PUBLIC NOVEMEERE®
MEETING 6:00~7:30PM

Whitefish Downtown O'SHAUGHNESSY
Business District CENTER
Draft Master Plan 2014

COME AND GIVE US YOUR INPUT ON

SUGGESTED UPDATES TO THE DOWNTOWN MASTER PLAN
The Meeting Agenca:

PRESENTATION

* Introductions-John Mubhlfeld, Mayor, City of Whitefish

= Downtown Master Plan Process Update & Overview

* New Land Use and Transportation Concepts

WORKSHOP
Questions, Comments and Discussion

Filf'Out Meeting Response Sheet

Opening Introduction by Presented by
the City of Whitefish "‘( CRANDALL ARAMBULA
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Public Meeting Agenda

Part 1 - Presentation
1) Introductions

2) Downtown Master Plan Process Update &
Overview

3) New Land Use and Transportation Concepts

Part 2 - Workshop

1) Questions, Comments, and Discussion
2) Fill Out Response Sheets

3) Adjourn



THE NEW YORK TIMES REAL ESTATE sunpav, JULY 24, 2005

JOURNAL OF OOMMERCE

A Gritty Midwest City Is Reinventing Itself As a
Colony for Artists

By ROBERT SHAROFF, Published: July 24, 2005

i Dol Ané

Portland Firm Beats National Competition

11/5/2002 Rich Riegel www.djc-or.com

Posted Wednesday, March 22, 2006
= Making downtown pedestrian friendly. Council approves downtown master plan
» Creating a balanced transportation system.
*» Connecting downtown with the surounding By RICHARD HANNERS, Whitefish Pilot
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Representative Projects

Downtown Revitalization Master Plans

=  Fairbanks, Alaska

=  Oak Park, lllinois

= Portland, Oregon

=  Missoula, Montana

= Casper, Wyoming

= Lincoln, Nebraska

= Santa Fe, New Mexico
=  Bismarck, North Dakota
= Knoxville, Tennessee

= Racine, Wisconsin

= Vancouver, Washington



Why Plan ?

Planning is about change:
= Preventing undesirable change and

= Encouraging desirable change



Whitefish
Downtown
Business District
Master Plan

Crandall Arambula PC
December 2005
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Central Avenue Improvements




'¢ SECOND ST/

2nd Street Improvements
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New Construction
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Downtown Investment Summary

Private Investment (Actual, 2005/2012)

= Renovated Retail S 1.2Mill.
= New Retail - 30,000 SF S 8.0 Mill.
Private Investment (Projected, After 2012)

= Renovated Retail - 156,000 SF S 8.0 Mill.
= New Retail - 110,000 SF $16.5 Mill.
= Commercial or Second Floor Housing — 110,000 SF  $16.5 Mill.
= Hotel S 7.4 Mill.
Total Private (Actual & Projected) $57.6 Mill.



Downtown Investment Summary

Private Investment (Actual, 2005/2012)
= Renovated Retail

= New Retail - 30,000 SF

Private Investment (Projected, After 225

Hotz . @ $ 7.4 Mill.
. $57.6 Mill.



DOWNTOWN WHITEFISH
BUSINESS DISTRICT

Master Plan
SPRING 2013
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TRANSPORTATION
FRAMEWORK
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Transportation
Framework
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Proposed Bike Route
(Spokane Ave)

Adopted Bike Master Plan—Non-Motorized Facilities
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Existing Spokane Avenue (Not Surveyed)




The cultural resource

A e A surveys have identified 30

Existing || | - o5 i o individual properties

Historical [ g, emmmm. = determined to be eligible
it | N for the National Register of

Historic Places and/or

contributing properties to a

potential historic residential

district.

Improving the existing
highway could also
indirectly alter the visual
and aesthetic character of
the areas surrounding

these resources.

Whitefish Urban Corridor Study of
US 93, pg 2-21

Environmental and Community Resources Issue



Spokane Avenue Impacts



J

s

N

ST
11’ from Back | pssl bisty piam. DIAM. &pisT VYD
of Sidewalk %" 244 || @3 : 10’ 1” from Back
v sl @] a5 /1\ ]\/ of Sidewalk
36" " 36" “3 3 P @
e Al‘ A3 & L glbl.
%‘l q"ell ‘?" ’—i > - ;
e M = s &l 6"
45-6 IO" 8’4"' qq_l 0”
1’0" 6" 4v || @®@|34 '
el ®|j 24" w'L" 26T
41 Fy 4" q ' / " /5; '
48| @ ac" <! 193" "
245" (" 910" 3" @ |35 49 e!| .4+ g g 307°'3"
296°6" 210" || @[3 2| @7 § 0 3T
sl@lt 4« g'zv  aso’
320'3" 6" 14" || @ |37 ‘
. ] » : 290 3"
sseer 0'at v ||@fss O] 24" F
e " A " ] » 510' lb.
Sniidl q 19| 53| O] a4 7 b
fopiite ¥ |® (37
t ¢ i
w1 vl gl
4! I s ol ‘ ) o
44 93" s | ® }4; 54& 36 ' 455' 4"
774 L R

(e ST

—

.Y -

Spokane Avenue—Preliminary Tree Survey (5th to 6th)
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2010 Urban Corridor Study—Contira-Flow Configuration



Contra-

2 Flow

4 c;gt:va- Ut U1t T) Off-Street

— Protected

l 1 1 ' _ On-Street Bikeway (6™
l% I;i)kne-sl.i;izis | Bike Lanes

io Depot)
- N t ) 11
/ Seventh P 4
Street
S:;::z:h Cro;::ver
(TBD)

Crossover ‘ ‘
|\ \
LT 1 )
‘ «— + Thirteenth
Thirteenth = Street —
Street Crossover
l l n Crossover luﬁ (TBD) lu"
2010 Urban Corridor 2010 Urban Corridor 2014 Downtown
Study- Contra Flow Study- Mod. Alt. C Offset Master Plan (Draft)
(MDT/City) ‘New’ Configuration (CA)

(MDT/City)
Baker/Spokane Alternatives




99 ———9-9
4 “Pow || Yty
! = '
1% orheet
= Wit
Seventh
Street
Crossover ‘
it "
# Thirteenth :
“ n Crii;::\ter

"

I

?

Wit

On-Street
Bike Lanes

£5
v

Seventh
Street
Crossover
(TBD)

Thirteenth
Street

Crossover
(TBD)

x
”5 it
i

Contra-
Flow

Off-Street
Protected
Bikeway (6™
’ro Depot)

!

2010 Urban Corridor
Study- Contra Flow
(MDT/City)

2010 Urban Corridor
Study- Mod. Alt. C Offset

‘New’ Configuration

(MDT/City)

2014 Downtown
Master Plan (Draft)

(CA)

Baker/Spokane Alternatives



r ._. @ - L o ‘—. . Two

1= = —> l Lanes
Contra- ; T oy

Flow Wt J|1t | L Off-Street

1 el Protected
l 1 l ' On-Street Bikeway (6™

l% (?n-Sireei | Bike Lanes
Bike Lanes :

’ro Depot)
- N t ) 11
/ Seventh P 4
Street
S:;::z:h Cro;::ver
(TBD)

Crossover ‘ ‘
|\ \
LT 1 )
‘ «— + Thirteenth
Thirteenth = Street —
Street Crossover
l l n Crossover luﬁ (TBD) lu"
2010 Urban Corridor 2010 Urban Corridor 2014 Downtown
Study- Contra Flow Study- Mod. Alt. C Offset Master Plan (Draft)
(MDT/City) ‘New’ Configuration (CA)

(MDT/City)
Baker/Spokane Alternatives




Potential Bicycle Facilities
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Protected Bikeways Bike Lanes Mixed Traffic Lanes
(Cycle Track) (Bike Boulevards)



Paint-on-the-Street Bike Lanes



Potential Bike Riders

33%

Capable but No Way—No How

40% Potential Mode Split with Protected Bikeway

Strong & Fearless + Capable but Cautious

Will ride with auto traffic Will NOT ride with auto traffic
(will ride within on-street bike (will only ride on protected bikeway)
lanes and on bike boulevards)




Potential Bike Riders
7% 60% 33%

Strong

& Capable but No Way—No How
Fearless

Jill NOT ride with auto traffic
ill only ride on protected bikeway)




Protected

Bike Lane Parking

Missoula Example — Bicycles Protected from T-raffic



Protected from Traffic



Reduce Roadway
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Two Lane Option with Protected Bikeway
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New Two-Way
Protected Bikeway

Contra Flow or
Two Lane

12’ Multi Use Path

Existing Multi Use !
_ Path

Whitefish Promenade (6™ Street to 3'd Street)




2nd

Maintain All Existing Highway
93 Roadway Intersection

Improvements
[
Address Proposed
5 e Hotel Protected
= o )
e X Bikeway Issues
o &

3rd

Protected Bikeway (2"9 to Depot)



11’ Sidewalk/Bikeway
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Block 46—Bikeway/Hotel Concept
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Existing Spokane Avenue (South of 2nd Street Intersection)



Two-Way Protected
Bikeway New Sidewalk

Block 46-
Proposed Hotel
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Parking Lot

11’ Easement or ROW
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Whitefish Promenade (South of 2nd Street Intersection)



Railway

Existing City
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Whitefish Promenade (2" to Railway)



Railway
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13’ at Intersection

2

Maintain Existing
Sidewalk

Existing City
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: Relocate Sidewalk

Around Existing Trees

Whitefish Promenade (2" to Railway)



Railway

Convert Angled Parking to Parallel
(Lose 11 Spaces)

< Remove Parallel Parking

(Lose 6 Spaces)

Existing City
Parking Lot

Future Parking
Structure

Whitefish Promenade (2" to Railway)



Montana
Hair Studio

Existing Spokane Avenue (15 to Railway)
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No Change to
Existing Sidewalk

Whitefish Promenade (15 to Railway)



Convert Angled
Parking to Parallel
(Lose 11 Spaces)

¥ Reduce Lane Width |
13.5'to 11'

Whitefish Promenade (15 to Railway)



Whitefish Promenade (15 to Railway)
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Possible Sidewalk
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Whitefish Promenade (15 to Railway)
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Existing Sidewalk

23'

23'

Existing Viaduct

Existing Sidewalk




Existing Sidewalk

No Change

Concrete Barrier

Narrow Each Travel
Lane by 2’ 6

Multi-use trail

20| 6"

Whitefish Promenade (Viaduct)



Planters and
Concrete Barrier Add Light Poles

Multi-use trail

Narrow Each Travel
Lane by 6’ 4"

Whitefish Promenade (Viaduct)
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Pedestrian Framework
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VFW

Real Estate

Office

Existing 15' Avenue (Baker to Lupfer)
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Mid-Block Curb
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Sidewalk
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Potential New
Development

Widened Sidewalk

No Change

Proposed 1st Avenue (Baker to Lupfer)—Alternative 1
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Potential New
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Proposed 1st Avenue (Baker to Lupfer)—Alternative 2
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Proposed 1st Avenue (Baker to Lupfer)—Alternative 3
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Block 26—Retail Anchor Alternative 2
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Response Sheet
Whitefish Downtown Master Plan Refinement
Stakeholders and Public Meeting
November 19 and 20, 2013

IDENTIFY YOUR PREFERENCE

FUNDAMENTAL CONCEPT YES OTHER

[ EI [
BICYCLE FRAMEWORK YES OTHER

EIEIE]

WHITEFISH PROMENADE (SPOKANE AVENUE SEGMENT) PICK ONE

ALTERNATIVE1 ALTERNATIVE 2 ALTERNATIVE 3
2010 Urban Corridor Study— Contra-Flow with Two Lane with
Contra-Flow with Bike Lanes Protected Bikeway Protected Bikeway

WHITEFISH PROMENADE (BAKER VIADUCT) PICK ONE
ALTERNATIVE 1 ALTERNATIVE 2

Widen Sidewalk with Concrete Widened Sidewalk with Barrier
Barrier Planters, and Decorative Lighting

SHOPPING EMPHASIS FRAMEWORK YES OTHER

DDEI

1ST STREET SHOPPING EMPHASIS IMPROVEMENTS PICK ONE
ALTERNATIVE 1 ALTERNATIVE 2 ALTERNATIVE 3
Sidewalk Enhancements Only Sidewalk Enhancements & Sidewalk Enhancements,

Widened Travel Lanes Widened Travel Lanes &
Angled Parking

RETAIL FRAMEWORK YES OTHER

EIDEI

Please wiite your comments below—for additional comments use bacl

Response Sheet
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SSSSS T é‘ :
ﬁ L L : :f
Zlinassingyy |

§ Whitefish Promenade
N ETT TS LI
[ . JL _H
= /] Dl %
/L w7 =
o il
Connectors ‘ O‘“e‘

c =il
r “TDDDDDDDF

Bicycle Framework— 2014 (Proposed)




: Widen Roadway
Trees will need (by 9'curb to

to be Removed curb)
for Widening

Trees will be
need to be
Removed for
Widening

i

Narrowed
Parkway

I'ﬁ
‘. Q—KF
' On-street
Bike Lanes
—1_

Whitefish Promenade—Contra-Flow Configuration



Reduce Roadway
Trees will need to be (by 1’ curb to curb)
Removed for
Relocated Curb Line

Trees can
Possibly be

\ ¥ Saved
_/‘\ .

L
— ~\{

o

Narrow
Parkway

Off-street
Protected

Whitefish Promenade - Contra Flow with Protected Bikeway



Trees will
Remain

Trees can
Possibly be
Saved

No Change to
Existing Parkway

Off-street
Protected

Whitefish Promenade - Two Lane with Protected Bikeway



Existing Sidewalk
No Change

Concrete Barrier

Narrow Each Travel

Lane by 2’ §”

Widen Sidewalk

to 12’

Whitefish Promenade (Baker Viaduct)



Planters and
Concrete Barrier Add Light Poles

Widen Sidewalk
to 12’

Narrow Each Travel
Lane by 6’ 4"

Whitefish Promenade (Baker Viaduct)



‘ § J@IQD%I [ Q
2 iy alle=

QDUI;H-—

EEEEEEE

Shopping Emphasis Framework



New Lighti 9 B Potential New

Aid-Block Curt D Development

Mid-Block Curb \\\ evelopme
Extensions

Widened Sidewalk

Widened
Sidewalk

Real Estate
Office

No Change

15T Street Shopping Emphasis- Sidewalk Enhancement Only



. Potential New

\\\
New Lighting and S Development
Mid-Block Curb ) i
Extensions Widened \\\
Sidewalk ~.

Widened
Sidewalk

Widened
Travel Lanes

Real Estate
Office

Requires 4’
Easement or ROW
Acquisition

15T Street Shopping Emphasis- Sidewalk Enhancements &
Widened Travel Lanes



Convert Parallel -
New Lighting and Pﬂrkir;g :Iz :«gngled - . \
Mid-Block Curb | Widened Potential Nev
Extensions Sidewalk Development

—
~

Widened
Sidewalk

.

o

Widened
Travel Lanes

Real Estate
Office

| v Requires14’
- Easement or ROW
Acquisition

15T Street Shopping Emphasis- Sidewalk Enhancements &

Widened Travel Lanes & Angled Parking
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Process & Schedule

2014

October | November| December

2015

January

February

Transportation Framework

1.1 Update the Auto/Truck Framework
1.2 Update the Pedestrian Framework
1.3 Update the Bicycle Framework

Implementation Framework
3.3 Anchor Retail Concept

Executive Summary
4.4 Build-Out Executive Summary

City Hall Design Analysis

5.1 Conceptual Plans

5.2 Schematic Plans and Elevations

5.3 Design Development Plans and Elevations
5.4 Contract Documents

Master Plan Document

6.1 Prepare Draft Master Plan
6.2 Prepare Final Master Plan

Meetings
Committees, Public Council, Stakeholders

Conference Calls (As Required)

CONCEPTS

CONCEPTS

REFINE

CONCEPTS REFINE

CONCEPTS

REFINE

q—

Nov|/19/20

1)

Dec 1 Dec 1

MDT

Ped/Bik# Comm. Planninq Board

Jan 14/15

Feb 17
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