RESOLUTION NO. 16-036

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF MILPITAS
APPROVING CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. UP16-0015 TO ALLOW A SHARED
PARKING EXCEPTION FOR A 24 HOUR FITNESS CENTER LOCATED WITHIN
ONE OF THE BUILDINGSIN MILPITASTOWN CENTER AT 749 E. CALAVERAS
BLVD. (APN: 026-05-024)

WHEREAS, on July 5, 2016, Tracy Lum of MCG Architecture submitted a Conditional
Use Permit application (UP16-0015) on behalf of Shapell Properties to alow a shared parking
exception for afitness center for one of the buildings within the Milpitas Town Center, located at
749 E. Caaveras Blvd. The project islocated within the Town Center Zoning district; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Division completed an environmental assessment for the
Project in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and recommends
that the Planning Commission determine this project categorically exempt under CEQA; and

WHEREAS, on September 14, 2016, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed
public hearing on the subject application, and considered evidence presented by City staff, the
applicant, and other interested parties.

NOW THEREFORE, the Planning Commission of the City of Milpitas hereby finds,
determines and resolves as follows:

Section 1: The Planning Commission has duly considered the full record before it, which
may include but is not limited to such things as the City staff report, testimony by staff and the
public, and other materials and evidence submitted or provided to the Planning Commission.
Furthermore, the recitals set forth above are found to be true and correct and are incorporated
herein by reference.

Section 2: The project is categorically exempt from further environmental review
pursuant to Class 3, Section 15301 (Existing Facilities) of the Guidelines for the California
Environmental Quality Act in that the project entails a shared parking exception to our current
parking standards established by City Code within an existing facility that requires negligible
expansion of the existing use.

Section 3: Conditional Use Permit [Section XI-10-57.04(F)(1)] — The Planning
Commission makes the following findings based on the evidence in the public record in
support of Conditional Use Permit No. UP16-0015:

a. The proposed use, at the proposed location will not be detrimental or injurious to
property or improvements in the vicinity nor to the public health, safety, and general
welfare; and
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The project meets this finding in that the parking lot that serves the 749 E. Calaveras Blvd.
parcel (also known as the Mervyn's parcel) has 657 parking spaces. Based upon shared parking
analysis discussed within the staff report, the Mervyn’s parcel will only need 445 out of its 657
parking spaces to accommodate peak parking demand generated by the combination of a fitness
center and retail uses. As demonstrated in the shared parking analysis completed by Hexagon
Transportation Consultants, Inc., dated May 20, 2016 (incorporated as Exhibit 2), a shared
parking exception to allow the proposed fitness center and retail uses on the Mervyn’s parcel will
not be detrimental or injurious to property or improvements within the vicinity.

b.

The project is consistent with the Milpitas General Plan.

The project meets this finding because it is consistent with the following General Plan policies:

2.a-G-2 Maintain a relatively compact urban form. Emphasize mixed-use devel opment
to the extent feasible, to achieve service efficiencies from compact development patterns
and to maximize job development and commercial opportunities near residential

devel opment.

The proposed project is consistent with the underlying commercial designation in that the
project will encourage quality urban infill to achieve service efficiencies and commercial
opportunities near residential development.

2.a-G-4 The Town Center will be the “ heart” of Milpitas’ Civic, cultural, business, and
professional life.

The addition of the proposed fitness center at the Town Center will broaden the site's
accessibility to a wider range of audiences, further bolstering the Town Center’'s
importance in an effort to provide goods and services to the citizens of Milpitas.

2.a-1-7 Provide opportunities to expand employment, participate in partnerships with
local business to facilitate communication, and promote business retention.

The proposed project is consistent with the Milpitas' economic development plan in that
its integration into the site will foster business relationships within the Town Center, as
well as provide employment opportunities and business partnerships to community
members on its premises.

2.a-1-27 Develop the Town Center as an architecturally distinctive mixed use complex
which will add to Milpitas' identity and image.

The addition of the proposed fitness center includes a quality facade upgrade that
increases the architectural distinctiveness of the space, in order to solidify the Town
Center’s status as a true mixed use space important to the community members and the
City.

The project is consistent with the Milpitas Zoning Ordinance.
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The project is consistent with this finding because the proposed uses are permitted, per Milpitas
Municipal Code Table X1-10-5.02-1, and the project meets al development standards, with the
exception of existing parking standards. If those parking standards are too stringent, Milpitas
Municipal Code Section X1-10-53.11 allows the anaysis of shared parking strategies that may
result in more efficient land use based on procedures established by the Urban Land Institute
Shared Parking Report or Institute of Traffic Engineers (ITE) Shared Parking Guidelines. The
applicant has provided and the City has reviewed such a report, as prepared by Hexagon
Transporation Consultants, Inc. and dated May 20, 2016. The Planning Commission finds that
the report demonstrates that there is sufficient parking for the proposed fithess center and retail
USEs.

Section 4: The Planning Commission of the City of Milpitas hereby adopts Resolution
No. 16-036 approving Conditional Use Permit No. UP16-0015, based on the above Findings and
Conditions of Approva attached hereto as Exhibit 1 and incorporated herein.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Planning Commission of the City of
Milpitas on September 14, 2016.

Chair
TOWIT:
| HEREBY CERTIFY that the following resolution was duly adopted at a regular meeting of

the Planning Commission of the City of Milpitas on September 14, 2016 and carried by the
following roll call vote:

COMMISSIONER AYES | NOES | ABSENT | ABSTAIN

Sudhir Mandd

Rajeev Madnawat

Hon Lien

Larry Ciardella

Ray Maglalang

ZeyaMohsin (Alternate)

Demetress Morris

Gurdev Sandhu
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EXHIBIT 1
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FOR
SHARED PARKING EXCEPTION FOR A FITNESS CENTER PER

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. UP16-0015, LOCATED WITHIN THE MILPITAS

TOWN CENTER AT 749 E. CALAVERASBLVD. (APN: 026-05-024)

General Conditions

1.

Genera Compliance. The applicant, including all successorsin interest (collectively “Permittee”)
shall comply with each and every condition set forth in this Permit. This Conditional Use Permit
No. UP16-0015 (“Permit”) shall have no force or effect and no building permit shall be issued
unless and until al things required by the below-enumerated precedent conditions have been
performed or caused to be performed and this Resolution has been recorded by the Permittee
with the Santa Clara County’s Recorder Office and a copy shall be provided to the Planning
Division.

Effective Date. Unless there is a timely appeal filed in accordance with the Milpitas Zoning
Code, the date of approva of this Permit is the date on which the decision-making body
approved this Permit.

Acceptance of Permit. Should Permittee fail to file a timely appea within twelve (12) calendar
days of the date of approval of this Permit, inaction by Permittee shall be deemed to constitute
each of the following:

1. Acceptance of this Permit by Permittee; and

2. Agreement by the Permittee to be bound by, comply with, and to do al things required of
or by Permittee pursuant to all of the terms, obligations, and conditions of this Permit.

Permit Expiration. Pursuant to Section X1-10-64.06 of the Milpitas Municipal Code, this Permit
shall become null and void if the activity permitted by this Permit is not commenced within two
(2) years from the date of approval, or for a project submitted with a tentative map, within the
time limits of the approved tentative map. Pursuant to Section X1-10-64.06(B) of the Milpitas
Municipa Code, an activity permitted by this Permit shall be deemed to have commenced when
the project:

a. Completes a foundation associated with the project; or

b. Dedicates any land or easement as required from the zoning action; or

c. Complies with al lega requirements necessary to commence the use, or obtains an
occupancy permit, whichever is sooner.

Time Extension. Pursuant to Section XI-10-64.07 of the Milpitas Municipal Code, unless
otherwise provided by State law, Permittee shall have the right to request a one-time extension of
the Permit if the request is made in writing to the Planning Division prior to the expiration date
of the approval. (P)
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10.

11.

Project Job Account. If Permittee’s project job account is a any time delinquent or below the
required deposit amount, City will not continue to review or process the application until
Permittee’s private job account is paid in full and the required deposit has been made.
Additionally, prior to the issuance of any building permit or occupancy permit, as applicable,
Permittee shall pay in full the project account balance and establish a remaining balance of at
least twenty-five percent (25%) of the required initial deposit.

Notice. Pursuant to California Government Code Section 66020, any protest filed in court
relating to the imposition of fees, dedication, reservations, or other exactions to be imposed on
the development project shall be filed within ninety (90) days after the date of the adoption of
this Resolution. This provision serves as notice from the local agency to the Permittee that the
ninety (90) day period in which the applicant may file a protest has begun under California
Government Code Section 66020(d)(1).

Cost and Approval. Permittee shall fully complete and satisfy each and every condition set forth
in this Resolution and any other condition applicable to the project to the sole satisfaction of the
City. Additionally, Permittee shall be solely responsible and liable for the cost to satisfy each
and every condition. Permittee shall pay all required fees and charges to the City at the rate in
effect at time of building permit issuance, or, the rate in effect when the fees and charges are due
and paid in full to the City. Thereis no vesting of any fees or charges with the adoption of this
Resolution.

Conditions. Each and every condition set forth in this Exhibit shall apply to the project and
continue to apply to the project so long as the Permittee is operating the project under the permits
and approvalsin this Resolution.

Compliance with Laws. The construction, use, and all related activity authorized under this
Permit shall comply with al applicable local, state, and federal laws, rules, regulations,
guidelines, requirements, and policies, and in conformance with the approved conditional use
permit. (CA/P)

Indemnification. To the fullest extent permitted by law, Permittee shall indemnify, defend with
counsel of the City’s choosing, and hold harmless City, its City Council, its boards and
commissions, officials, officers, employees, and agents from and against any and all claims,
demands, obligations, damages, actions, causes of action, suits, losses, judgments, fines,
penalties, liabilities, costs and expenses (including without limitation, attorney's fees,
disbursements and court costs) of every kind and nature whatsoever which may arise from or in
any manner relate (directly or indirectly) to (i) City's approval of the project, including but not
limited to, the approva of the discretionary permits, maps under the Subdivison Map Act,
and/or the City's related determinations or actions under the California Environmental Quality
Act, and (ii) Permittee’'s construction, operation, use, or related activity under this Permit. This
indemnification shall include, but not be limited to, damages awarded against the City, if any,
costs of suit, attorneys' fees, and other expenses incurred in connection with such claim, action,
causes of action, suit or proceeding whether incurred by applicant, City, and/or the parties
initiating or bringing such proceeding. Permittee shall indemnify the City for al of City's costs,
attorneys' fees, and damages which City incurs in enforcing the indemnification provisions set
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12.

13.

14.

forth in this condition. Permittee shall pay to the City upon demand or, as applicable, to counsel
of City’s choosing, any amount owed pursuant to the indemnification requirements prescribed in
this condition. Permittee shall enter into an indemnification agreement with the City that
incorporates the provisions of this condition prior to commencing the use authorized in this
Permit.

Revocation, Suspension, Modification. This Permit may be suspended, revoked, or modified in
accordance with Section X1-10-63.06 of the Milpitas Zoning Code.

Severability. If any term, provision, or condition of this Permit is held to be illega or
unenforceable by the Court, such term, provision, or condition shall be severed and shall be
inoperative, and the remainder of this Permit shall remain operative, binding, and fully
enforceable.

Permittee shall develop and operate the approved project in conformance with the plans
approved by the Planning Commission on September 14, 2016, in accordance with these
Conditions of Approval.

Any deviation from the approved site plan, project description, or other approved submittal shall
require that, prior to the issuance of planning approval, the Permittee shall submit modified plans
and any other applicable materials as required by the City for review and obtain the approval of
the Planning Director or Designee. If the Planning Director or designee determines that the
deviation is significant, the owner or designee shall be required to apply for review and obtain
approva of the Planning Commission or City Council, as applicable, in accordance with the
Milpitas Zoning Code. (P)

(P) = Planning

(B) = Building

(E) = Engineering
(F) = Fire Prevention
(PD) = Police
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EXHIBIT 2

P

n_a HExacon TransporTATION CONSULTANTS, INC.
Memorandum

Date: May 20, 2016

To: Mr. Farouk Lalji

From: Trisha Dudala, P.E.

Subject: Parking Study for the Proposed Fitness Center

Introduction

Hexagon Transportation Consultants, Inc. has completed this parking study for the proposed fitness
center at the Milpitas Town Center. The fitness center would occupy part of the building that was
formerly occupied by a Mervyn's store. The existing building is 74,271 sq. ft. in size, and the fithess
center would occupy approximately 47,171 sg. ft. The remaining 27,097 sq. ft. of the building would
be available for retail uses. The remaining Town Center consists of approximately 172,497 sq. ft. of
commercial uses that include retail and restaurant uses, not including the Mervyn’s building.

The purpose of the parking analysis is to evaluate if the Town Center can accommodate the
expected parking demand that would be generated by the proposed fitness center. As the proposed
fitness center would be part of a mixed-use development with retail and restaurants, the adequacy
of parking is based on a shared parking analysis methodology.

City of Milpitas Parking Ordinance

The City of Milpitas Parking Ordinance (Section X1-10-53 (Off-Street Parking Required by Land
Use)) states that for commercial athletic facility (indoor), the requirement calls for parking at the rate
of 1 space per 150 square feet of gross floor area. The proposed fithess center will also have 1
basketball court. For the basketball court, the requirement calls for 5 parking spaces per court.

Parking required for the various retaillcommercial and restaurant uses located at the Town Center
was based on the parking analysis completed for the Town Center and is included at the end of this
memorandum. Parking is based on grandfathered Use Permits granted by the City. Where land
uses changed, parking was based on the City of Milpitas Parking Ordinance.

Below is the parking ratios used in the parking analysis:

Retail — 1 parking space per 200 square feet of Gross Floor Area (GFA).

Financial Institutions — 1 parking space per 180 square feet of GFA.

Office — 1 parking space per 240 square feet GFA.

Restaurants — ratio varies- some were grandfathered in from earlier Use Permits (see
parking table).

e Medical — 1 parking space per 225 square feet of Gross Floor Area (GFA).

The Town Center currently has a total of 1,388 parking spaces based on a field survey conducted
at the site. The existing parking layout is shown on Figure 1. Given the large scale of the parking
layout and considering the walking distance from one end of the Town Center to the other end, the
parking layout was divided into three parcels and parking within each of these parcels was analyzed
separately. The Safeway parcel, shown in red on Figure 1 consists of a total of 441 parking spaces,
the Staples parcel, shown in blue consists of 281 parking spaces and the Mervyns parcel shown in
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green consists of 666 parking spaces. With the proposed fitness center and retail within the former
Mervyns building, it is anticipated that the parking spaces will be reduced from 666 spaces to 657
spaces to facilitate side loading operations. Overall, with the proposed fitness center, the Town
Center will have 1,379 parking spaces on site.

Parking required for the existing uses within each of the three parcels and for the proposed fitness

center was calculated individually based on the City of Milpitas Parking Code and is shown in Table
1.

Based on the City of Milpitas parking requirements, with the proposed fitness center, the Town
Center would need a total of 1,536 parking spaces (see Table 1): 623 parking spaces for uses
within the Safeway parcel, 314 parking spaces for uses within the Staples parcel and 599 parking
spaces for uses within the Mervyns parcel. Based on the required number of parking spaces
calculated for individual uses by City standards, the Town Center would have a shortage of 182
parking spaces within the Safeway parcel, and 33 parking spaces within the Staples parcel. The
Mervyns parcel would have a surplus of 58 parking spaces even with the proposed fitness center.
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Table 1
Required Parking Based on City of Milpitas Parking Code

Land Use Size Parking Required

Safeway Parcel

Retail 64.21 ksf 319
Restaurants 23.88 ksf 261
Financial 2.08 ksf 1"
Medical/Office 7.31 ksf 32

Sub Total 97.49 623

Staples Parcel

Retail 30.95 ksf 154
Restaurants 8.78 ksf 88
Financial 9.74 ksf 54
Medical/Office 4.29 ksf 18

Sub Total 53.76 314

Mervyns Parcel
Retail 12.17 ksf 60

Restaurants 9.09 ksf 85

Merws - Proposed Uses

Fitness Center 47 17 ksf 319
Retail 27.10 ksf 135
SubTotal 95.52 599
Total 246.77 1,636

"Required parking was based on City records and grandfathered Use Permits for the Milpitas
Town Center. For suites that had a change in land use, parking requirement was based on the
City of Milpitas Municipal Code Off-Street Parking Requirements Section Table 53.09-1

Shared Parking Calculation

The combined land uses of the project provide the opportunity for shared parking on-site. The City’s
Municipal Code allows for parking to be provided based on shared parking analysis using the Urban
Land Institute (ULI) methodology, for mixed-use developments resulting in fewer total parking
spaces needed when compared to the total number of spaces needed for each land use or
business separately. It is expected that the combined land uses will result in a demand for parking
that is less than the demand that would be generated by separate free-standing developments
because different land uses have different time of day parking characteristics. To determine the
shared parking reduction, an hourly evaluation of the peak parking characteristics for the proposed

— - Hexagon
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development was completed. The evaluation was based on survey results compiled by ULl and the
methodology presented in their Shared Parking guide. According to Shared Parking, retail peak
parking demand is 9.4% less on weekdays than weekends, and restaurant peak parking demand is
10.3% less on weekdays than weekends. These factors were applied in the calculation of the time
of day weekday parking demand for retail and restaurant uses.

Table 2 shows the hourly parking accumulation by percentage of peak hour on weekdays and
Saturdays for retail, restaurant and fithess center uses.

Table 2
Representative Hourly Parking Accumulation by Percentage of Peak Hour

Retail' Restaurant? Health Club *

Hour of Day  Weekday Saturday  Weekday Saturday Weekday Saturday
800am 1% 1% 0% 0% 70% 80%
700am 5% 5% 0% 0% 40% 45%
800am 14% 10% 0% 0% 40% 35%
900am 32% 30% 0% 0% 70% 50%
1000am 59% 50% 13% 0% 70% 35%
1100am 7% 65% 36% 15% 80% 50%
1200pm 86% 80% 67% 50% 60% 50%
100pm 91% 90% 67% 55% 70% 30%
200pm 86% 100% 58% 45% 70% 25%
300pm 82% 100% 36% 45% 70% 30%
400pm 82% 95% 45% 45% 80% 55%
500pm 86% 90% 67% 60% 90% 100%
600pm 86% 80% 85% 90% 100% 95%
700pm 86% 75% 90% 95% 90% 60%
800pm 73% 65% 90% 100% 80% 30%
900pm 45% 50% 90% 90% 70% 10%
1000pm 27% 35% 85% 90% 35% 1%
1100pm 9% 15% 67% 90% 10% 1%
1200am 0% 0% 22% 50% 0% 0%

Source: ULl - Urban Land Institute Shared Parking, 2005.

1 Retail factors were from typical shopping center %'s.

2 Restaurant factors were from fine/casual dining customer %'s

3 Fitness center factors were from Health Club customer %'s

=
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Shared parking analysis was conducted for the following scenarios with the existing and proposed
uses within the Town Center.

e Scenario A — combined existing uses within the Safeway and Staples parcels.
e Scenario B — existing uses within the Safeway parcel

e Scenario C — existing uses within the Staples parcel

e Scenario D — existing and proposed uses within Mervyns parcel

Tables 3, 4, 5 and 6 below show the estimated hourly parking requirement for the combined uses
analyzed under each of the four scenarios respectively.

Table 3
Scenario A - Estimated Hourly Parking Demand for the Safeway and Staples Parcels

Retail Restaurant Total
Hour of Day Weekday Weekend Weekday Weekend Weekday Weekend

600am 5 6 0 0 ) 6

700am 27 29 0 0 27 29

800am 80 59 0 0 80 59

900am 187 176 0 0 187 176
1000am 346 294 47 0 393 294
1100am 453 382 125 52 578 435
1200pm 506 470 235 175 741 645
100pm 533 529 235 192 768 721
200pm 506 588 203 157 710 745
300pm 480 588 125 157 605 745
400pm 480 559 157 157 636 716
500pm 506 529 235 209 741 739
600pm 506 470 297 314 804 | 785
700pm 508 441 313 332 819 773
800pm 426 382 213 349 739 731
900pm 266 294 313 314 580 608
1000pm 160 206 297 314 457 520
1100pm 53 88 235 314 288 402
1200am 0 0 78 178 78 178

Source: ULI Shared Parking, Second Edition, 2005.

According to the ULI methodology, the combined uses within the Safeway and Staples parcels
would require the greatest number of parking spaces at 7:00 PM on a weekday when a total of 819
spaces would be required. During the weekend, the highest demand for parking would be 785
parking spaces. The Safeway and Staples parcels have a combined total of 722 parking spaces.
The shared parking analysis showed that the combined uses within these two parcels would be
short of 97 parking spaces to meet the weekday peak hour demand. It is noted that this is an
existing condition and no changes in land uses are proposed within these parcels. Based on
information provided by the on-site management, the parking lots within these parcels do not
experience any overflow parking conditions observed during the peak demand hours. The shared
parking analysis did not account for any internal trip capture between the existing uses within these
parcels. Restaurants and retail services are common generators for internal trip capture trips.
Internal trips are made by patrons who, having already parked, travel between uses without
accessing their vehicle. With internal trip capture, the required number of parking spaces will be
less than 819 spaces.

— - Hexagon
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Table 4
Scenario B - Estimated Hourly Parking Demand for the Safeway Parcel

Retail Restaurant Total
Hour of Day Weekday Weekend Weekday Weekend Weekday Weekend

600am 3 4 0 0 3 4
700am 16 18 0 0 16 18
800am 49 36 0 0 49 36
900am 115 109 0 0 115 109
1000am 213 181 35 0 248 181
1100am 279 238 94 39 373 274
1200pm 312 290 176 131 487 420
100pm 328 326 176 144 504 469
200pm 312 362 152 197 464 479
300pm 295 362 94 117 389 479
400pm 295 344 117 117 412 461
500pm 312 326 176 157 487 482
600pm 312 290 222 235 534 | 525
700pm 312 272 234 248 546 519
800pm 262 235 234 261 497 496
900pm 164 181 234 235 398 416
1000pm 98 127 222 235 321 362
1100pm 33 54 176 235 208 289
1200am 0 0 59 131 59 131

Source: ULI Shared Parking, Second Edition, 2005.

According to the ULI methodology, the Safeway parcel would require the greatest number of
parking spaces at 7:00 PM on a weekday when a total of 546 spaces would be required. During the
weekend, the highest demand for parking would be 525 parking spaces. The Safeway parcel has a
total of 441 parking spaces. The shared parking analysis showed that this parcel would be short of
105 parking spaces to meet the weekday peak hour demand. It is noted that this is an existing
condition and no changes in land uses are proposed within this parcel. Based on information
provided by the on-site management, adequate parking is available even during the peak demand
hours.

=]
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Table &6
Estimated Hourly Parking Demand for the Staples Parcel

Retail Restaurant Total
Hour of Day Weekday Weekend Weekday Weekend Weekday Weekend

600am 2 2 0 0 2 2
700am 10 11 0 0 10 11
800am 31 23 0 0 31 23
900am 72 68 0 0 i 68
1000am 133 113 i 2 0 145 113
1100am 174 147 32 13 206 160
1200pm 195 181 59 44 254 225
100pm 205 203 59 48 264 252
200pm 195 226 51 40 246 266
300pm 184 226 32 40 216 266
400pm 184 215 39 40 224 254
500pm 195 203 59 53 254 256
600pm 195 181 75 79 270 260
700pm 195 170 79 84 274 253
800pm 164 147 79 88 243 235
900pm 102 113 79 79 181 192
1000pm 61 79 75 79 136 158
1100pm 20 34 59 79 80 113
1200am 0 0 20 44 20 44

Source: ULI Shared Parking, Second Edition, 2005.

The shared parking analysis showed that the Staples parcel would require the greatest number of
parking spaces at 7:00 PM on a weekday when a total of 274 spaces would be required. During the
weekend, the highest demand for parking would be 260 parking spaces. The Staples parcel has a
total of 281parking spaces. The shared parking analysis showed that there would be an adequate
number of parking spaces to meet the peak parking demand generated by uses considered within
the Staples parcel.

FPage | 8
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Table 6
Estimated Hourly Parking Demand for the Mervyns Parcel
Retail Restaurant Health Club Total
Hour of Day Weekday Weekend Weekday Weekend Weekday Weekend Weekday Weekend
600am 1 1 0 0 225 257 225 257
700am 3 3 0 0 128 144 131 147
800am 8 6 0 0 128 112 137 118
900am 19 18 0 0 225 161 244 179
1000am 35 30 11 0 228 112 271 142
1100am 46 39 31 13 257 161 334 212
1200pm 52 48 57 43 193 161 301 251
100pm 54 54 57 47 225 96 336 197
200pm 52 60 50 38 225 80 326 179
300pm 49 60 31 38 225 96 304 195
400pm 49 57 38 38 257 177 344 272
500pm 52 54 57 51 289 321 398 426
600pm 52 48 72 77 321 305 | 445 || 429
700pm 52 45 76 81 289 193 417 318
800pm 44 39 76 85 257 96 377 220
900pm 27 30 76 77 225 32 328 139
1000pm 16 21 72 i 112 3 201 101
1100pm 5 9 57 77 32 3 95 89
1200am 0 0 19 43 0 0 19 43

Source: ULI Shared Parking, Second Edition, 2005.

The shared parking analysis showed that the Mervyns parcel with the proposed fitness center
would require the greatest number of parking spaces at 6:00 PM on a weekday when a total of 445
spaces would be required. During the weekend, the highest demand for parking would be 429
parking spaces. The Mervyns parcel would have a total of 657 parking spaces with the proposed
fitness center. Hence, this parcel would have 212 parking spaces more than the required number of
spaces to meet the peak parking demand generated by existing uses and the proposed fithess
center within this parcel.

Conclusions

The parking analysis showed that the overall parking would be adequate within the Town Center
with the proposed fithess center within the former Mervyns building. The Mervyns parcel has a total
of 657 parking spaces. With the proposed fithess center, the Mervyns parcel would have an excess
of 58 parking spaces calculated based on City standards for individual uses within this parcel. The
City’s Municipal Code allows for parking to be provided based on shared parking analysis using the
ULI methodology, for mixed-use developments resulting in fewer total parking spaces needed when
compared to the total number of spaces needed for each land use or business separately. The
shared parking analysis showed that on a typical weekday, the Mervyns parcel would require only
445 parking spaces with the proposed fitness center to accommodate the peak parking demand
generated by combined uses within the Mervyns parcel. Therefore, the Mervyns parcel would still
be able to contribute 212 parking spaces for existing uses within the Safeway and Staples parcels.
The proposed fitness center will not adversely affect the existing parking conditions within the Town
Center.

If required by the City, Hexagon will conduct a field survey to determine the actual parking
accumulation at the Town Center within each of the three parcels on a typical weekday and a
Saturday to supplement the shared parking analysis presented in this report. The number of vacant

Page |9

_~ Hexacon



Parking Study for the Proposed Fitness Center May 20, 2016

parking spaces will be counted every 1 hour from 6 AM to 10 PM, on a typical weekday and
Saturday.
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PARKING SUMMARY at MILPITAS TOWN CENTER
Per Milpitas Zoning Ordinance

Retail 1/200 sf GFA updated: 05.20.2016
Restaurants 1/ 39 SF of dining area
Financial Institutions 1/180 sf GFA Fitness: 1/150 sf GFA; 5 per large court (basketball)
Office/Administrative 1/240 sf GFA
Medical 1/225 sf GFA MNote: Vacant spaces assume a Retail/Office use Updated Count
(2009) (2015)
City
Records | (Shapell) | (Shapell)
GROSS RATIO PER CODE REQUIRED||REQUIRED | NOTES
USE S.F. USE *used existing City records SEATS PARKING || PARKING
55,476 Retail 1/200 ] 279 277
408 Restaurant 1/2.5 seats” 32 13 13
20,066 Retail 1/200 100 100
47,171 Fitness 11150 +5 per court 375 319
14,495 Retail 1/200 72
12,602 Retail 1/200 63
9,358 |Restaurant 1/3.5 seals” 352 100 93 326 seats
9,085 |Restaurant 1/3.5 seals” 262 75 85 299 seats
|Shops A - 130 N. Milpitas 8,417 7
1,021 |Restaurant|  1/2.5 seats and 1/50 sf counter® 14 seats, 104sf counter 7 7
1,545 Medical 11225 7 7
1,300 Retail 14200 6 7 ]
1,073 Retail 1/200 o 5 5
1,031 Retail ) 1/200 5 5
2,447 |Restaurant| 100 seals @ 1/3.5, 12 seals @1/3, plus 12 35 31 97 seats +
o 10% employee prkg" | 10%
Shops B - 521 E. Calaveras 11,713
3,380 Office 11240 17 14 office use
1,485 Retail 1/200 7 7 B
1,080 Retail 17200 5 5 retail
2,084 | Financial nmeer 11 11 )
826 Medical 11225 4 4 medical
1,615 |Restaurant 1/2.5 seats” 32 13 13
1,233 |Restaurant 1/2.5 seats, 1/50 sf counter* 9 + 200sf counter 7 i
7,071 -
3,747 | Financial 1/180 1 21 21
f / | 3324 Retail 1/200 17 17
Shops D - 595 E. Calaveras 14,334
| 2513 Retail 14200 12 12
2,182 |Restaurant 1/3 seats plus 10%* 53 19 19
2,000 | Financial 1/180 |10 1
3,997 Financial 1180 22 22
3,642 Retail 1/200 18 18
12,286
| 6489 |Restaurant 1/3 seats plus 10%* 177 +12=188 69 69 =)
1086 Restaurant 13 seals plus 10%" (included in above)
2,871 Office 1240 14 12 office
1,400 Retail 1/200 B 7 7
| g ] | 1,420 Medical 11225 7 6 | _medical
Shops F - 479 E. Calaveras 12,113
4,284 |Restaurant| 116 seats at 1/3.5, 44 seals at 3, plus 160 52 52
10%*
1,632 |Restaurant| (Blush)City: 1/2.5 plus 1/50sf counter® H 16 -
Restaurant 12,6 plus 1/50sf counter 48 - 21
1,553 | Medical 1/225 5 7 medical
1,829 Retail 1/200 9 9
934 Retail 1/200 & 4 )
1,881 |Resiaurant] 1139 SF dining area g 24 resto
755 E. Calaveras 12,170 ) )
| 8320 Retail 1/200 - 41 4 )
1,869 Retail 17200 | 9 9
1,981 Retail 14200 | 10 10
Total 246,765 Total Required parking| 1,441 1,536
without Mervyns 172,497 City records required parking| 1,442
o Total Required Parking 1,442 1,536
** assumption: dining area 1881 x 50% divided by 39 = 24 stalls Total Parking Stalls Provided 1457 1379 |
| Excess Stalls 15 157 | .
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