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Study Session

1. Transit Planning Overview
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Plan Bay Area
Priority Development Areas (PDA)

Regional Growth Strategy

Priority Development Areas

= Nearly170 city nominated-areas
in over 60 cities and counties

Within an existing community/Infill
development area

Near existing/planned transit
Providing housing and/or jobs

Diversity of densities and community
identities




Plan Bay Area

Priority Development Areas (PDA)

Regional
Growth Strategy
Links: Focused Growth

= Housing
= Transportation

= Economic
Development

- Non-urbanized land
E Urbanized land

B PDAs

M Less than 5% of region’s land
M Nearly 80% of new homes

M Over 60% of new jobs




Milpitas Priority Development Area

TASP — 2008

* Planned Density
* Planned Commercial | | |
= Infrastructure Program ‘o R\ /R
= Fee Program
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Planning for BART - Milpitas Station
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Planning for BART - Milpitas Station

Station at a Glance

* Projected 20,000 daily passengers
in 2030.
Trains arrive every 7% minutes
BART service every 15 minutes.
Less then 60 minutes to San
Francisco.




Milpitas BART Station







Ilpitas BART Station
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Milpitas BART Station
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Milpitas BART Station
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Milpitas BART Station







Milpitas BART Extension — Major Public
Investment

The total capital cost of the BART Silicon Valley
Berryessa Extension is estimated at approximately
$2.3 billion. Funding for this project will come
through multiple revenue streams including: the
2000 Measure A, half-cent sales tax and other local
sources would contribute 51%, the State of
California and its Traffic Congestion Relief Program
(TCRP) would contribute 10%, and federal grants
including the New Starts program would provide the
remaining 39% of the funding.




Milpitas BART Extension — Major Public
Investment




Study Session

Milpitas Transit Area Planning



Milpitas General Plan - Land Use Diagram

Legend
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: General Plan & TASP
GENERAL PL_AN LAND USE MAP E—
Rt Land Uses Match

October 2012
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HEside Vary Low Densty (HWL)
up i 1 unIL'I0 gross acres

Hilside Low Denity (HLD} up ta
1 unitigross 3cne

Hiliskde Medium Density (HMD)
up 1o 3 units igross acre

Single Famiy Low Density (SFL)
3§ uniis/gross acre

Singie Family Medium Density
{SMD) 615 uniEsigross acre

MUt-Family Resigantal Medium
Density (MFM) 7-11uniis/gross acre
Mult-Family Residenttal High
Density (MFH) 12-20 units/igross
acre; up bo 40 uniisignoss acre with
specia findings and AUD appoval

Mufi-Family Resldential, Very High
Densty (VHD) 21-40 unis/gross acre:
up 10 60 IIts'gross acre In TOD

Uroan Reskdentlal [URR) 41-75 unizs/
QUOSE 3cTe; up to 25% additional
density with CUP approval

Mobile Home Park Dveriay (MHP)
Mixed Use (WMD)

Residentl Ratall High Denisty
Mixsd Use (RAMU)

Sowevand Very High Density
Mixed Use (BYMU)

Profassional and Administrative Oica
{PAD)

FRetall Subsenter (RSC)

Gengral Commercial (GHT)

Highway Servicas {HWS)

Town Center (TWC)

Manufaciuring and Warehausing (MW}
Ingustrial Park [INP}

Public Faches (PF)

Parks and Open Space (POS)
Waterways [Shown for reference only)
Migioan Spectic Plan Area Soundary

Transit Area Specific Plan Area
Boundary

Sphare Influence

City Boundary

uUrtan Senvice Area Boundary
Urban Growth Boundary

Lignt Reall

Future BART Siation

VTA Light Rall Station

Fire Station

Palice Siation




TASP
Land Use

1/3 Mile = 7 minute
walk

Note: General Plan & TASP
Land Uses Match

MILPITAS TRANSIT AREA SPECIFIC PLAN

Povestal A tran wem-around
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TASP Development Program

Table 1-1: New Development Analyzed by the EIR

Housing Units

Office (sq. ft.) 993,843 .
Retail (sq. ft. %7075 Derived from a range of

Hotel (rooms) 350 5,000 to 9,350 units

Table 3-3: Land Use Acreage at Buildout
Acres % of Total
High Density Transit-Oriented Residential 23.4%
Boulevard Very High Density Mixed Lse 15.9%
VeryHigh Density Transit-Oriented Residential 13.8%
Residential - Retail High Density Mixed Use
Hotel )
Transit Faclities i3l Specifies 4 unique
Neighborhood Retail 3l ranges of residential

density

Existing Uses to remain
High Density Transit-Oriented Residential
Industrial

Retail

Total



TASP Development Program

Table 3-4: Projected New Development in the Transit Area

Existing New Total
Development Development:
New + Remaining

Dwelling Unit Projections*

Minimum 6,908
Maximum 9,826
Infrastructure Planning Assumption 7,577

Population Projections
Minimum
Maximum

Infrastructure Planning Assumption 19,094




Study Session

2. TASP Financing

(A) Transit Area Development Impact Fee
(5234,000,000 Infrastructure)

(B) Community Facilities District
(Maintenance and Services)
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Fee
(Infrastructure)

TASP Residential Fee Costs/Unit Percentage of TASP Fee
(EPS-Infrastructure Financing Plan)

Roads S4,786.03 14.6%
Sewer $1,999.64 6.1%
Water $4,687.69 14.3%
Parks & Community Facilities $15,013.70 45.8%
Linear Trails $557.27 1.7%
Traffic Mitigation 54,884.37 14.9%
Administration Fee $655.62 2.0%
Plan Preparation $196.68 0.6%
Total: | $32,781.00 ) 100%




(B) Community Facilities District
(Maintenance and Services)

TASP — Maintenance and Service Items | Costs/Unit Percentage of Fee
Police $236.31 41.2%

Fire $146.83 25.6%
Parks & Recreation S 57.93 10.1%
Public Works $117.58 20.5%
General Administration S 1491 2.6%

Total: | S 573.56 100%




Study Session

3. TASP Land Use
&

Community Design



Vision Statement

e Create attractive high density urban neighborhoods with a mix of land
uses.

e (reate pedestrian connections so that residents, visitors, and workers
will walk, bike, and take transit.

e Design streets and public spaces to create a lively and attractive street




Land Use Goals

Transition from industrial to high intensity mixed-use.

Develop land uses and high densities that maximize transit ridership
to support large public investments in transit facilities.

Site neighborhood-serving retail uses in each subdistrict so residents
and workers can easily walk to shops, restaurants and services.

Develop revenue-generating uses to help support the cost of capital
and ongoing public services in the Transit Area.



Guiding Principles

e Develop the Transit Area with high intensity land uses that can
take advantage of the major public investment in transit.

e [ocate the highest densities on the properties closest to the BART
and Light Rail stations.

e [ocate a mix of uses along Montague Expressway and Great Mall
Parkway

e [ocate residential neighborhoods at the interior of the subdistricts.

e [ocate parks within each subdistrict.



Table 3-1: Land Use Classifications

Land Use Minimum | Maximum | Transit- Building | Ground Other Provisions
. Density" | Base Density Bonus: | Height Floor Uses
[ASP Zoning Text
Boulevard | Residential, 1.5 FAR or | With TOD 12 stories, | Retail, res- | 2.5 FAR possible on in-
Very High | Office, &0 dufac | Owverlay: 1.88 | upto 20 taurants, dividual sites with use

Density Commercial, FAR ar stories and pedes- | permit.

Mixed Use | Hotel, 75 dusac p?rmitted trian ur.iE-n't-
ol with use ed services
Medical

With use per- permit allowed.

1) Land Use P

Residantial | Residential, 3 dufac | 40 dusac With TOD 75 feet; 12 | Retail, res- 200 5F of commercial
L] (] L]
- Retail Office, or 1.5 FAR | Overlay: 1.88 stories on | taurants, space for retail, res-
a S S I I C a I O n S High Cammercial for office. | FAR or arterials. | and pedes- | taurants, and services

Ma density | 50 dufac 20 stories | trian-orient- | required per unit, using

limit far allowed ed services | the minimum density.

hotels With use per- with use required. 2.5 FAR passible on in-
P permit. dividual sites with use

mit: permit.
225 FAR or 60

Density Hotel
Mixed Use

2) Development

Very High Residential, &0 dufac | With TOD 75 feet Local sery-
: Density Meighbarhoad Owerlay: 75 du/ | max; 12 ing retail,
R e g u a t I O n S Transit- Commercial, ac stories on | restaurants,
Oriented [ground floor arterial_s. and services
= E Residential | @niy) With use per- 20 stories | allowed
(Density, Height, Use) Work oo |allowed
with use

permit,

High i ial, 2 f 40 dusfac
Density i <

Transit-

Oriented

Residential

Retall Retail, 2. 12 stories
Transit- Hotel, on arteri-

Oriented Office als, 20
stories al-

lowed with
usepermit.

Transit Transit

Facilities

Industrial

Park

General ;

Commercial | Commercial

1. For commercial proj . FAR shall be used

Ground floor retail, restaurant, and sery

‘When office, residentlal, and retail are combined in a single project, density shall be rmeasured using FAR.




Districts Ma (s

Area of Denser Zones

5 MAIM ST

i
%

TASP Zoning P

General Commeeroial

Mimed Use - High Density with Reail
Pinied Usa - Bowbivard

Lirkan Residertal

Maltiple Famiily - Very High Density

Multiple Family - High Dansicy

Figure 5- 21
Zoning Districts

Industrial Park

Transit Onented Development Creerhy



TASP
Building
Heights

Area of Denser Zones

12 Sceries (up wo 20 stores with CUP

75 foat, & Seorias up o 20 stories with CLIF 10 aeres
&0 Tt 4 Stoviee

35 leee, 3 Srories

Low Height dise to 5 FAR

Mete Stardards in Tabls 5-1 establivh haight regulation
This dagram depeces desired building beight.

Figure 5- 22
Building Height Strategy



Public Parks,
Spaces, and
Trails

3.5 Acres/1,000 residents
Open Space with

2 Acres/1,000 residents Public
Parkland

36 Acres Public Parks

31 Acres Public Trails/Plazas

PartasPlame Commimin iy Feiides
Lirmwr Park and Traila

Landscagsed Fron Yards and Boffars
Proposed BART Line

WTA Light Rail Tramesr

Urpce Pacifie Radroad and Radlraad Sper

Transic Area VWalldirgJogging Loog
wsansas  Pedestrian/Bike Tralk
Shudy Area




Street
Layout

Policy 5.3: All streets
(public & private) shall be
consistent with the street
sections.

I Arcerial
s Collector

W |ocal Pedestrian Retail Street

New Local Street

* Existing Local Streets to Remain
in Current Configuration

«+ Private Street
Existing Traffic Signals
MNew Traffic Signals




TASP
Subdistricts

Great Mall
Piper/Montague

BART Station

Trade Zone/Montague
Montague Corridor
McCandless/Centre
ellals

o Bl o B9 N =




TASP Subdistrict Example

McCandless/Centre Point

G
4
3
v

General Commercal

Moced Use - High Density with Retail
Moxed Use - Boulevard

Urban Residental

Multiple Family - Very High Density
= Subarea
“*  Propesed BART Line

B TS 'Y Ligre Al Travme

Multiple Family - High Densiry

Industral Park

Uricn Pacitc Radroad and Raivrodd Spur Transit Onented Development Owerlay



TASP Subdistrict Example - McCandless/Centre
Point

Legend

. Hotel (Office or Residential also permitted)

|:| Residential

. Retail, Restaurants, and Personal Services

BEJAD&A

Site Plan lllustrative

D Mixed Use: Residential or Office above Retail

“X) : & _ ,_ [l Parking
Block Layout s’ VAN e oty
*Block Dimensions , AN _
*Formal Streetscapes
«Structured Parking

Street or public
__pedestrian pathway

lllustrative Plan



TASP Subdistrict Example - McCandless/Centre
Point

Urban Form Examples

VVertical Mixed-Use
*Neighborhood Stores &
Cafes

*Variety of Architecture
*Variety of Housing Types
*Private Open Space
*Formal Streetscapes




Study Session

4. TASP Trends, Challenges,
Observations



e

oo e bl s

Entitled Projects

Integral

District 1 — 954 units, 78 DU/AC.
87,000 square feet commercial

District 2 — 200 units, 21 DU/AC

Citation — 732 units, 45 DU/AC

Milpitas Station — 303 units, 25

DU/AC

Lyon Montague — 474 units, 59 DU/AC

Toll Brothers — 206 units, 18 DU/AC

PACE — 134 units, 14 DU/AC

DR Horton — 276 units, 22 DU/AC

Capitol Towers — 460 units, 82 DU/AC




Entitled But Proposed to
Downsize

Lyon Montague

Capitol Towe rs/

(Expired)



Density Averaging
Challenge

| MXD3 [41-60 DU Range]
B MXD2 [31-50 DU Range]
N R3 [21-40 DU Range]

Policy 3.8: Allow contiguous
developments to build at
higher or lower residential
densities, so long as their
average density falls
between the designated
minimum and maximum.




Community Design Goals

 Build quality neighborhoods and commercial
districts.

 Design an attractive pedestrian environment that
encourages walking.

 f[stablish a unigue identity for each subdistrict
through the mix of land uses and design of public
Improvements.



Design Guidelines

Mid-Rise & Hi-Rise Buildings
Montague Expressway
*Great Mall Parkway

CISTINGUISHABLE .CapItOI Avenue

TOR MIDDLEAND S. Milpitas Blvd Extension

BASE N el el ;
! Ay ] o : '.'_: i PARKING NOTVISIBLE TO PEDES-
TRIAMNS FROM PUBLIC STREETS

BUILDIMNG FORM
INCORPORATES A

}.HE:' o
7N

7
gy
&

(1 ¥

o el

BUILDIMNG MASSING INCLUDES FEATURES
THAT ADD DEPTH, SHADOW, AND ARCHI-

TECTURAL INTEREST (BALCOMNIES,
CORMICES, BAY WINDOWS, BRACKETE,
REVEALS, STEP BACKS AT UPPER FLOORS)

BUILDING FACADES
FACE PUBLIC STREETS

PLUBLIC OPEM SPACE
YISIBLE FROM PUBLIC
STREETS

FRIMARY BUILDIMNG 4l
EMTRAMNCES ORIENTED ! ey | : HIGH QUALITY AMND

TOWWARD A PUBLIC STREET, DURABLE EXTERIOR
WITH A RECESSED OR x BUILDIMG MATERIALS
PROJECTING ELEMENT
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Montague Expressway
*Great Mall Parkway
S. Milpitas Blvd Extension

Mixed-Use Buildings
«Capitol Avenue

LIPPERFLOOR
BESIDENTIALIDETRIL

FARIATICR N GO ND

FLOOR FACADE

UPPER FLODRENTEY
ACCESSED FROM PUBLICSTREET

TRANSPARENCY

T~ AWNINGS & GROUND FLOOR

STORE EMTRIES

BUILDIRG ERTICULATED
WITATTFICALRETRIL BATS&

PRIMERY COHMERCIAL

EMTRANCES ORIERTED TD

THESTREET

Mixed-use building.




Design Guidelines

Multi-Family Residential
e|Intended for Local Streets

BUILDING FROMTAGES
ARTICULATED WITH BAY

WINDO'WS, DORMAGES,
AND BALCOMIES

“FRONT-LOADED"
BUILDING TYPE

"REAR-LOADED"
BUILDING TYPE




Types

They key is to start
with the Streets.

Policy 5.3:

All streets (public &
private) shall be
consistent with the street
sections.

I rrorial

e Callector

e Local Pedestrian Remil Soreet

Maw Local Stroat

Eui:ting Local Streets to Remain
in Current Configuration

==+ Private Street
D Existing Traffic Signals
0 Mew Traffic Signals




Local Pedestrian Street

Policy 5.15: Review individual development applications to ensure that adequate
street right-of-way, bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities and landscaping are
provided and are consistent with the Transit Area Plan circulation policies and

street design standards.

= SETEACK AL TO BE LAMDSCARFED WiITH
OAMARMEMTAL TREES ARD May HAYE LW
Wall OR FEMCE AT BACK OF SIDEWALK

= PROPOSED PEDESTEW B0, TO INCLUDE :

*DECIDUCHUS STREET TREES
PEDESTRLAN STREET LIGHTS

= PAREIMG Od OWE SIDE - LOCATE O ALTERMATE
SIDES OF STREET FOR DIFFEREMT BLOSCKS

= PERMEADLE PaMING AMDYOR DECORATIVE PAVERT
IM PARKIMNG AISLE
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Field Observations
1) Misinterpreted Street Design

2) Adapting for new C.3 Stormwater Regulations

= SETEACK AREA TO BE LAMDECARED 'WiITH
ORMAMEMTAL TREES ARD MY HAVE LOW
WALL OR FEMCE AT BACK OF SIDEWALK

= PROPOSED PEDESTRELAM B.OLW. TO IRCLUDE :

+DECIDUCUS STREET TREES
*PEDESTELAN STREET LIGHTS

= PAREIMG O#d OIWE SIDE - LOCATE Of ALTERMHATE
SIDES OF STREET FOR DAFFEREMT BLOCKS

= PERMEADLE Favirel MDY OR DECORATIVE PAVERS
1M PARKIMG AlSLE

MBacs OF S0EwaLE BOE OF SIDEwaLK M

RIGHT OF Way RCHT OF ®aY

-

i

LR

\.
;
—
i
-
)

1

10 gl 1 7.0 B.Ar 1140
B - 15 BLILEI G SET - | PARE G TRAVEL LW E [ - 18 BULDI G SETBACK,
WA, ANTRAGE OF 100 | - LAME L AN, ANTRAGE OF 100

20
FROFOSED THOROUGHEARE

WEST (CLIRE TEH CLR) EAST
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Field Observations

MAINTAIN EXISTING TREES

ADD AVENUE-SCALE STREET LIGHTS

ADD PEDESTRIAN=-SCALE STREET LIGHTS
LOW WALL OR FENCE AT BACK OF SIDEWALK
ADD BENCHES

ADD TRASH RECEPTACLES

‘f Back OF
RIGHT OF WaY | SIDEWALK

RESIDENTIAL

PARKING

10.0¢ 6.0 2.0 6.0 8.0

B~15 SETBACK SIDE- PLANTING STRIP sIDE- | STREET ~ BIKE ~ TRAVEL MEDAN TRAVEL ~ BIKE  STREET
WALK | PARKING  LANE LAMNE LAME LANE PARKING | WALK

MIN. 107 AVERAGE WALK

WEST

— ADD MEDIAN WITH ORNAMENTAL TREES

NOTE:

THE LENGTH OF THE
MEDIANS WILL NEED TO BE
LIMITED TO
ACCOMMODATE LEFT TURN
MOVEMENTS AND
EMERGENCY VEHICLE
ACCESS.

5.0 11.0° 8.0' 11.00 5.00

56.0"
EX|5TIMG THOROUGHFARE
(CURE TO CURE)

68.0"

Change in Plans

MAINTAIN EXISTING TREES

ADD AVENUE-SCALE STREET LIGHTS

ADD PEDESTRIAN-SCALE STREET LIGHTS
LOW WALL OR FENCE AT BACK OF SIDEWALK
ADD BENCHES

ADD TRASH RECEPTACLES

4RIGHT OF waY

20.0' 6.0 10.0'

PLANTING STRIP SIDE- 8-15 SETBACK

WALK MIN. 107 AVERAGE



Fleld Opbservations - Misinterpreted
Setback

PROPOSED CONDITION

ADD STAGGERED ROW OF OPEM-HABIT DECIDUOUS TREES
ADD ORNAMENTAL TREES TO PRIVATE FRONTAGE
ADD AVENUE-SCALE STREET LIGHTS

ADD PEDESTRIAN-SCALE STREET LIGHTS PROPOSED
I‘ RIGHT OF WAY

BACK OF SIDEWALK !

6.00 i 8.0 15.00
TRAVEL BIKE PLANTING SIDEWALK | SETBACK
LANE LAME STRIP i




Field Observations
- Paving Coordination

Milpitas Transit Area Specific Plan

STAMPED CONCRETE

e

._,-_.-.—T'.‘:':r'"

"ENPANSION T CONTROL JOINT LCATION-SEE JOIT GETAL.



rlela opservations - Smooth

Distinctive
Crosswalks

Milpitas Transit Area Specific Plan

SE-2 - STAMPED CONCRETE FOR CROSSWALKS

PUBLIC STREET
(STANDARD AC: PAVING)

——PATTERN: 2'%2' SQUARES
COLOR: SCOFIELD SGiB0-4- RED BRICK

PATTERN: -NONE ;
COLOR: SCOFIELD SGOB~4 WHEAT FIELDS




Field Observations

-Detail down to the
Tree Grates

SE-3 - TREE GRATES

MATERIAL: DUCTILE [RON
FINISH: BARE, NO PAINT
TREE OPENING: (@3 22

WEIGHT
PERSET 32218

SEHERAL TCRRATTOH
ShnTERLG Lt CAST FOH, DUCTRE
AFRASHES. AVWLABLE 3ARE, PA|
HAFFRCR I ATE 28T CPTHEN G




Questions?



