodging unit. Rob has requested that parking be allowed in front of the building on
Baker Avenue to create approximately 2‐3 additional public parking spaces.
Parking is permitted on both sides of Baker Avenue one block south on the 100 block of Baker
Avenue, and there is room for additional parking in the proposed area. One potential conflict
that could arise from allowing this addition parking is a temporary backup in southbound traffic
coming over the viaduct. This could occur when a vehicle is waiting to turn left into Markus
Foods. Although it is a traffic violation, there is currently enough room for vehicles to pass on
the right. Allowing parking in this area could prevent this from occurring and cause a backup in
traffic that may not occur today.

Montana Ave ‐ NO PARKING on the east side adjacent to 312 Edgewood Place
The Public Works Department received requests from local neighborhood residents requesting
NO PARKING on the east side of Montana Ave adjacent to 312 Edgewood Place. This location is
at the foot of a steep hill, and parking creates difficulties for vehicles turning onto Montana Ave.
from Edgewood Place. Parked vehicles in this location also increase the risks for motorists trying
to ascend the hill, or those descending and trying to stop at Edgewood Place, especially with
winter road conditions. Parked vehicles also make snow removal more difficult in this area.
Creating this NO PARKING Zone will eliminate approximately 2 parking spaces.
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E. 4th Street ‐ NO PARKING on northeast 1/2 and southwest 1/2 of 300 block
The Public Works Department received requests from local neighborhood residents requesting
NO PARKING on the northeast 1/2 and southwest 1/2 of 300 block of E. 4th Street. This section
of roadway serves a busy residential and commercial area and sees a considerable amount of
traffic trying to avoid the signal at 2nd and Baker. When vehicles are parked in these areas it
creates difficulties for vehicles turning onto E. 4th Street from Baker Avenue and Lupfer Avenue.
In addition, the roadway is not wide enough for 4 vehicles, so through traffic is forced to wait for
oncoming traffic when vehicles are parked on both sides of the road. Creating this NO PARKING
Zone will eliminate approximately 3 parking spaces – 1 on the northeast side of the block and 2
on the southwest.

Financial Requirement
It is not anticipated that this ordinance will result in any additional cost to enforce, nor is it
intended to create additional revenue in parking citations. It is recommended that signs
describing the new designations be ordered and installed in the appropriate areas. These signs
are estimated to cost approximately $250.

Recommendation
Should Council wish to see any of these changes take place, it will require a public hearing to
consider an ordinance amending Title 6, Chapter 2, Section 4 regarding Prohibited and Restricted
Parking. Prior to drafting the ordinance, City staff is requesting guidance from Council on how
they wish to proceed.
Sincerely,

Craig Workman, P.E.
Director of Public Works
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December 2, 2020
Dear Whitefish City Council,

I am writing to request a new bus stop in the 300 block of Spokane Avenue.
This stop would necessitate a landing area to alleviate traffic infringements and would measure 150
feet (60’ entrance, 40’ bus, 50’ exit). This location is ideally situated to serve downtown businesses,
residents of nearby neighborhoods, lodging properties and nearby schools. It is also in a high visibility
area that will help with outreach letting visitors to Whitefish know that there is a free bus service in our
town.
With changes in the physical structure of Central Avenue the path through the center of town has
become more dangerous for bus drivers to safely navigate. With the upcoming removal of SNOW Bus
service from Central Avenue a new stop serving the southern end of the downtown is needed. This
stop would serve both Flathead County’s Eagle Transit as well at the SNOW Bus and aligns with the
Whitefish Sustainable Tourism Management Plan and the call for public transportation coordination in
Whitefish. With over 80,000 rides a season the SNOW Bus has a noted impact on traffic alleviation in
Whitefish and the addition of a visible stop serving the southern end of downtown will continue to help
lessen the traffic impacts downtown.
Thank you for considering this move toward integrated public transportation in Whitefish.
Please feel free to contact me with further questions on the Spokane Avenue Bus Stop.
Sincerely,

Jenny Cloutier
Executive Director
Big Mountain Commercial Association
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Oct 4.2020
Council Members
I'm not sure I will get a response to this letter, since none of the other correspondence
has received any, but I want to bring up a traffic problem on the corner of Baker and 4th .

* Many drivers in order to avoid the stop light on Baker/Second St, take Lupfer Ave to 4th and
then take a right onto Baker south.

* Mountain View Manor is located at the West end of 4th St and with the age and health issues
of some of the residents emergency services are often called.

* Whitefish Credit Union drops there drive thru onto 4th St
Problem:
4th St is approximately 40' wide (during summer/fall months)
People working at WCU or going to the post office often park on 4th St.
When both sides of the street are used the traffic entering 4th from Baker and the ones exiting
4th onto Baker create a traffic nightmare. Add snow banks and the narrowing of the road and
you have an even bigger problem.
I have enclosed a diagram to show parking and traffic flow and have applied orange highlighter
to indicate what would logically solve this problem. For some reason the bigger the vehicle,
they park in the smallest spaces blocking driving sights for all. Most vehicles are from 5'-7' wide
so two way traffic becomes a problem.
I am turning this letter and drawing into city hall in hopes something can be done in this matter.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cheri Aronsson
Craig Workman
No parking signs on Montana Avenue
Tuesday, November 10, 2020 3:36:09 PM

Hi Craig,
Thanks for your help on our new curb. We are so happy to finally have it resolved.
Another question: We think that it is absolutely necessary to have No Parking signs at the bottom of Montana
Avenue where is meets Edgewood Place on the East side of the road. There are always at least two cars parked
there almost all the time and it makes it too hard to make the corner when going up the hill and when coming down
to stop at the stop sign at the corner. Especially in the snow. The snow plows have to go around them and when the
snow is deep, or it is icy, it is hard enough to make it up the hill. Traffic has to wait for the uphill or downhill to
pass.
I have spoken to a very nice lady in your office, who assures me that we are not the only neighbors concerned about
this parking problem.
We would love to see the No Parking signs go up asap. Is there anything that we can do to help or expedite the
placement of the signs. What is the next step?
Many thanks, Cheri and Peter Aronsson
862-2704
Sent from my iPad
EXTERNAL SENDER verified by City of Whitefish IT
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Staff Report
To:
From:
Date:
Re:

Mayor John Muhlfeld and City Councilors
Joe Page, Fire Chief
March 1, 2021
Bid award Ambulance

Introduction / History
The Fire Department provides Paramedic level transport ambulance service to an area
larger than the City of Whitefish, the Whitefish Fire Service Area, and the Olney Fire
District per an agreement with the Flathead County EMS system. We provide this
service with a fleet of three ambulances. We run the newest ambulance as our
primary, the next oldest as our secondary, which is typically used for incidents with
multiple patients or during simultaneous ambulance calls, and our oldest is our
reserve used to fill in when one of the newer ambulances is out of service. More
recently we had our reserve ambulance set up to handle the highly contagious
COVID-19 patients.
Current Report
Ambulance calls for service constitute about 70% of the emergency calls that the Fire
Department responds to during the year. Maintaining a fleet of ambulances that are
reliable, equipped with the necessary medical equipment, and provide for the
Firefighter/Paramedic safety has resulted in a Capital Improvement Plan that seeks to
obtain a new ambulance every 3 or 4 years. The oldest ambulance is then sold to
offset the cost of the new ambulance. Our current fleet consists of a 2018, a 2013 and
a 2009.
A bid request was published in the Whitefish Pilot on January 12th and 27th plus the
Daily Interlake on January 17th and 31st. Bid submittals were due February 12th and
opened at 10:00 a.m. There were four submittals received which were reviewed by
the Ambulance Committee against the bid specifications. Horton was the lowest
pecuniary bidder, coming in $178.00 lower than APGAR. However, it is staffs’
opinion that APGAR is the lowest responsible bidder.
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The Whitefish Fire Department has a 2009 Horton in its fleet which is now used as
our reserve ambulance. Fire Department staff has experienced numerous problems
with the multiplexer electrical system in the 2009 Horton and one staff member
experienced similar issues with Horton ambulances while working in Missoula. In
2011/2012, being displeased with the 2009 Horton, the Fire Department wrote
specifications for a new ambulance based upon a Braun Northwest ambulance
specification. Because staff did not have an opportunity to demo a new Horton
ambulance as part of the bid process, there is no way to determine whether the
electrical system issues persist. However, Horton still uses a multiplexer system and
staff isn’t aware of any improvements made.
Additionally, Horton cannot locally service ambulances. For repairs, the ambulance
would have to be sent to Salt Lake City, resulting in an interruption of the Fire
Department’s ability to respond to emergencies. Apgar can locally service
ambulances and provide emergency repairs when needed.
Financial Requirement
The Fire Department’s FY21 budget has $200,000 appropriated for a new ambulance.
While Apgar’s bid came in at $248,780, the specifications did include an Aeroclave
System to assist us with infectious disease decontamination, like COVID-19, that was
not anticipated in the budget. The $48,780 shortfall will be offset by the proceeds
from the sale of our 2009 Ford ambulance, savings in other areas of the Fire
Department Budget, and the receipt of funds from the CARES Act for presumptive
covered wages for our firefighters.
Recommendation
Staff respectfully recommends that the City Council awards a contract to the lowest
responsible bidder, Apgar Ambulance of Kalispell, MT to provide an ambulance as
specified in the bid for $248,780.
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CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
February 23, 2021
COVID-19 PANDEMIC
The Flathead City-County Health Department continues to provide vaccinations to individuals in
Tier 1B by appointment only. If you meet the requirements for Tier 1B you can fill out a form
online here or call the COVID-19 Vaccine line at 406-751-8119 and leave a voicemail. Individuals
are asked to leave a voicemail with their name, date of birth, and phone number, and the Health
Department will return calls to schedule appointments based on weekly vaccine allotments. Calls
for scheduling will be returned in the order in which they are received, and individuals should only
leave one voicemail.
On February 17, 2021, the City and North Valley Hospital executed an MOU for City volunteers
to provide assistance for non-clinical positions at the Whitefish COVID-19 Vaccination Clinics
held on Thursdays at Grouse Mountain Lodge. Volunteers are scheduled to start helping at the
clinics on February 25th. For the Whitefish location, all vaccination appointments must be
scheduled through the Health Department as described above.
As directed by the City Council on February 16th, staff is in the process of preparing an emergency
ordinance that will continue to allow the use of remote meetings by the City Council and other
committees. The proposed emergency ordinance will be included for your consideration at the
March 15, 2021, City Council meeting. The expiration of current Emergency Ordinance 20-18 is
set for March 21, 2021.
MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE SESSION
We continue to monitor numerous bills for potential impacts to the City. As of today, there have
been over 600 House Bills and 360 Senate Bills introduced with more to come. Below are some
of the bills that are of significant importance or interest:
HB86 would have provided for the option to have a regional fire authority and was tabled in
committee. This may have been an option to consider when providing fire services in the WFSA
and City, but it is likely dead.
HB137 generally revises vaping and alternative nicotine product laws. This bill has passed the
House and was transmitted to the Senate. The Senate has referred it to Committee and no action
has been taken to-date. If passed by the Senate, this bill would prohibit the City from having an
ordinance that is more restrictive than State law regarding the sale and marketing of all vaping
products, including flavored products. With this bill having made it through the House, staff has
delayed the preparation of the flavored tobacco products ordinance until the first meeting in April
unless directed to proceed more expeditiously by the City Council.
HB257 would eliminate the City’s face covering ordinance. A recent amendment to the bill now
makes it retroactive so any previously adopted ordinances would be unenforceable. The bill has
passed the House and had its first reading in the Senate on February 19, 2021.
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HB259 prohibits inclusionary zoning and would eliminate the City’s Legacy Homes Program. The
bill passed the House Local Government Committee and the House. The first reading in the Senate
was on February 17, 2021, and it was referred to the Senate Local Government Committee the
same day. The City adamantly opposes this bill and will provide similar comments to the Senate
Local Government Committee.
HB395 would prohibit the creation of new zoning districts during a governor declared state of
emergency but does allow for interim zoning ordinances. With the effective date retroactive to
January 1, 2020, there are unknown consequences of previously approved voluntary annexations
and the related zoning applied during the last year.
HB435 revises the civil liability laws for governments related to COVID-19. Similar to SB65 that
limited civil liability for businesses and was signed into law by Governor Gianforte, this bill does
basically the same for government entities. This bill passed the House Judiciary Committee.
HB473 would generally revise resort tax laws for resort tax areas and resort tax area districts. As
currently drafted, this bill would not impact the City’s resort tax since we are a resort community,
not area.
HB531 would prohibit qualified immunity as a defense for all public employees. This was referred
to the Judiciary Committee and we are researching the potential impacts from this bill.
HB550 would establish presumption in workers compensation for COVID-19 for essential
employees. This could increase our workers compensation rates if passed.
SB161 would allow for certain subdivision to qualify for an expedited review process. We do not
strongly support or oppose this bill.
SB313 would provide for a local option tax that requires voter approval and may not exceed 4%.
This bill was referred to the Taxation Committee and likely has an uphill battle as in prior years.
The local option tax is a desire of many communities that see tourism and exceed the population
limits of resort tax.
There also appears to be two tax increment bills that will be introduced this week, but the impacts
to future TIF Districts in Whitefish do not appear to be significant if passed as drafted. We are also
monitoring bills related to the recent legalization of recreational marijuana, which could impact
how we proceed with any zoning changes related to the sale of marijuana in City limits.
If interested, you can monitor what bills are being tracked by the MLCT here.
MEETINGS
The City has reached a tentative agreement with the Montana Federation of Public Employees:
Police Protective Association. The following are some highlights tentatively agreed to in the
collective bargaining agreement for the next three years:
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•
•

•
•

•

A one-time market rate adjustment of 5% is included for FY22 to correct the wages of
police officers and bring them within the market range in Flathead County and other
Montana municipalities.
FY22 also includes a 1.5% cost of living adjustment and a 2% Step (longevity). This wage
adjustment is the anticipated results of the current wage formula utilized for most City
employees and takes into consideration expected increases in the tax base for FY22, a
reappraisal year.
FY23 and FY24 wages will be adjusted based on the formula previously utilized with the
cap reduced to 3.5% compared to the cap of 4% provided for in the previous contract. A
floor of 0% remains intact.
A Random Drug Testing Program is expected to be developed with representation from
management and the union. The intent is to have all safety sensitive positions subject to
the program. We do have a tentative agreement from the IAFF Local 3995 to also
participate in the program.
Police officers continue to earn personal time off for all City holidays since they are unable
to take those days off work. A maximum accrual of 300 hours (equivalent to 2-years) will
be placed on personal time-off accruals per officer for FY22-FY24. In the past there has
been no limit to the hours accrued so we currently have significant unfunded liabilities
outstanding that become due and payable should any officer retire or terminate
employment. The required pay-out of any hours earned in excess of the maximum accrual
will add cost to the City moving forward, but this is the first step in addressing the unfunded
outstanding liabilities related to leave accruals of employees and demonstrates an
improvement in financial sustainability.

Negotiations with the International Association of Fire Fighters: Local 3995 are ongoing. Our next
scheduled meeting is on March 31, 2021.
NEXT CITY COUNCIL MEETING
The next City Council meeting will be held remotely via WebEx on Monday, March 15th. The
work session is tentatively scheduled for the City Council to review the proposed pilot parking
permit program to be offered downtown this coming summer.
Respectfully submitted,
Dana M. Smith, CPA
City Manager
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Draft City of Whitefish
FY22 Budget Calendar
February 1

Finance Director begins updating budget spreadsheets and budgeting software, updating
historical budget data, and estimating final year end revenues and expenditures for FY21
and forecasting revenues for FY22.

March 1

Finance Director submits budget preparation instructions and materials to all Department
Heads.

March

City Manager meets with Mayor and Council members to get preliminary comments on
budget.

Mar 22

All Department Directors submit individual updated 5-year capital improvements plan and
estimates of expenditures and revenues to the Finance Director.

April 1

Optional notice deadline for City Council or Municipal Judge to submit request for an adjustment
in Municipal Judge’s compensation other than automatic cost of living. (Ordinance)

April 5

Finance Director to submit draft of newly compiled 5-year capital improvements plan to City
Manager.

April

Throughout the month City Manager and Finance Director meet with Department Directors to
review and refine proposed budget and capital improvements plan.

May 1

City Manager to provide Municipal Judge with proposed “status quo” Municipal Court Budget.

May 3

Preliminary budget document and 5-year capital improvements plan is distributed to the Mayor
and City Council.

May 15

Municipal Judge’s deadline to submit his Municipal Court budget proposal. (Ordinance)

June 1

Tentative Budget Meeting - City Manager presents proposed budget to Mayor and City
Council. Department Directors, other than Public Works, present budgets and capital
improvements plan updates.

June 14

Tentative Budget Meeting – Public Works and Municipal Court present budgets and capital
improvements plan updates.

June 21

Preliminary public hearing. City Council considers adoption of Preliminary Budget.

July 1

City begins fiscal year using preliminary budget as approved by the City Council.

August 2

DOR to submit Certified Taxable Value to City and Finance Director to update Property
Tax Budget.

August 4 & 11 Advertise notice of public hearing on final budget for August 16, 2021.
August 16

Public hearing on capital improvements plan and FY22 Budget. Final budget adopted by
resolution.
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The following pages were handed out at the City Council meeting the night of the meeting. They are
included here as an addendum to the packet.

February 28, 2021
Dear Members of Whitefish City Council,
Hello, my name is Hannah. I have been a wildland firefighter with the US Forest Service here in
the Flathead Valley for five years. I live in the Cedar Haven Apartments in Whitefish, on
Colorado Ave, close to the viaduct. My apartment building is 16 units and is made up of the
working class people of Whitefish. Those living in our apartment complex include service
workers, firefighters, families, and half of the units are occupied by elderly and retired folks that
have raised their families in Whitefish.
Last week, someone bought our apartment building and we will be evicted within 90 days. Our
apartment building is one of the few affordable housing units in Whitefish. We will be evicted
so that the new owner can remodel the unit into luxury condos. Many of us living here do not
have alternative living options, as the rental market in Whitefish and the Valley as a whole is
slim to non-existent, especially in the affordable realm. On the Craigslist apartments/housing
page, you will find less posts of actual housing, and more posts on the local workforce looking
for housing. Veterans, healthcare workers, service workers, firefighters, and our elderly are
being displaced by the money that is flowing into the Valley. Locals talk of leaving because of
the current rental inventory. Taken together, the working class that runs this resort town is being
driven out. We have an affordable housing crisis on our hands in Whitefish and it is
exacerbated by the pandemic and by the wealthy elite that flock here.
The migration of money and those with money into the Valley during the pandemic is quickly
shifting the social makeup of our community in ways that we may not be able to reverse without
immediate attention to this issue. I feel a sense of community in this place and within the local
firefighting workforce of which I am a part of, but I am afraid that I will have to leave. Housing
options in Whitefish and the Valley do not reflect the income of the people that live here,
including those of my workforce and I.
I write to you to ask if there is an eviction moratorium that can be issued to protect us in Cedar
Haven Apartments from being evicted during a global pandemic. The flux of money into our
Valley is causing a great schism, and action needs to be taken immediately to address the gap.
It is wrong that a wealthy vacationer can evict the local workforce during a pandemic. This
eviction is not because the buildings are hazardous and need urgent repair, but rather for the
goal of profit in a time when many locals are already financially stressed and unable to find
alternative housing options.
Please consider my request, and thank you for your time and consideration. My phone number
is
in case you would like to discuss this issue with me further.
Thank you,
Hannah Perno

