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CITY OF CUPERTINO

AGENDA

This will be a teleconference meeting without a physical location.
Tuesday, June 15, 2021
6:00 PM

Televised Special Meeting Study (6:00) and Regular City Council Meeting (6:45)

TELECONFERENCE / PUBLIC PARTICIPATION INFORMATION TO HELP STOP THE
SPREAD OF COVID-19

In accordance with Governor Newsom’s Executive Order No-29-20, this will be a
teleconference meeting without a physical location to help stop the spread of COVID-19.

Members of the public wishing to observe the meeting may do so in one of the following
ways:

1) Tune to Comcast Channel 26 and AT&T U-Verse Channel 99 on your TV.

2) The meeting will also be streamed live on and online at www.Cupertino.org/youtube
and www.Cupertino.org/webcast

Members of the public wishing to comment on an item on the agenda may do so in the
following ways:

1) E-mail comments by 4:30p.m. on Tuesday, June 15to the Council at
citycouncil@cupertino.org. These e-mail comments will also be forwarded to
Councilmembers by the City Clerk’s office before the meeting and posted to the City’s
website after the meeting.

2) E-mail comments during the times for public comment during the meeting to the City
Clerk at cityclerk@cupertino.org. The City Clerk will read the emails into the record, and
display any attachments on the screen, for up to 3 minutes (subject to the Mayor’s
discretion to shorten time for public comments). Members of the public that wish to share a
document must email cityclerk@cupertino.org prior to speaking.

3) Teleconferencing Instructions

Members of the public may provide oral public comments during the teleconference
meeting as follows:
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Oral public comments will be accepted during the teleconference meeting. Comments may
be made during “oral communications” for matters not on the agenda, and during the
public comment period for each agenda item.

To address the City Council, click on the link below to register in advance and access the
meeting:

Online
Register in advance for this webinar:
https://cityofcupertino.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_oyuzOPquQd26ihNRax7GuA

Phone

Dial: 669-900-6833 and enter Webinar ID: 959 1081 3826 (Type *9 to raise hand to speak, *6 to
unmute yourself). Unregistered participants will be called on by the last four digits of their
phone number.

Or an H.323/SIP room system:
H.323:
162.255.37.11 (US West)
Meeting ID: 959 1081 3826
SIP: 95910813826@zoomcrc.com

After registering, you will receive a confirmation email containing information about
joining the webinar.

Please read the following instructions carefully:

1. You can directly download the teleconference software or connect to the meeting in your
internet browser. If you are using your browser, make sure you are using a current and
up-to-date browser: Chrome 30+, Firefox 27+, Microsoft Edge 12+, Safari 7+. Certain
functionality may be disabled in older browsers, including Internet Explorer.

2. You will be asked to enter an email address and a name, followed by an email with
instructions on how to connect to the meeting. Your email address will not be disclosed to
the public. If you wish to make an oral public comment but do not wish to provide your
name, you may enter “Cupertino Resident” or similar designation.

3. When the Mayor calls for the item on which you wish to speak, click on “raise hand,” or,
if you are calling in, press *9. Speakers will be notified shortly before they are called to

speak.

4. When called, please limit your remarks to the time allotted and the specific agenda topic.
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In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), anyone who is planning to
attend this teleconference City Council meeting who is visually or hearing impaired or has
any disability that needs special assistance should call the City Clerk's Office at
408-777-3223, at least 48 hours in advance of the Council meeting to arrange for assistance.
In addition, upon request, in advance, by a person with a disability, City Council meeting
agendas and writings distributed for the meeting that are public records will be made
available in the appropriate alternative format.

NOTICE AND CALL FOR A SPECIAL MEETING OF THE CUPERTINO CITY COUNCIL

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a special meeting of the Cupertino City Council is hereby
called for Tuesday, June 15, 2021, commencing at 6:00 p.m. In accordance with Governor
Newsom’s Executive Order No-29-20, this will be a teleconference meeting without a
physical location. Said special meeting shall be for the purpose of conducting business on
the subject matters listed below under the heading, “Special Meeting."

SPECIAL MEETING
ROLL CALL - 6:00 PM
PUBLIC HEARINGS
1. Subject: Consider whether to authorize the formal submission and processing of a

General Plan Amendment Authorization for a change to the Land Use Designation
from Low Density (1-5 DU/Ac.) to Low/ Medium Density (5-10 DU/Ac.), which would
allow construction of four small lot single family homes where one single family home
currently  exists. Applicant(s): Homestead Homes; Application No(s).:
GPAAuth-2020-001; Location: 19820 Homestead Road APN# 316-04-064 (Continued
from the April 6, 2021 meeting)

Recommended Action: That the City Council conduct the public hearing and:
Determine whether to authorize the project described in General Plan Amendment
Authorization application (GPAAuth-2020-001) to proceed to apply for the requested
General Plan Amendments.

If authorized, adopt Resolution No. 21-030 of the City Council of the City of Cupertino,
authorizing a prospective development proposal described in the 19280 Homestead
Road Project General Plan Amendment Authorization application, No:
GPAAuth-2020-001, to proceed with a General Plan Amendment application.
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Staff Report
A - Draft Resolution

B - City Council Policy for General Plan Amendment Application Procedures

C - Project Plans

D - Project Description

E - Homestead Homes Feasibility Analysis, prepared by Kelly Snider of Land use Analysis &
Entitlement Services, dated November 5, 2020.

F - Fiscal Analysis of the Homestead GPA Application, prepared by Economics and Planning Systems,
Inc., dated December 23, 2020.

ADJOURNMENT

REGULAR MEETING

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE - 6:45 PM
ROLL CALL
CEREMONIAL MATTERS AND PRESENTATIONS

L Subject: Presentation from Destination: Home’s Supportive Housing and Innovation
Fund
Recommended Action: Receive presentation from Destination: Home’s Supportive
Housing and Innovation Fund

POSTPONEMENTS AND ORDERS OF THE DAY
ORAL COMMUNICATIONS

This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons wishing to address the Council on any matter within
the jurisdiction of the Council and not on the agenda. The total time for Oral Communications will
ordinarily be limited to one hour. Individual speakers are limited to three (3) minutes. As necessary, the
Chair may further limit the time allowed to individual speakers, or reschedule remaining comments to
the end of the meeting on a first come first heard basis, with priority given to students. In most cases,
State law will prohibit the Council from discussing or making any decisions with respect to a matter
not listed on the agenda. A councilmember may, however, briefly respond to statements made or
questions posed by speakers. A councilmember may also ask a question for clarification, provide a
reference for factual information, request staff to report back concerning a matter, or request that an
item be added to a future City Council agenda in response to public comment.

REPORTS BY COUNCIL AND STAFF (10 minutes)

2. Subject: Brief reports on councilmember activities and brief announcements
Recommended Action: Receive brief reports on councilmember activities and brief
announcements
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3. Subject: City Manager update on emergency response efforts

Recommended Action: Receive City Manager update on emergency response efforts
4. Subject: Report on Committee assignments

Recommended Action: Report on Committee assignments

CONSENT CALENDAR (Items 5-23)

Unless there are separate discussions and/or actions requested by council, staff or a member of the
public, it is requested that items under the Consent Calendar be acted on simultaneously.

5.

10.

Subject: Approve the May 18 City Council minutes
Recommended Action: Approve the May 18 City Council minutes
A - Draft Minutes

Subject: Approve the May 24 (Teen Commission Interviews) City Council minutes
Recommended Action: Approve the May 24 (Teen Commission Interviews) City

Council minutes
A - Draft Minutes

Subject: Approve the May 25 (Teen Commission Interviews) City Council minutes
Recommended Action: Approve the May 25 (Teen Commission Interviews) City

Council minutes
A - Draft Minutes

Subject: Approve the May 26 City Council minutes
Recommended Action: Approve the May 26 City Council minutes
A - Draft Minutes

Subject: Approve the June 1 City Council minutes
Recommended Action: Approve the June 1 City Council minutes
A - Draft Minutes

Subject: Approval of a new Friendship City relationship with New Taipei City and
renew relationships with Tongxiang and Xianning.

Recommended Action: Approve a new Friendship City relationship with New Taipei
City and renew relationships with Tongxiang and Xianning.

Staff Report
A Policies and Guidelines on Sister Cities Friendship Cities and International Delegations

B - Cupertino Friendship Cities List

C - New Taipei City Application

D - Tongxiang Committee Activity Report
E - Xianning Committee Activity Report
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11.  Subject: Consider confirming the proposed rescission of Emergency Order No. 20-01
requiring face coverings for the public to slow the spread of COVID-19
Recommended Action: Confirm the proposed rescission of Emergency Order No. 20-01
requiring face coverings for the public to slow the spread of COVID-19 effective June
15,2021 at 11:59 p.m.
Staff Report
A - Proposed Rescission of Emergency Order No 20-01
B - Cupertino Emergency Order No. 20-01
12.  Subject: Consider approval of a contract with Dan Gertmenian for the Math Olympiad
education program for the period of August 1, 2021 to August 30, 2024.
Recommended Action: Authorize the City Manager to execute a contract with Dan
Gertmenian for the Math Olympiad youth education program for the three-year period
of August 1, 2021 to August 30, 2024, in the amount not to exceed $773,042.
Staff Report
A — Draft Agreement
13. Subject: Accept Accounts Payable for the period ending March 08, 2021
Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-042 accepting Accounts Payable for
the period ending March 08, 2021
A - Draft Resolution
B - AP Report
14.  Subject: Accept Accounts Payable for the period ending March 15, 2021
Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-043 accepting Accounts Payable for
the period ending March 15, 2021
A - Draft Resolution
B - AP Report
15.  Subject: Accept Accounts Payable for the period ending March 22, 2021
Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-044 accepting Accounts Payable for
the period ending March 22, 2021
A - Draft Resolution
B - AP Report
16.  Subject: Accept Accounts Payable for the period ending March 29, 2021
Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-045 accepting Accounts Payable for
the period ending March 29, 2021
A - Draft Resolution
B - AP Report
17.  Subject: Accept Accounts Payable for the period ending April 05, 2021
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18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-046 accepting Accounts Payable for

the period ending April 05, 2021
A - Draft Resolution

B - AP Report

Subject: Accept Accounts Payable for the period ending April 12, 2021
Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-047 accepting Accounts Payable for

the period ending April 12, 2021
A - Draft Resolution

B - AP Report

Subject: Accept Accounts Payable for the period ending April 19, 2021
Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-048 accepting Accounts Payable for

the period ending April 19, 2021
A - Draft Resolution

B - AP Report

Subject: Accept Accounts Payable for the period ending April 26, 2021
Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-049 accepting Accounts Payable for

the period ending April 26, 2021
A - Draft Resolution

B - AP Report

Subject: Accept Accounts Payable for the period ending May 03, 2021
Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-050 accepting Accounts Payable for

the period ending May 03, 2021
A - Draft Resolution

B - AP Report

Subject: Accept Accounts Payable for the period ending May 11, 2020
Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-051 accepting Accounts Payable for

the period ending May 11, 2020
A - Draft Resolution

B - AP Report

Subject: Consider Authorizing the City Manager to Execute the Third Amendment to
the Funding Agreement Between the City of Cupertino and the Santa Clara Valley
Transportation Authority (VTA) for 1-280/Wolfe Road Interchange Improvements
Project.

Recommended Action: Authorize the City Manager to Execute the Third Amendment
to the Funding Agreement with VTA to Extend the Term of the Funding Agreement
from June 30, 2021to December 31, 2022 for the I-280/Wolfe Road Interchange
Improvements Project (Project).
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Staff Report
A - Draft Third Amendment to Funding Agreement with VTA

B - Funding Agreement with VTA for the I-280 Wolfe Road Interchange Improvements Project
C - First Amendment to Funding Agreement with VTA for the I-280 Wolfe Road Interchange
Improvements Project

D - Second Amendment to Funding Agreement with VTA for the I-280 Wolfe Road Interchange
Improvements Project

E - VTA Certified Board Memo 7575 Dated January 7, 2021

SECOND READING OF ORDINANCES - None

PUBLIC HEARINGS
24.  Subject: Public hearing to consider the Capital Improvement Program (CIP) and the

Recommended Budget for Fiscal Year (FY) 2021-22; consider Adoption of the Budget
for FY 2021-22; consider Establishment of the Appropriation Limit, and related actions;
or take other action to approve interim expenditures.
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Recommended Action: 1. Adopt Resolution No. 21-052 establishing an Operating
Budget of $122,615,187 for FY 2021-22 which include the following changes to the FY
2021-22 Proposed Budget, published on May 1, 2021:

a. Approve the Proposed Funding requests of $121,032,637 as outlined in the FY 2021-
22 Proposed Budget.

b. Approve Community Funding Requests of $95,900 as included in Attachment E

c. Approve a $518,250 reduction in appropriations for the City Manager Discretion

Fund as included in Attachment E

d. Approve appropriations of $313,000 for City Work Program items as included in
Attachment E

e. Approve additional 4 full-time employees (Senior Planner, Permit Technician, Plan
Check Engineer, and CIP Project Manager) and appropriations of $754,992 as included
in Attachment E

f. Approve $66,794 of revenues and $66,794 of appropriations for Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) final allocations as included in Attachment E

g. Approve $500,000 of appropriations for Community Development Department
legal costs as included in Attachment E

h. Approve $63,376 of appropriations for City Hall Annex (10455 Torre) maintenance
costs as included in Attachment E

i. Approve a $65,000 reduction in appropriations for Stevens Creek Corridor Tree
Inventory (operating) as included in Attachment E

j.  Approve $371,738 of appropriations and $177,000 of revenues for library services as
included in Attachment E

k. Approve budget adjustments as presented in Attachment E

2. Adopt Resolution No. 21-053 establishing a Capital Improvement Program budget
of $26,230,048 for FY 2021-22 which included the following line items:

a. Approve appropriations of $2,000,000 in the Minor Storm Drain Improvements
Special Revenue Fund for the Pumpkin and Fiesta Storm Drain Project Phase 1 & 2
project

b. Approve appropriations of $215,000 in the Transportation Special Revenue Fund for
Homestead/De Anza - Construction project

c. Approve appropriations of $3,000,000 in the Park Dedication Special Revenue Fund
for the Memorial Park - Pond Repurposing project

d. Approve appropriations of $1,150,000 in the Park Dedication Special Revenue Fund
for the Memorial Park - Amphitheater Improvements project

e. Approve appropriations of $500,000 in the Park Dedication Special Revenue Fund
for the Memorial Park - Specific Plan Design project

f. Approve appropriations of $3,000,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
Projects Fund for the 10445 Torre Avenue Improvements project

g. Approve appropriations of $750,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
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Projects Fund for the Blackberry Farm Pool Improvements project

h. Approve appropriations of $75,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
Projects Fund for the Carmen Road Bridge Right-of-Way project

i. Approve appropriations of $500,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
Projects Fund for the City Hall and Community Hall Improvements - Programming &
Feasibility project

j. Approve appropriations of $408,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
Projects Fund for the Electric Vehicle Parking Expansion project

k. Approve appropriations of $350,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
Projects Fund for the Full-sized Outdoor Basketball Court project

1. Approve appropriations of $80,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
Projects Fund for the Stelling and Alves Crosswalk Installation project

m. Approve appropriations of $2,000,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
Projects Fund for the Stevens Creek Boulevard Class IV Bikeway Phase 2 - Construction
project

n. Approve appropriations of $50,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
Projects Fund for the City Lighting LED Transition Assessment project

o. Approve appropriations of $65,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
Projects Fund for the Tree Inventory - Stevens Creek Corridor project

p. Approve appropriations of $90,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
Projects Fund for the ADA Improvements project

g- Approve appropriations of $300,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
Projects Fund for the Annual Playground Replacement project

r. Approve appropriations of $200,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
Projects Fund for the Park Amenity Improvements project

s. Approve appropriations of $75,000 in the Capital Improvement Program Capital
Projects Fund for the Street Light Installation - Annual Infill project

t. Approve $11,422,048 of transfers out from the Capital Reserve to fund the Capital
Improvement Program budget in FY 2021-22

3. Adopt Resolution No. 21-054 establishing an Appropriation Limit of $114,666,491
for FY 2021-22

Staff Report

A - Draft Resolution - Operating Budget for Fiscal Year 2021-22

B - Draft Resolution - Capital Budget for Fiscal Year 2021-22

C - Draft Resolution - Appropriation Limit for Fiscal Year 2021-22

D - FY 2021-22 CIP Project Narratives

D1 - CIP Schedule

E - Budget Adjustments Summary & Detail

F - Planning Commission Resolution

Page 10
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City Council Agenda June 15, 2021
25.  Subject: Consider approving the FY 2021-22 Community Development Block Grant

(CDBG) Program Annual Action Plan

Recommended Action: Conduct Public Hearing; and

1. Adopt Resolution No. 21-055 approving the FY 2021-22 CDBG Annual Action Plan

Staff Report

A - Draft Resolution (FY 21-22 CDBG Annual Action Plan)

B - Housing Commission Resolution No. 21-02 (FY 21-22 CDBG Annual Action Plan)

26.  Subject: Consider substantial amendments to the FY 2019-20 Annual Action Plan and
FY 2015-20 Consolidated Plan to provide funding to assist unhoused members of the
encampments located along Wolfe Road near Interstate 280 (Wolfe Road encampment)
to mitigate safety hazards including COVID-19; and to provide funding for the Senior
Meal Delivery Program, which are eligible Department of Housing And Urban
Development (HUD) activities in response to COVID-19.
Recommended Action: Conduct Public Hearing; and
1. Adopt Resolution No. 21-056 approving the Substantial Amendments to the FY 2019
-20 Action Plan and FY 2015-20 Consolidated Plan to provide funding to assist
unhoused members of the Wolfe Road encampment to mitigate safety hazards
including COVID-19; and to provide funding for the Senior Meal Delivery Program,
which are eligible HUD activities.
Staff Report
A - Draft Resolution (Substantial Amendments to the FY 2019-20 Action Plan)

27.  Subject: Consideration of Fiscal Year (FY) 2020-21 and FY 2021-22 Fee Schedule

Amendments to Schedule A - General Fees to add an Annual Lobbyist Registration fee
pursuant to Cupertino Municipal Code Chapter 2.100 regarding the regulation of
lobbying activities

Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-057, amending the Adopted FY
2020-21 and FY 2021-22 Fee Schedules to add an Annual Lobbyist Registration fee to
Schedule A - General Fees pursuant to Cupertino Municipal Code Chapter 2.100
regarding the regulation of lobbying activities

Staff Report
A — Draft Resolution (with attached FY 20-21 and FY 21-22 amended Fee Schedule A — General Fees)

B — Adopted Ordinance No. 21-2222 Regulation of Lobbying Activities

ORDINANCES AND ACTION ITEMS

28.

Subject: Consider Designation of Residential Preferential Parking (RPP) Zone on Serra
Street from Canyon Oak Way to the End.

Recommended Action: Conduct the First Reading of Ordinance No. 21-2228: "An
Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Cupertino Designating a Residential
Preferential Parking Zone on Serra Street from Canyon Oak Way to the End, on
Saturdays, Sundays and Holidays Between the Hours of 6 a.m. and 2 p.m."

Page 11
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City Council Agenda June 15, 2021

Staff Report
A - Draft Ordinance

B - Permit Parking Map

ORAL COMMUNICATIONS - CONTINUED (As necessary)
COUNCIL AND STAFF COMMENTS AND FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS
ADJOURNMENT

The City of Cupertino has adopted the provisions of Code of Civil Procedure §1094.6; litigation
challenging a final decision of the City Council must be brought within 90 days after a decision is
announced unless a shorter time is required by State or Federal law.

Prior to seeking judicial review of any adjudicatory (quasi-judicial) decision, interested persons must
file a petition for reconsideration within ten calendar days of the date the City Clerk mails notice of the
City’s decision. Reconsideration petitions must comply with the requirements of Cupertino Municipal
Code §2.08.096. Contact the City Clerk’s office for more information or go to
http://www.cupertino.org/cityclerk for a reconsideration petition form.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), anyone who is planning to attend this
teleconference meeting who is visually or hearing impaired or has any disability that needs special
assistance should call the City Clerk’s Office at 408-777-3223, at least 48 hours in advance of the
meeting to arrange for assistance. In addition, upon request, in advance, by a person with a disability,
meeting agendas and writings distributed for the meeting that are public records will be made available
in the appropriate alternative format.

Any writings or documents provided to a majority of the Cupertino City Council after publication of
the packet will be made available for public inspection in the City Clerk’s Office located at City Hall,
10300 Torre Avenue, during normal business hours and in Council packet archives linked from the
agenda/minutes page on the Cupertino web site.

IMPORTANT NOTICE: Please be advised that pursuant to Cupertino Municipal Code 2.08.100
written communications sent to the Cupertino City Council, Commissioners or City staff concerning a
matter on the agenda are included as supplemental material to the agendized item. These written
communications are accessible to the public through the City’s website and kept in packet archives. You
are hereby admonished not to include any personal or private information in written communications to
the City that you do not wish to make public; doing so shall constitute a waiver of any privacy rights
you may have on the information provided to the City.

Page 12
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CITY OF CUPERTINO
Agenda Iltem
CUPERTINO
21-9336 Agenda Date: 6/15/2021
Agenda #: 1.

Subject: Consider whether to authorize the formal submission and processing of a General Plan
Amendment Authorization for a change to the Land Use Designation from Low Density (1-5 DU/Ac.)
to Low/ Medium Density (5-10 DU/Ac.), which would allow construction of four small lot single
family homes where one single family home currently exists. Applicant(s): Homestead Homes;
Application No(s).: GPAAuth-2020-001; Location: 19820 Homestead Road APN# 316-04-064
(Continued from the April 6, 2021 meeting)

That the City Council conduct the public hearing and:

Determine whether to authorize the project described in General Plan Amendment Authorization
application (GPA Auth-2020-001) to proceed to apply for the requested General Plan Amendments.

If authorized, adopt Resolution No. 21-030 of the City Council of the City of Cupertino, authorizing a
prospective development proposal described in the 19280 Homestead Road Project General Plan
Amendment Authorization application, No: GPAAuth-2020-001, to proceed with a General Plan

Amendment application.

CITY OF CUPERTINO Page 1 of 1 Printed on 6/9/2021

powered by Legistar™
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL

10300 TORRE AVENUE ¢ CUPERTINO, CA 95014-3255
TELEPHONE: (408) 777-3308 www.cupertino.org

CUPERTINO
CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT
Meeting: June 15, 2021
Subject

Consider whether to authorize the formal submission and processing of a General Plan
Amendment Authorization for a change to the Land Use Designation from Low Density
(1-5 DU/Ac.) to Low/ Medium Density (5-10 DU/Ac.), which would allow construction of
four small lot single family homes where one single family home currently exists.
(Application No.(s): GPAAuth-2020-001; Applicant: Homestead Homes; Location:
APN(s): 316-04-064.)

Recommended Action

Determine whether to authorize the project described in General Plan Amendment Au-
thorization application (GPAAuth-2020-001) to proceed to apply for the requested Gen-
eral Plan Amendments.

If authorized, adopt Resolution No. ____ of the City Council of the City of Cupertino,
authorizing a prospective development proposal described in the 19280 Homestead Road
Project General Plan Amendment Authorization application, No: GPA Auth-2020-001, to
proceed with a General Plan Amendment application.

Discussion

Background
The City Council considered a previous proposal for the subject property on April 6, 2021.

At the hearing, the City Council moved on a 5-0 vote that the applicant come back within
30 days to respond to Council’s comments, including:

e Emphasize the Below Mark Rate (BMR) aspect of the project and any voluntary
community amenities relating to the BMR housing impact.

e Require the homes adjacent to the single-family residents have a 12" setback on the
second floor and a 9" setback on the east border

e Perform a shadow study to analyze the impact of the second stories on the
neighboring single-family homes to the east of the project site.

e Buffering the development with landscaping.

e Reasonably notice the neighbors in the single-family areas within the City of
Sunnyvale.

14
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Resubmittal of applications with minor amendments within 30 days of the decision on
the original application is allowed under the General Plan Amendment (“GPA”)
Authorization procedures adopted by the City Council in 2015.

On May 6, 2021, the City of Cupertino received a resubmitted application with amend-
ments to the 19820 Homestead Project proposal.

Analysis

Introduction

The proposal is to subdivide an existing residential lot into four residential parcels and
one parcel that would act as a common driveway between the properties. Two of the
proposed residential lots will have an Accessory Dwelling Unit. Currently, the property
is developed with an approximately 2,500 square foot single family residence.

Project Location and Surrounding Uses

The 0.46-acre project site is V TR
located on the southside of i MYt SIS + Wy oo P

Homestead Road bordering the
City of Sunnyvale to the north,
east, and south. Those
neighborhoods are low-density
residential, with single family
detached homes. To the west is
the PG&E service yard which is
located within the City of
Cupertino. The current site is

zoned Al1-43, or Agricultural =% ——
Figure 1: Project Site and Vicinity

Residential with a minimum lot
size of 43,000 square feet. The site is located 0.25 miles from the Cupertino Village
Shopping Center, 0.1 miles from the Oakmont Shopping Center (at N. Blaney and
Homestead) and 0.5 mile from the Apple Campus 2.

Evaluation of Project Proposal:
The following is a high-level evaluation of the project proposal related to compliance with
the City’s General Plan and zoning standards.

Project Data

Table 1 indicates the proposed project data along with General Plan amendments, or
variances, requested and/or required.

15
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Table 1: 19820 Homestead Project Data
Revised Proposal
. (Changes from the April
All d/R d
Requirement/ Standard ow;:eXi/Sti(;qulre ! 6, 2021 proposal are Comments
=XISHAS shown in strikeouts and
underlines)
1Pl
General Plan Designation Low Density(1-5 Low /Medium Density S:r‘l/é (I;ereleéisi flrzition
& DU/Ac.) (5-10 DU/Ac.) &
necessary
Would need to be

Zoning Designation A1-43 reyised to be consistent | Zoning Map Amend-
with new General Plan | ment
Land Use Designation
Development Allocation
General Plan Amend-
General Plan Residential 5 Units 4 units (not including | ment required to in-
Yield the two ADUs) crease allowed num-
ber of homes
Minimum Lot Size 43,000 square feet 3,145- 4,460 square feet
Height 28 feet (max.) 245 25 feet
Setbacks
First Floor: 30 feet First Floor: 0-20 feet Future Development
Front . p
Second Floor: 30 feet | Second Floor: 0-20 feet | . 5u1d need either a
First Floor: 8:69.5-20 planned zoning dis-
Side First Floor: 20 feet feet trict to establish de-
Second Floor: 20 feet | Second Floor: 8.6-20 velopment standards
feet or R1C (R1 Cluster)
First Floor: 8:6-9 9-10 Zoning
First Floor: 20 feet feet
Rear

Second Floor: 25 feet

Second Floor: 8:6-9 9-
12 feet

Floor Area Ratio 45% 76 -97 87- 89%
Lot Coverage 40% 42-53-45-49%
. $1,700 annually to $9,300 annually to the .
Fiscal Impact the General Fund General Fund An increase of $7,600
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Evaluation Criteria Discussion

The following is a discussion of the project relative to the evaluation criteria established
by City Council procedure for General Plan Amendment authorization requests.

Evaluation Criteria

Based on the criteria in the policy adopted by the City Council on September 1, 2015, the
project has been evaluated based on:

* General Plan goals achieved by the project:

o Site and architectural design and neighborhood compatibility — does the project
exhibit superior quality of site layout and project design? Is the project compatible
with the surrounding uses?

o Fiscal impacts, including a diverse economic base — would the project have posi-
tive or negative one-time and ongoing impacts to the City’s fiscal base?

o Provision of affordable housing — does the project provide or otherwise promote
affordable housing above and beyond typical City requirements?

o Environmental sustainability — to what extent does the project include features in-
cluding green building, site design and project operation principles, that promote
environmental sustainability above and beyond the City’s typical requirements?

* General Plan amendments requested —number and type of General Plan amendments
requested by the applicant.

* Proposed voluntary community amenities — what is the per-square-foot amount of
community amenities offered by the applicant?

* Staff time and resources required to process the project — would the amount of staff
time and resources require hiring of staff or consultants to process the project? It
should be noted that applicants would be required to pay the full cost of processing
the project, including staff and consultant time and materials.

General Plan Goals Achieved by Proposal

Site and Architectural Design and Neighborhood Compatibility:
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= Staff has not completed a
design review of the cur-
rent proposal. However, if
approved for submission,
the architecture, site lay-
out, and overall project de-
sign shall be consistent
with the General Plan
standards to encourage
compatibility with the sur-
rounding environment, at-
tractive design, and set-
back standards.

Figure 2: Bird’s eye view of th proposed development.

* In accordance with Policy LU-23.6: Neighborhood Buffer, the development shall pro-
vide building transitions, setbacks, and/or landscaping to buffer the development
from the adjoining single-family neighborhoods.

* The project would require the removal of trees to accommodate the project. The num-
ber and species of trees to be removed is unknown at this time.

* In response to the City Council comments on April 6, 2021, the applicant has revised
the design of the project as follows,

o The setbacks for the residences along the eastern portion of the project site adjacent
to the single-family neighborhood have been increased to 9.5 feet and 12 feet for
the first and second floors, respectively, where previously 8.5 feet was proposed.

o A shadow study (Sheet A21, Attachment C) had been conducted to determine im-
pacts to the neighbors along the eastern portion of the development site. The date
of the shadow study was set on June 21 (summer equinox) and found that the
shadow impact is minimal to the adjacent properties.

o Landscaping has been added to the property along Homestead Road to buffer the
project from the Right-of-Way. No further landscaping has been added along the
eastern project line.

1207 :r‘ i | |—
- -6 - . i _Second Flg(:rrPlerlll G

First Floor Plan
alkcg =

Figure 3: North elevation.

Net Fiscal Impacts
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* An analysis of fiscal impacts to the city has been prepared by Economics and Planning
Systems, Inc. (EPS), a third-party consulting firm, see Attachment E. The report
estimates the proposed project would have a $9,300 net positive annual fiscal impact
on the City’s General Fund. This would be a net increase of $7,600 from the existing
use onsite.

Provision of affordable housing

* The Below Market Rate (BMR) Mitigation Program Procedural Manual requires that
any residential development between one to six units either pay the Affordable
Housing Mitigation Fee or provide one BMR unit. The applicant originally proposed
to pay the mandated Mitigation fee (For reference, the current fee is equal to $18.98 a
square foot.)

o The applicant has proposed to increase its payment of BMR fees to $30 per
square-foot. It should be noted that the City’s nexus study for establishing the
BMR fees! found that a fee of up to $30.10 per square-foot would be justified
by project impacts. Therefore, the proposed amount by the developer is higher
than the current BMR fee but within the levels that the nexus study indicated.

* The applicant will receive a credit for the existing unit on the site. Therefore, the fee
calculation will be based on the three (3) net new units minus the garage and ADU
square footages. At approximately 8,135 square feet, the estimated fee (at $30 per
square-foot) would be $244,050. This would be approximately $89,647.70 more than
the estimated BMR Mitigation fee would otherwise be.

Environmental Sustainability

* The project would be required to be either GPR certified at a minimum of 50 points,
LEED Silver, or Alternative Reference to be consistent with the City’s Green Building
ordinance.

General Plan Amendments Requested
The applicant is requesting General Plan Amendments for the following:

Change in General Plan Land Use Designation from Low Density Residential (1-5
dwelling units/acre) to Low/Medium Density Residential (5-10 dwelling units/acre)
which would allow for 4 units on the project site where currently the density would allow
the potential for two (2) units (zoning, however, would only allow one (1) unit). This
would include, but not be limited to, an amendment to the General Plan Land Use Map.

1 Available online at: https://www.cupertino.org/our-city/departments/community-development/housing/housing-
documents.
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Voluntary Community Amenities Proposed
Table 3 below indicates the proposed voluntary community amenities.
Table 3: Proposed Voluntary Community Amenities
Categories Proposed Beneficiary Value Comments
School resources | None None $0 -
Public open None None $0 -
space
Public facilities | None None $0 -
Transportation | None None $0 -
facilities
Affordable $30 per square-foot City of $89,647.70 This the
Housing BMR payment Cupertino difference
between the
BMR fee of
$18.98 per
square-foot
and the
proposed $30
per square-
foot.
Total Value of Qualified $89,647.70
Community Amenities
Total Value/square-foot of $6.65% per s.f.
Qualified Community Amenities

Staff Time and Resources:

The Planning Division will dedicate a project manager (either staff or consultant, based
on availability) to guide the project through the entitlement process, appropriate
environmental, and city related reviews. It is estimated that approximately 0.25 FTE
hours will be required for processing this application. Staff time and consultant costs will

be paid for by the applicant.

2 This is a result of the ‘Total Value of Qualified Community Amenities divided by the total square footage of the
development (13,490 square feet) including ADUs and garage space.
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Public Noticing and Qutreach

The following table indicates the public noticing and outreach conducted on the General
Plan authorization process as required by the procedures adopted by the City Council.

Noticing, Site Signage Agenda

* Postcard mailed to all postal customers in Cupertino | * Posted on the City's official
for the April 6, 2021 meeting (at least 10 days prior to | notice bulletin board (at
meeting) least five days prior to the hear-

* Notices mailed to neighbors within a 1,000 ft. radius | ing)
of the project site (including neighbors in | = Posted on the City of Cuper-
Sunnyvale). tino’s Web site (at least five

= Site signage on subject property (at least 10 days prior | days prior to the hearing)
to meeting)

Environmental Impact

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply since the City Coun-
cil’s action, consideration and authorization of formal applications, is not a project as de-
tined by CEQA. However, project level environmental review will be conducted for pro-
jects that are authorized to move forward with applications for General Plan Amend-
ments.

Fiscal Impact

The project net fiscal impact to the City’s budget has been discussed previously in the
“Net Fiscal Impacts” section above.

Sustainability Impact

The sustainability impacts are discussed in the “Environmental Sustainability” section
above.

Next Steps

Projects authorized by the Council to move forward will enter the formal development
application and review process including necessary environmental analysis. The timeline
for the projects will begin when the applications are complete and are expected to run
about 9-12 months.

Prepared by: Gian Paolo Martire, Senior Planner
Reviewed by: Piu Ghosh, Planning Manager
Benjamin Fu, Director of Community Development
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Approved for Submission by: Dianne Thompson, Assistant City Manager
Attachments:
A - Draft Resolution
B- City Council policy for General Plan Amendment application procedures
C- Project Plans
D - Project Description
E- Homestead Homes Feasibility Analysis, prepared by Kelly Snider of Land use
Analysis & Entitlement Services, dated November 5, 2020.
F- Fiscal Analysis of the Homestead GPA Application, prepared by Economics and

Planning Systems, Inc., dated December 23, 2020.
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RESOLUTION NO. 21-____

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CUPERTINO
AUTHORIZING A PROSPECTIVE DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL DESCRIBED IN THE
19280 HOMESTEAD ROAD GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT AUTHORIZATION
APPLICATION, NO: GPA AUTH-2020-001, TO PROCEED WITH A GENERAL PLAN
AMENDMENT APPLICATION

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Application No: GPAAuth-2020-001
Applicant: Homestead Homes
Location: 19280 Homestead Rd. (A.P.N.: 316-04-064)

WHEREAS, on September 15, 2015, the City Council adopted procedures for considering
future General Plan amendments requested by private parties, including to review
prospective applications twice a year and decide which proposed projects are authorized
to proceed with a General Plan Amendment application; and

WHEREAS, the City Council decision to authorize one or more applicants to proceed
with a General Plan amendment application, does not in any way presume approval of
any proposed amendment or project; and

WHEREAS, the City received one application by November 9, 2020, the deadline to be
considered in the 2021 first cycle of the General Plan Amendment application review

process: the 19280 Homestead Rd. Project General Plan Amendment Authorization
(GPAAuth-2020-001); and

WHEREAS, on April 6, 2021, the City Council held a public hearing to consider said
General Plan Amendment authorization application; after closing the public hearing
considered whether to allow the applicant to proceed with the General Plan Amendment
application based on the relevant criteria; and motioned for the applicant to resubmit
within 30 days and in consideration of Council’s comments; and

WHEREAS, resubmittal of applications with minor amendments within 30 days of the
decision on the original application is allowed under the General Plan Amendment
Authorization procedures adopted by the City Council; and
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WHEREAS, on May 6, 2021, the City of Cupertino received a resubmitted application
with minor amendments to the 19280 Homestead Road project proposal; and

WHEREAS, on June 15, 2021, the City Council held a public hearing to consider said
General Plan Amendment authorization application; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Resolution is not a project within the meaning of section 15378
of the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) Guidelines because it is simply
authorizing submittal of an application and has no potential for resulting in physical
change in the environment, either directly or ultimately. In the event that this Resolution
is found to be a project under CEQA, it is subject to the CEQA exemption contained in
CEQA Guidelines section 15061(b)(3) because it can be seen with certainty to have no
possibility of a significant effect on the environment; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has adopted criteria for determining whether an application
will be authorized for processing as follows:
a. General Plan goals achieved by the proposed project, including, but not limited to,
the following:

(i) Site and architectural design and neighborhood compatibility;

(ii) Brief description of net fiscal impacts (sales tax, transient occupancy tax or
other revenue provided by the project), including the extent to which the
project would diversify the City’s economic base;

(iii)  The provision of affordable housing; and
(iv)  Environmental Sustainability.

b. General Plan amendments (and any other zoning amendments or variances)
requested.

c. Proposed voluntary community amenities, defined as (i) school resources, (ii)
public open space, such as parks and trails, (iii) public facilities and utilities, such
as library, community center or utility systems and (iv) Transportation facilities
with an emphasis on city-wide bicycle, pedestrian and transit improvements, such
as community shuttles, pedestrian and bicycle bridges, and transit centers/stations

d. Staff time and resources required to process the project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that after careful consideration of maps, facts,
exhibits, testimony, staff reports, public comments, and other evidence submitted in this
matter, the City Council of the City of Cupertino has determined that the following
proposal is authorized to proceed as a General Plan Amendment application:
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19280 Homestead Rd. — A.P.N.: 316-04-064— General Plan Amendments to allow 4
residential units where one (1) unit is currently allowed on .46-acre property. With
the following Community Amenity:

. Affordable Housing Mitigation Fee of $30 a square foot.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a Regular Meeting of the City Council of the City of
Cupertino the 15th day of June 2021, by the following roll call vote:

Vote: Members of the City Council:
AYES:
NOES:

ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

ATTEST: APPROVED:

Kirsten Squarcia Darcy Paul
City Clerk Mayor, City of Cupertino
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RESOLUTION NO. 15-078

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CUPERTINO
ADOPTING PROCEDURES FOR PROCESSING OF
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT APPLICATIONS

WHEREAS, on December 4, 2014, the City Council adopted an amended General Plan titled

Community Vision 2040, which reflects community input, regulatory changes, best practices, and

the desire to achieve community-building, sustainability, economic, and fiscal objectives; and

WHEREAS, the City has been evaluating various programs to manage development to
address development issues in light of concerns about rapid growth and the impacts of such
growth overwhelming the City’s ability to accommodate it, as well as the substantial impacts of
development on quality of life in the community; and

WHEREAS, as part of its evaluation process, the City has considered Community Business
Incentive Zoning (CBIZ) and Growth Management programs; and

WHEREAS, while CBIZ and Growth Management programs can be effective in metering
growth and providing for community benefits, they can be difficult to administer, are limited by
legal requirements and do not provide the flexibility for managing growth and its substantial
impacts on the community; and

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 65358(a) provides that: “If it deems it to be
in the public interest, the legislative body may amend all or part of an adopted general plan. An
amendment to the general plan shall be initiated in the manner specified by the legislative body. . .

s and
WHEREAS, each mandatory element of the City’s General Plan may be amended no more

than four times during any calendar year and, subject to that limitation, “an amendment may be
made at any time, as determined by the legislative body “ (Cal. Gov. Code 65358(b)); and

WHEREAS, the City’s Municipal Code does not address the timing or initiation of general
plan amendments; and

WHEREAS, rather than pursue a CBIZ or Growth Management program, the City desires to
set forth an orderly process, in accordance with its legislative discretion, to consider General Plan
amendments and ensure that proposals are fairly considered in light of the City’s goals and
concerns about growth; and

WHEREAS, the City has prepared General Plan Amendment Procedures to provide a
process for preliminary review of proposed amendments; and

WHEREAS, the City Council conducted a public hearing on the proposed procedures on
May 19, 2015, and the Council directed staff to provide more information and options at a future
meeting; and

WHEREAS, the City held an Open House on the General Plan Amendment Process on June
30, 2015, and the City Council held a Study Session after the Open House; and
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WHEREAS, at the Study Session, the Council directed staff to look at options that allowed
for applications twice a year and that provided a reevaluation process; and

WHEREAS, the procedures include, among other things: (1) notice provisions to ensure the
public has an opportunity to comment; (2) evaluation criteria to ensure general plan amendments
that move through the application process are in the public interest and meet the City’s goals for
development, including provision of community amenities; and (3) requirements for requesting
preliminary review of a proposed General Plan amendment; and

.NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Cupertino
hereby adopts the General Plan Amendment Procedures attached hereto, subject to minor revisions
as may be made by the City Manager in consultation with the City Attorney. The City Council
hereby authorizes City staff to process proposed General Plan amendments in accordance with the
General Plan Amendment Procedures and to take any and all other actions necessary to implement
the procedures.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Cupertino,
the 1st day of September, 2015, by the following vote:

Vote: Members of the City Council
AYES: Sinks, Chang, Vaidhyanathan
NOES: Paul, Wong

ABSENT: None
ABSTAIN: None

ATTEST: APPROVED:
Grace Schmidt, City Clerk Rod Sinks, Mayor, City of Cupertino
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PROCEDURES FOR PROCESSING
OF GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT APPLICATIONS

1. Background/Goals

Like many communities throﬁghout the State, Cupertino is concerned about balancing the
benefits of economic development with the effects of rapid growth. The impacts of such growth
can overwhelm the City’s ability to accommodate it and affect the quality of life in the

community.

The goal is to create a procedure for the consideration of future General Plan amendments that
will encourage orderly development of the City and ensure that facility/service and quality of
life standards can be met for the community. These procedures only address amendments
requested by private parties. The City may initiate General Plan amendments when it deems
necessary, such as, to conform to State law or to ensure consistency within the General Plan.

2. Procedure

a. The Council will consider the timing and processing of General Plan amendments twice a
year, approximately every six months.

b. In order to be considered for processing, applicants will be required to apply for
authorization to process a General Plan amendment by a designated date.

c. In the quarter following the due date (generally), the Council will hold a publicly noticed
meeting to preliminarily review the list of proposed General Plan amendments.

d. Noticing - City-wide postcard and public meeting requirements.
e. Each application will be preliminarily evaluated for the following:
(i) General Plan goals achieved by the project, including, but not limited to, the following;:
(1) Site and Architectural design and neighborhood compatibility

(2) Brief description of net fiscal impacts (sales tax, transient occupancy tax or other
revenue provided by the project) including a diverse economic base

(8) The provision of affordable housing

(4) Environmental Sustainability
(ii) General Plan amendments (and any other zoning amendments or variances) requested.
(iif) Proposed voluntary community amenities, as defined in Section 3, if any.
(iv) Staff time and resources required to process the project.

f. Based on the above evaluation the Council will consider which projects, if any, will be
authorized to proceed with a General Plan amendment application. The decision does not
in any way presume approval of the amendment or project. It only authorizes staff to
process the application, but the City retains its discretion to consider the application in
accordance with all applicable laws, including the California Environmental Quality Act
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(“CEQA”) and the City’s zoning laws and ordinances. Consideration of the application will
be in accordance with the City’s Municipal Code and regulations.

Staff will begin processing the General Plan amendment applications per Council direction.
A project that applies for processing should be in substantial compliance with the project
authorized by Council.

Proposals not authorized by the Council at the first meeting (per 2.c. above) may be
resubmitted with minor amendments within 30 days. Such projects will be considered by
the Council at a future public meeting, noticed per the Cupertino Municipal Code, after staff
review.

3. Voluntary Community Amenities

a.

For purposes of this policy, voluntary community amenities are defined as facilities, land
and/or funding contributions to ensure that any development with a General Plan
amendment application enhances the quality of life in the City, including enhancements of
the following:

(i) School resources
(ii) Public open space, such as parks and trails
(iii) Public facilities and utilities, such as library, community center or utility systems

(iv) Transportation facilities with an emphasis on city-wide bicycle, pedestrian and transit
improvements, such as community shuttles, pedestrian and bicycle bridges, and transit
centers/stations

4. Preliminary Review Requirements

a.

Preliminary documents that would be typically required for the type of application that is
requested, such as site plans, preliminary landscape plans, elevations, cross sections,
preliminary grading plans and proposed materials.

A description, including graphics, of the General Plan amendment(s) and land use
approvals required, if any. The description should include diagrammatic information as
necessary to clearly explain the request.

An explanation of how the proposed project meets the overall goals of the General Plan and
the benefits/impacts of the project to the community and its quality of life.

A brief summary of net fiscal impacts.

In order to provide the public with early notice and opportunity to provide input, to the
extent the proposed project includes voluntary community amenities, as defined in Section 3
above, of a type typically memorialized in a development agreement, the applicant should
include a Term Sheet explaining the proposed terms. The Term Sheet will be memorialized
in a Development Agreement as part of the project, if approved.
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19820 Homestead Road,Cupertino, CA

A VIEW OF THE EXISTING BUILDING FROM HOMESTEAD ROAD
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SURVEYOR:

ARBORIST:

HOMESTEAD HOMES
19620 STEVENSCREEK BLVD STE 280,
CA 95070

CONTACT: ELLA SUN AND WILLIAM PAN
WPAN@WPANRE.COM
ELLASUN.HOUSE@GMAIL.COM

JOSEPH BELLOMO ARCHITECTS
102 UNIVERSITY AVENUE

PALO ALTO, CA 94301

(650) 326 0374

PROJECT ARCHITECT:
PRATIMA SHAH
PRATIMA@BELLOMOARCHITECTS.COM

SANDIS
1700 S. WINCHESTER BLVD,
CAMPBELL, CA 95008

CONTACT: STEVE YAZALINA
SYAZ@SANDIS.NET

DAVE DOCKTER

CONTACT:
DAVEDOCKTER@COMCAST.NET

CIVIL ENGINEER: SANDIS

GEOTECHNICAL
ENGINEER:

MECHANICAL,
ELECTRICAL
AND PLUMBING
ENGINEERS:

LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECT:

1700 S. WINCHESTER BLVD,
CAMPBELL, CA 95008

CONTACT: STEVE YAZALINA
SYAZ@SANDIS.NET

ROMIG ENGINEERS
1390 EL CAMINO REAL,
SAN CARLOS, CA 94070

CONTACT: PAYUM VOSSOUGHI
PAYUM@ROMIGENGINEERS.COM

INTEFACE ENGINEERING,INC
135 MAIN STREET, SUITE 400
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

CONTACT: JOEL CRUZ
JOELC@INTERFACEENG.COM

ANYI LANDSCAPE STUDIO

CONTACT: ANYI HUANG
ANYIHUANG@GMAIL.COM

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

PROPERTY ADDRESS:
OWNER:
APN:

EXISTING LAND USE:

PROPOSED LAND USE:

EXISTING LOT ZONING:

PROPOSED ZONING
AMENDMENT:

OCCUPANCY:

LOT SIZE:

FIRE SPRINKLER:
TRASH / RECYCLING:

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT INITIATION
19820 HOMESTEAD ROAD, CUPERTINO, CA
HOMESTEAD HOMES

316-04-064

LOW DENSITY (1-5DU/Ac.)

LOW MEDIUM DENSITY (5-10 DU/Ac.)

A1-43

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT

RESIDENTIAL

21,780 SQ FT

FULLY SPRINKLERED
ON SITE

A2 VICINITY MAP

A3 PARCEL MAP

A4 LAND USE PLAN

A5 CITY OF SUNNYVALE GENENRAL PLAN
A6 ZONING MAP

A7 ZONING CODE COMPLIANCE

A8 SITE PLAN

A9 SECOND FLOOR PLAN

A10 ROOF PLAN

A1 AREA CALCULATIONS

A12 PROPOSED SUBDIVISION

A13 GRAPHIC REPRESENTATION OF

CHANGE IN DENSITY

A14 EAST AND WEST ELEVATIONS

A15 NORTH AND SOUTH ELEVATIONS

A16 ELEVATION FROM DRIVEWAY

A17 AERIAL VIEW

A18 STREET VIEW FROM HOMESTEAD
ROAD

A19 CONTEXT PICTURES

A21 SHADOW STUDY

CO SITE SURVEY

C1 GRADING PLAN

L2 EXISTING TREE SURVEY

L4 LANDSCAPE CONSTRUCTION DETAILS

L5 PLANT PICTURES
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EXISTING GENERAL PLAN LAND USE : LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (1-5 DU/Ac)

ADJOING PROPERTIES:
NORTH : HOMESTEAD ROAD
EAST: SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE IN CITY OF SUNNYVALE

(ZONE: RO , GENERAL PLAN DEIGNATION: LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL)

SOUTH:SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE CITY OF SUNNYVALE

(ZONE: RO, GENERAL PLAN DEIGNATION: LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL)

WEST: PG&E PROPERTY (QUASI PUBLIC/INSTITUTIONAL)

19820 HOMESTEAD ROAD
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CITY OF CUPERTINO

LAND USE MAP

LEGEND
City Boundary

& Heart of the City

I _} Special Center Boundaries

[] Urban Service Area

3 Sphere of Influence
@ Housing Element Sites
Creeks

Residential Land Use Designations

- Very Low Density (5-20 Acre Slope Density Formula)
I:I Very Low Density (1/2 Acre Slope Density Formula)
l:l Very Low Density (Slope Density Formula)

[ ] Low Density (1-5 DU/AC)

:’ Low Density (1-6 DU/Ac.) Rancho Rinconada

[ Low / Medium Density (5-10 DU/Ac)

[ Medium (1020 DU/AC)

I Medium / High Density (20-35 DU/Ac.)

I High Density (> 35 DU/Ac)

Non-Residential Land Use Designations

- Regional Shopping

- Regional Shopping / Residential

I:l Commercial / Office / Residential

- Commercial / Residential

\:| Office / Industrial / Commercial / Residential

‘:I Industrial / Residential
|:| Industrial / Residential / Commercial

- Public Facilities

! Quasi-Public / Institutional

V//A Quasi-Public / Institutional Overlay
- Parks and Open Space

|:| Riparian Corridor

Transportation

I:l County

Monta Vista Land Use Designations

[ ] Residential (0-4.4 DU/AC.)

[ Residential (4.4-7.7 DU/AC)
[ ] Residential (4.4-12 DU/AC))
B Residential (10-15 DU/AC)
I:I Neighborhood Commercial / Residential

Sites designated @ are Priority Housing Sites as identified in the adopted Housing Element

Commercial areas in neighborhoods have a residential density of 15 DU/AC.
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Notwithstanding the densities shown above, sites are designated as Priority Housing Sites in the adopted Housing Element shall have the densities shown in the

Housing Element as further defined in Figure LU-2 in the Land Use Element.

Commercial properties in the Homestead Special Area except those on the South side of Homestead between De Anza and Stelling have a density of |5 DU/Ac.
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CITY OF CUPERTINO
ZONING MAP

T __l City Boundary

- ~ Heart of the City Specific Plan
Area

|:| A - Agricultural Residential
[ BA - Public Building
I =G - Quasi-Public Building
- CG - General Commercial
[ ML - Light Industrial
|:| MP - Planned Industrial Zone

I:I OA/OP - Office / Planned
Office

OS/PR - Open Space / Public
Park / Recreational Zone

P - Mixed Use Planned
Development

R1 - Single Family Residential

R1C - Single Family Residential
Cluster

R2 - Residential Duplex
R3 - Multiple Family Residential

1y

RHS - Residential Hillside

:l T - Transportation

CG-rg: Adopted by Ordinance
436

P-Hotel: Adopted by
Ordinance 1368

350

FP-o: Adopted by Ordinance
1574

[ ]
]
ML-fa: Adopted by Ordinance
[ ]
[ ]

See Master Plan / Specific Plan
/ Conceptual Plan for details

Sltes designated (e are priority Housing
Sites as identified in the adopted Housing
Element

Numbers following zoning designations
denote minimum lot sizes divided by one
thousand.

The "Pre" designation denotes a prezoned
unincorporated area and is colored white

0 0.25 0.5
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Prepared by the Community Development Department
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Created: October 15, 2000 [z
Amended 3 September 2019 per Ordinance 19-2188 _jcrrino
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GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT:

EXISTING LAND USE DESIGNATION: LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (1-5 DU/Ac)

ONE RESIDENTIAL UNIT ON 18,900 SQ FT

RESIDENTIAL DENSITY IS: 2.3 DU/Ac

PROPOSED LAND USE DEISGNATION: LOW MEDIUM DENSITY (5-10 DU/Ac)

FOUR RESIDENTIAL UNITS ON 18,900 SQ FT

RESIDENTIAL DENSITY IS: 9.2 DU/Ac

Project: 19820 Homestead Road, Cupertino, CA

Cupertino Municipal Code Analysis

Site Information:

Area of the Property: 21,775 sq ft

Current Assigned Zoning: Agriculture Al

Proposed Zoning : Planned Development Units

Project Program: 4 Single Family Homes in a Planned Development

Zoning Code Requirements: As per Multifamily Residential : R3

Area of the property without easement for future road: 18,900 sq ft

Site Development Regulation:

A. Density — Maximum number of units cannot exceed that allowed by the General Plan

‘Required ‘Proposed : 4 Residential Units

Number of Units

Dwelling net lot area
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Upto 3 Units 9300

Over 3 2000 additional square feet per dwelling unit 4 Units on 21,775 sq ft.
Reuired Area for 4 Units: 11,300

Lot Width 70 feet at front building setback line 115 feet

Building Development Regulations

A. Maximum Lot Coverage

40% of net lot area

38%

B. Maximum Height

Limited to two stories (not to exceed 30 feet)

Two Stories: Height 25 ft

C. Setbacks

1. Front-yard
2. Side-yard

i. Interior side
ii. Street side
3. Rear-yard

First Floor Second Floor
Required : 20 feet Proposed: 20 ft | Required : 20 ft Proposed: 20 ft
Required :9 ft Proposed : 10' 6 ft on West and
Required: 6 feet Proposed :10'6 |9 ft 12 Ft on East side
Required: 12 feet Not Applicable |Not Applicable
20 feet or 20% of the lot depth, whichever is |20 feet

greater. Main building may encroach as close
as 10 feet to rear lot line if a useable rear-
yard setback area of not less than twenty
times the width of the lot.

19820 Homestead Road, Cupertino
ZONING CODE COMPLIANCE

Project Name:

DATE
05/01/2021

D. Private Outdoor Space -
Balconies may be provided to fulfill
this standard.

E. Second Story Decks and Patios
1. Front-yard
2. Side-yard
3. Rear-yard

Approximately 20% of each unit's gross first-
floor area

Required :17 feet
15 feet:
20 feet

45 to 51% of each unit's gross first floor area

Proposed: 20 ft
Not Proposed
Proposed: 20 ft
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COLOR TOTAL iy PED. USABLE OPEN |  LANDSC. COVERED
CODE 19820 Homestead Road ARER Residential VL SPACE e , GARAGES |OPEN PARKING| DRIVEWAY
2ND FLOOR
beige RESIDENTIAL UNIT 1 1,890 1,890
beige RESIDENTIAL UNIT 2 1,775 1,775
beige RESIDENTIAL UNIT 3 1,405 1,405
beige RESIDENTIAL UNIT 4 1,270 1,270
yellow USABLE OPEN SPACE 752 752
TOTAL 2ND FLOOR 7,092 6,340 0 752 0 0 0 0
1ST FLOOR
beige RESIDENTIAL UNIT 1 1,373 930 443
beige RESIDENTIAL UNIT 2 1,373 930 443
beige RESIDENTIAL UNIT 3 1,550 1,090 460
pale yellow ADU 1 660 660
beige RESIDENTIAL UNIT 4 1,550 1,090 460
pale yellow ADU 2 660 660
brown PEDESTRIAN OVERLAY 2,875 2,875
green LANDSCAPE OPEN SPACE 7,300 7,300
light brown Open PARKING 1,023 1,023
grey DRIVE WAY 3,416 3,416
TOTAL 1ST FLOOR 21,780 5,360 2,875 0 7,300 1,806 1023 3,416
TOTAL AREA 28,872 | 11,700 ‘ 2,875 ‘ 752 | 7,300 ‘ 1,806 ‘ 1,023 ‘ 3,416 ‘
BUILDING AREA SUMMARY:
SITE AREA Site Coverage= Total Area of the First Floor- Pedestrian
GROSS 21,780 SF Overlay-Landscaped Open space-Parking-Driveway=
NET 18,905 SF 21780-2875-7300-1023-3416
F.A.R. RESIDENTIAL 7,166 SF 38.00%
13506 SF:18905 SF
0.71:1
LANDSCAPED ( USEABLE OPEN SPACE OPEN SPACE PROVIDED PER RESIDENTIAL UNIT
LANDSC. 7,300 || RESIDENCE 1: 2103 SF
USEABLE 752 ||

LANDSCAPE / OPEN SPACE COVERAGE = LANDSCAPED
OPEN SPACE + USEABLE OPEN SPACE

= 8,052 “

RESIDENCE2: 1963 SF

RESIDENCE 3:1638 SF
43%
PEDESTRIAN/VEHICULAR OVERLAY RESIDENCE 4:1595 SF
PED. 2,875 |
Residence Tota IResidential Sq Ft First Floor |Second Garage Including
Floor Garage
Unit 1 2,820 930 1890 440 3,260
ADU 670
Unit 2 2,675 930 1745 440 3,115
ADU 670
Unit 3 2,495 1,090 1405 460 2,955
Unit 4 2,360 1,090 1270 460 2,820
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A View from Homestead Road
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SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT

THIS MAP CORRECTLY REPRESENTS A SURVEY MADE BY ME OR UNDER MY DIRECTION IN CONFORMANCE
WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYORS' ACT AT THE REQUEST OF ELLA SUN
IN AUGUST, 2020.
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Project Description

Project Name: 19820 Homestead Road, Cupertino, CA

Date: May 6th, 2021

To: City Council of Cupertino

Attn: Gian Martire, Senior Planner

Subject: General Plan Amendment Authorization Request.

Introduction:

We, Bellomo Architects together with our Clients, Homestead Homes, present for your
review, a request for a General Plan Amendment for Land Use Designation of the property
from Low Density Residential (0-5 DU/Ac) to Low Medium Density Residential (5-10
DU/Ac).

Property Information:

The property is rectangular in shape with area 21,780 square feet with a 25 foot “Future
Easement” along Homestead Road.

The net size of the property is 18,905 square feet.

Adjacent/ Neighboring properties:

North Side: Homestead Road with 85 feet street frontage.

West Side: PG&E property (City of Cupertino).

South and East side: R-O Single Family residential properties (City of Sunnyvale)
Existing Condition:

The property has a one story Single Family Residential building with a detached garage.
The current Zoning Designation of the property is A1-43 Agricultural Residential.

The existing house is approximately 2,500 square feet with one story wood frame
construction.

102 University Avenue, Suite 3C « Palo Alto, CA » 94301 « 650 326 0374 ¢+ bellomoarchitects.com
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Proposed Project:

Our goal is to create a project that will revitalize the underutilized property and is aligned to
the City and State’s goal of promoting Housing Density. The building will promote
harmonious transition in scale and character between different designated land uses.

The proposed Land Use of Low Medium density 5-10 units per acre accommodates more
intensive forms of residential development while still being compatible with the predominant
single-family detached residential neighborhood. This development will be successfully
incorporated into this single-family environment.

The proposed zoning is Planned Unit Development.

The design proposal includes 4 two story Single Family Residential Units in a Planned Unit
development.
Two of the residential units will have an attached Accessory Dwelling Unit.

Design Program:

Residence 1:

First Floor: 930 square feet
Garage: 443 square feet
Second Floor: 1,890 square feet
Total: 2,820square feet

Residence 2:

First Floor: 930 square feet
Garage: 443 square feet

Second Floor: 1,745 square feet
Total square feet: 2,675 square feet

Accessory Dwelling Unit: 660 square feet each

Residence 3:

First Floor: 1,090 square feet
Garage: 460 square feet

Second Floor: 1,405 square feet
Total square feet: 2,495 square feet

Residence 4:

First Floor: 1,090 square feet
Garage: 460 square feet

Second Floor: 1,270 square feet
Total square feet: 2,360 square feet

102 University Avenue, Suite 3C « Palo Alto, CA » 94301 « 650 326 0374 ¢+ bellomoarchitects.com 2
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Proposed Parking: Total 13 car parking spaces are provided on site.
Enclosed car parking spaces per unit: 2.

Uncovered car parking spaces per unit: 3 (0.8 per unit).

Accessory Dwelling Unit: 1 per Unit.

The property is within %z mile of public transit station (a bus stop).

Access:
The driveway entry to the property is provided with a 24 feet wide two-way driveway in the

middle of the property providing car access to the enclosed garages and open parking
spaces. The proposed vehicular access requires a single curb cut on Homestead Road.

Planning:

The planning and siting of the various functions and buildings on the site create an internal
sense of order and provide a desirable environment for occupants, visitors, and the general
community.

The Living Room, Dining and Kitchen are arranged in open plan arrangement on the First
Floor Level and the Bedrooms are on the Second Floor Level.

Setbacks:

North On Homestead Road: 20 feet

South: 20 feet

West: 10 feet 3 inches (PG& E easement)

East: 9 feet 6 inches on First Floor and 12 feet on the Second Floor.

The front and rear setbacks accommodate private yards for individual residential units.
The front setback of 20 feet maintains the primary building bulk of the 25 feet high building
below a 1:1 slope line drawn from the arterial/boulevard curb line.

Structural System:

Wood and steel frame construction with sloping roofs.

Sustainability:

The project would comply with the City’s Green Building Ordinance.

102 University Avenue, Suite 3C « Palo Alto, CA » 94301 « 650 326 0374 ¢+ bellomoarchitects.com 3
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The design includes overhangs, recesses, and other shading devices (vertical garden wall,
wood trellis) and techniques to reduce the solar heat gain and energy consumption related
to the cooling of the building.
» Exterior Glazing double insulated for energy efficiency.
* Operable doors and windows promoting natural light, ventilation as well as excellent
acoustical mitigation.
* Solar panels and photovoltaic panels will be located on the roof .

Landscape:

The site landscape forms an integral part of this development. Trees, plants and vines
create a beautiful setting for the building while landscaped terraces create enjoyable
outdoor spaces.

New sidewalk, parkway between road and sidewalk, and new streets trees that are
consistent with the neighborhood will provide a cohesive streetscape. The street trees will
be Chinese Pistache matching street trees across Homestead road.

Existing trees outside of the building development will be preserved and protected during
construction. The trees along the perimeter of the property will provide shade, privacy and
act as a buffer between neighboring properties. All planting materials are low-water use
species and planted according to the Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance recommended
practices.

Proposed Community Benefits:

1. Around 2,875 square feet of the site along Homestead Avenue is an Easement for
Pedestrian and Vehicular circulation. This 15% of the total property area along
Homestead Road is dedicated to the “Future Road Easement”.

2. Proposed sidewalk improvements: There is no existing sidewalk along the property.

The applicant proposes to develop the following:

Side walk connecting to existing sidewalks on both the sides of the property.
A landscape strip along the sidewalk

Street Trees

Street Lighting

Storm Water Management for the sidewalk right of way.

abrwbh =

Due to the small size of the site, there is not sufficient room for providing on-site
Community Usable Spaces like Parks.

102 University Avenue, Suite 3C « Palo Alto, CA » 94301 « 650 326 0374 ¢+ bellomoarchitects.com 4
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Below Market Rate Unit:

As per City of Cupertino’s Procedural Manual for Below Market Rate Housing, new
residential developments of 1 -6 unit may either pay the Affordable Housing Mitigation Fee
or provide one Below Market Rate unit. The Fee Amount per Square Foot of the Gross
Floor Area is $20.00 per square foot.

The design proposal includes two Accessory Dwelling Units on the property.

In addition to this the Applicant proposes to pay in-lieu fees of $30.00 per square foot.

END

102 University Avenue, Suite 3C « Palo Alto, CA » 94301 « 650 326 0374 ¢+ bellomoarchitects.com
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Justification of General Plan Amendment Request:

General Plan Amendment for Land Use Designation of the property from Low Density
Residential (0-5 DU/Ac) to Low Medium Density Residential (5-10 DU/Ac).

The request is aligned to the General Plan: Community Vision 2015-2040.

Low Density: 1-5 and 1-6 units on each acre. This category is intended to promote a suburban
lifestyle of detached single-family homes. Planned residential communities can be incorporated into
this category if the development form is compatible with adjoining residential development.

Low/Medium Density: 5-10 units per acre. This category accommodates more intensive forms of
residential development while still being compatible with the predominant single-family detached
residential neighborhood. This development can be successfully incorporated into a single-family
environment.

As per the General Plan the residential densities higher than Low/Medium Density usually
results in traffic volumes and buildings that are not compatible with single-family residential
neighborhoods. Therefore the applicant is proposing Low /Medium Density development.

Cupertino’s Demographics:

With the changing demographic and ethnic values, housing needs are changing as more immigrant
families care for parents in their homes, younger workers look for more affordable housing, close to
services and employment, and the older generation looks to downsize from their single-family
homes into smaller, single-level homes within walking distance to shopping and entertainment.

The proposed development has two ADU units along with 4 primary units. ADUs are a valuable
form of dwelling units and essential component of housing supply.

* Accessory Dwelling Units provide housing for family members, students and elderly, in
home health care providers, the disabled and the others at the lower prices in the
neighborhood.

* Provides additional rental stock in the City

* Added income for the home owner and increased sense of security.

Chapter 2: General Plan 2015-2020

The property is located in the “The Homestead Special Area” which is located in the
northern portion of the City and includes residential, commercial, office and hotel uses
along Homestead Road, between Interstate 280 and the Sunnyvale City limit.

Vision for Homestead Road Special Area:

The Homestead area will continue to be a predominantly mixed-use area with residential uses and
a series of neighborhood centers providing services to local residents. Bike and pedestrian
improvements in this area will provide better connections for residents and workers to access
services. Tree-lined streets and sidewalks will provide an inviting environment and will link existing
and new uses.

102 University Avenue, Suite 3C ¢ Palo Alto, CA + 94301 + 650 326 0374 + bellomoarchitects.com 6
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The proposed sidewalk improvements like street trees, landscape strip, benches and
sidewalk will improve the connectivity.

HOMESTEAD SPECIAL AREA DIAGRAM
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As shown in the Homestead Special Area Diagram, all the residential developments along
Homestead Road are either Low Medium Density or Medium or Medium High Density
except the project site at 19820 Homestead Road, which has a designation of Low Density.
This is a great opportunity for the applicant and the City to add more density and most
desirable housing.

Connectivity:

The site is within 2 mile of a Transit Station, a bus stop.

Oakmont Square and Homestead Square Shopping Centers and Cupertino Village
Shopping Mall are within walking distance of the property.

The site is close to Apple Park, which will provide an opportunity to live and work in the
City. The convenient location of Shopping Mall, Town Centers and Work Areas as well as
availability of Public Transit Service from this proposed residential development will reduce
the reliance on auto use and will help in improving community health.

102 University Avenue, Suite 3C ¢ Palo Alto, CA + 94301 + 650 326 0374 + bellomoarchitects.com 7
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Chapter 3: Land use and Community Design Element:

Goal 3: Ensure that project site planning and building design enhance the public realm though a
high sense of identity and connectivity.

The proposed development is in consistence with the Land Use Goals.

* The four residential units and ADUs are well connected with the central driveway
with Homestead Road and with improved sidewalks.

* The building height, layouts and design is compatible with the surroundings.

* The proposed street trees, landscape along the side walk and the beautiful stone
wall along the street frontage enhance the streetscape and pedestrian experience.

* The building is compatible in scale and mass with the neighborhood.

* The residential development acts as a buffer between the Quasi Industrial Use and
Single Family residential neighborhood. It provides a transition between the two
uses.

Chapter 4: Housing Element:

HE-1.3.4: Flexible Development Standards.
The City recognizes the need to encourage a range of housing options in the community. The City
will continue to:

» Offer flexible residential development standards in planned residential zoning districts, such
as smaller lot sizes, lot widths, floor area ratios and setbacks, particularly for higher density
and attached housing developments.

* Keeping with the community’s character, goals, and objectives.

The proposed Zoning Designation is Planned Unit Development. A detailed Zoning Code
Compliance Chart is included in the drawing set; Sheet A7.

Summary:

Cupertino is a community with a renowned School District and high tech economy with
diverse Housing needs. The proposed development is an excellent opportunity to increase
density and promote more residential units of diverse size on the property without affecting
the character, mass and scale of the surrounding neighborhood. The proposed residential
development shares the City of Cupertino’s Community Vision of maintaining and
enhancing great quality of life. This vibrant improvement will revitalize this underutilized
property, enhance the neighborhood and provide most desirable housing in the City of
Cupertino.

END
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Kelly Snider Land Use Analysis & Entitlement Services

San Jose, California
KellySniderConsulting.com
(650) 387-3132
November 5, 2020

Ms. Ella Sun
Operating Partner
Homestead Homes
Via E-Mail

Dear Ella,

This letter summarizes the feasibility for a 4-home subdivision proposal on the
property at 19820 Homestead Road in Cupertino. It is not intended to be a
comprehensive review of legal, title, or constructability issues but rather an
assessment of the appropriateness and feasibility of the proposed use, particularly in
relation to the challenges posed by the site adjacencies.

The property is uniquely situated within the City, because Homestead Road is a busy
multi-lane arterial and the neighboring property is an industrial PG&E corporation
yard. At first glance, one might think this property is best suited for conversion to
industrial uses, to take advantage of its adjacency to PG&E and its location on a multi-
lane arterial. However, the property shares a property line on the other side with three
one-story single-family homes — whose address is NOT Cupertino but in Sunnyvale.
Introducing light or heavy industrial uses adjacent to residential properties
(regardless of jurisdiction) would not be in conformance with the General Plan as this
is not a Priority Development Area and not designated for focused Employment
growth.

I further evaluated the property for conversion to commercial and retail uses, which
would match the nearby use of the Oakmont Square Shopping Center. Eventually, it
could complement an eventual long-term re-use of the PG&E property to infill mixed-
use. However, the size of the property (less than .5 acres) again renders this difficult if
not infeasible. Best practices in land use planning and economic development
strategies will cluster retail uses, rather than stringing them out along auto-centric
arterials. Main Street Cupertino is an example of the right way to introduce more
retail and commercial uses into a community by concentrating retail, restaurant,
hotel, and commercial uses as a community destination. Bricks-and-mortar retail is
now projected to take several cycles to recover from the COVID-induced recession,
and the city is better off focusing on economic recovery for its existing small retail
centers rather than trying to expand or create new. Furthermore, the General Plan
designates this for residential use, and adjacency to the single-family homes on
Homestead and Heron point to the long-term use of this property for low- or medium-
density residential use.
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I investigated whether it would be feasible to position this property as a multi-family
rental apartment (either market-rate or low-income units). Multi-family apartments
can sometimes help with transitions from single-family homes to the industrial and
commercial uses to the west. But at less than .5 acres, and due to the need for fire
truck access and common open space as required by the City’s zoning code, the
resulting building would be 5 stories in order to provide automobile parking, private
open space, and staging areas for trash service. The property abuts single-family
homes which are in a neighboring jurisdiction, so all Emergency Vehicle Access would
have to be from Homestead Road (no opportunity for an EVA in order to have ladder
access to upper levels); and no alley or “back of house” for trash servicing and pick-up
would be feasible. These physical limitations do not take into account the community
character, privacy, and light-and-shadow issues of constructing a 5-story building
adjacent to single-family homes.

Another benefit of the proposed medium density housing project (6 units total) is that
it will help the City of Cupertino fulfill its obligations to add housing units in
conformance with its Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA). In the past 7 years,
Cupertino was expected to add slightly more than 1,000 total new homes, but has
produced less than half of that requirement. Preliminary allocations for the 6t RHNA
cycle (which begins in 2023) have allocated a requirement for over 5,000 new homes
in Cupertino before 2030. Taking advantage of underutilized and over-sized lots such
as this one, particularly as it is adjacent to commercial and industrial uses, to
introduce modest numbers of new homes that are complementary to the traditional
single-family neighborhoods is one of the best ways to begin chipping away at the
city’s pronounced jobs-housing imbalance.

Your proposal to construct 4 single-family homes and two Accessory Dwelling Units
(ADUs) for a total of 6 residential units is an excellent transition between the existing
single-family homes (in adjacent Sunnyvale) and the industrial use of the PG&E
corporation yard. The current General Plan designation is for single-family low-
density residential use, and your proposal for medium density residential use is a
good transition from the existing homes. In Cupertino, requests for General Plan
Amendments sometimes include an offer of a Voluntary Community Amenity.
Typically, Voluntary Community Amenities are offered when the proposed use will
have a measurable negative impact on provision of city services or other public
resources such as school facilities. Today, the Cupertino school district is currently
projecting a decrease in student enrollment subjecting it to closing schools, plus you
will be obligated to pay the school district fee of $29,425; you are also building a new
sidewalk, improving a decrepit lot, and dedicating a large amount of your private
property to the city for use in future frontage improvements. Given that your
proposed use is modest, generally conforms with the city’s allowed uses, and because
you are making land dedications and also paying the $29,425 school fee, I do not
recommend you make any further “voluntary” community amenity offerings. The
increase in taxable value and the provision of much-needed new homes in a city which
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is struggling to meet even half of its state-mandated housing goals is sufficient
amenity in my opinion.

In conclusion, I believe your 4-home proposal represents the optimal use of the
property in light of its adjacencies, the desire to keep the property residential, and to
introduce a variety of homes at varying price points. The proposed site plan:

Results in lots of approximately 4,000 square feet each, which is typical for the
region.

Provides a range of housing sizes that contribute to naturally occurring
affordability through “Missing Middle” housing types. One 6,000-square foot
home on a 21,000+ square foot lot would not contribute to the diversity and
affordability of Cupertino’s housing stock. Four homes with 2 ADUs results in
gentle density that aligns with established housing goals without negatively
impacting the neighborhood.

The 4 proposed homes comply with the City’s objective standards for height,
setback, parking allocation, open space and other key metrics. This is a modest
but meaningful step toward increasing housing yield on streets serviced by
public transit and with an industrial/commercial neighbor that does not
negatively impact existing uses.

Will complete the pedestrian circulation by constructing a code-compliant and
accessible sidewalk (where none exists today) and providing additional
dedicated land for future Homestead Road public improvements.

I commend your team for developing a site plan which meets so many of the City’s
objectives — gentle density; range of residential home sizes to accommodate
Missing Middle homes; private outdoor space for every unit; and complying with
objective standards such as setback and height to maintain community character.
Please let me k now if I may answer questions you may have.

Sincerely,

s

Kelly $nider, M.C.P.
Instructor, San Jose State University Department of Urban and Regional Planning
Advisor, Certificate in Real Estate Development Program
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DRAFT MEMORANDUM

To: Gian Martire, City of Cupertino

From: Benjamin C. Sigman and Taylor Henry;
Economic & Planning Systems, Inc.

Subject:  Fiscal Analysis of the Homestead GPA Application;
EPS #201111

Date: December 23, 2020

The City of Cupertino retained Economic & Planning Systems, Inc. (EPS)
to prepare this fiscal impact analysis of an application for a General Plan
Amendment (GPA). The applicant is proposing a low/medium density
residential development on a 0.46-acre parcel located at 19820
Homestead Road. The proposed development envisions four single-
family residences, two of which have attached accessory dwelling units
(ADUs), vielding a total of six housing units.

This EPS fiscal analysis assesses the effect of the proposed development
on the City of Cupertino’s General Fund. The objective of the analysis is
to quantify whether the proposed GPA will generate adequate revenues
to cover the cost of providing ongoing services to new residents. The
analysis does not consider the impact of the proposed project on
potential capital facilities cost requirements or other one-time costs. The
analysis compares the impact of the proposed GPA at buildout to the
baseline impact of the existing use of the project site.

The EPS analysis offers a planning-level perspective to inform land use
policy. EPS does not employ specific assumptions about the real estate
product formats or the composition of the households that will occupy
the proposed housing. The analysis does reflect typical housing
development in the flats of Cupertino and household income
characteristics derived from anticipated unit pricing. The analysis reflects
the City’s 2019-20 Actual General Fund Revenues and Expenses and
presents findings in constant 2020 dollars.

The Summary of Findings below describes estimated fiscal impacts
attributable to proposed GPA. Actual fiscal impacts will depend on a
number of factors that cannot be predicted with certainty, including the
market performance of the project, future changes in City or State
budgeting practices, and the efficiency of various City departments in
providing services. Key analytical inputs and assumptions used in this
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analysis are from the GPA application, City documents, information from City staff, and EPS
industry knowledge. EPS has not performed detailed market research as part of this study effort.

Summary of Findings

1. The proposed Homestead project will result in an annual net fiscal benefit to the
City of Cupertino General Fund.
This analysis estimates that the net annual fiscal impact of the GPA proposal on the City’s
General Fund is approximately $7,600 per year. Table 1 presents the estimated fiscal
impact, which assumes the project’s single-family homes will sell for $3.1 million per unit.
The analysis assumes homes with an attached accessory dwelling unit will sell for $3.8
million each.

Table 1  Annual Fiscal Impact Summary (2020%)

Revenue / Fiscal Impact Fiscal Impact Net
Expense Category at Project Buildout Baseline Fiscal Impact
General Fund Revenues $16,300 $3,100 $13,200
General Fund Expenditures $7,100 $1,400 $5,700
Net Impact on General Fund $9,300 $1,700 $7,600

2. At project buildout, property tax will account for the largest revenue source to the
City.
Property tax revenue is based on the estimated assessed value of the proposed project. The
proposed development program results in an estimated assessed value of approximately
$13.7 million. The City of Cupertino will receive 7.0 percent out of the 1.0 percent base
property tax levied on property in the City. Before consideration of baseline impacts (i.e., tax
revenue from the existing property), the total amount of property tax collected is estimated
at $137,300, and the City’s General Fund would receive $9,600 per year.

3. If the Accessory Dwelling Units are not occupied by additional households, the
estimated fiscal benefit of the proposed project is greater.
Property tax revenue is based on the estimated assessed value of the proposed project, and
will not decrease if the ADUs are kept off market (e.g., as an office or for visitors). And while
sales tax revenue and other population-dependent revenues accruing to the General Fund
would be slightly less in this scenario, the decrease is modest. Meanwhile, the reduced
project occupancy would reduce the expected cost to the City to provide services to the
project. If the two ADUs remain unoccupied by additional households, EPS estimates the net
fiscal impact of the project at approximately $8,800 per year, roughly 15 percent higher than
if the ADUs are occupied.

Z:\Shared\Projects\Oakland\201000s\201111_Homestead\Deliverables\201111_EPS_Draft_12.23.20.docx
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Fiscal Impact on the General Fund

This section describes the methodology and key assumptions used to estimate the fiscal impacts
of the proposed GPA. The analysis is based on information from three key sources:

(¢D) the GPA application material submitted;
(2) information from City planning and finance staff; and
3) existing EPS industry knowledge.

EPS has not conducted an independent audit of the City’s budget, performed in-depth interviews
with service-providing City departments, or conducted detailed market analysis.

Proposed General Plan Amendment

The applicant is proposing a residential project to be developed on an 0.46-acre site located on
Homestead Road in Cupertino. The proposed development project envisions four single-family
residences, two of which will have attached accessory dwelling units. Two of the single-family
homes are planned for 2,985 square feet, two are planned for 3,242 square feet, and the
accessory dwelling units are each 640 square feet.

Table 2 below presents the proposed GPA program identified by the applicant. The table also
presents EPS assumptions concerning the population that would be generated by the project. A
variety of revenues and costs included in this fiscal analysis are based on the anticipated “service
population” shown in Table 2.

Table 2 Development Program and Service Population

Development Resident Density Service
Item Program Assumptions [1] Population Population
Residential For-Sale
Single-Family Units 4 DU 2.96 Residents / HH 11.8 11.8
Accessory Dwelling Units 2 DU 1.50 Residents / HH 3.0 3.0
Total 6 DU 14.8 14.8

[1] Household resident densities vary based on product type. EPS assumptions for single-family units
reflect the citywide average (State of California Department of Finance), 2.96 persons per household. EPS
assumptions for accessory dwelling units are based on a 2012 UC Berkeley study on secondary units that
reports an average occupancy of 1.5 persons.

General Fund Revenues

New General Fund tax proceeds attributable to the proposed GPA will include sales tax, property
tax, property tax in lieu of vehicle license fee (VLF), property transfer tax, utility user tax, and
franchise fees. Table 3 provides a summary of the Cupertino 2019-20 Actual General Fund
Revenues and a description of the forecasting method relied upon for each relevant revenue
source.

Z:\Shared\Projects\Oakland\201000s\201111_Homestead\Deliverables\201111_EPS_Draft_12.23.20.docx
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Table 3 FY2019 - 20 Revenue Budget Summary and Fiscal Impact Estimating Factors
ltemn FY2019-2020 Factors Applied to
Total Estimate Project Revenue

Sales Tax $26,651,250 1.0% of estimated taxable sales
Property Tax

Property Tax in Lieu of VLF $8,489,541 0.1% of Citywide Assessed Value

Other Property Tax $18,117,303 7.0% of base property tax rate (1%)
Transient Occupancy Tax $7,286,083 - not applicable
Utility Tax $3,182,087 2.4% of utility bills
Franchise Fees $3,418,909 | $40.01 per service population
Business License $771,946
Other Taxes $630,056

Property Transfer Tax $599,962 $0.55 per $1,000 in value
Licenses & Permits $4,692,845 - not estimated
Use of Money & Property $4,189,877 - not estimated
Intergovernmental $747,942 - not estimated
Charges for Services $11,986,328 - not estimated
Fines & Forfeitures $327,833 - not estimated
Miscellaneous $1,217,670 - not estimated
Other Financing Sources $451,439 - not estimated
Transfer-In $10,012,000 - not estimated

Total Revenues

$102,173,109

Z:\Shared\Projects\Oakland\201000s\201111_Homestead\Deliverables\201111_EPS_Draft_12.23.20.docx
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Retail Sales Tax Revenue

The proposed GPA is expected to generate retail sales tax revenue accruing to the City General
Fund from project residents’ household spending at retailers in the city (Table 4). This fiscal
analysis relies on data from the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistic Consumer Expenditure Survey to
establish the retail spending pattern of households. Spending patterns reflect household
consumer behavior observed nationally for households with specified levels of annual income.

This analysis uses anticipated residential price points to estimate household income. Then, to
identify taxable retail expenditures, the analysis identifies and isolates taxable retail spending
from total household spending. EPS estimates that for the proposed single-family units,
households are likely to spend approximately 16 percent of gross household income on taxable
retail purchases. For the accessory dwelling units, which provide housing for median income
households, this analysis estimates that 25 percent of gross household income is spent on
taxable retail purchases. Of the total taxable retail spending potential from all unit types, the
analysis assumes that about 25 percent of the taxable retail spending will be captured within the
City.

Table 4 Sales Tax Estimate

Factor/

Item Assumptions Estimate
Project Households Retail Purchases in Cupertino
Estimated Annual Household Income [1]

Single-Family Unit 35% of income is Housing Costs $368,618

Accessory Dwelling Unit 35% of income is Housing Costs $96,572
Household Taxable Retail Spending [2]

Single-Family Unit 15.5% percent of income $56,991

Accessory Dwelling Unit 24.9% percent of income $24,066
Weighted Average Household Spending $46,016
Household Retail Spending in Cupertino [3] 25% of retail expenditures $11,504
Project Households 6
Net New Taxable Retail Sales Captured in Cupertino $69,024
Total Sales Tax Revenue 1.0% of taxable sales $690

[1] Income estimate relies on typical mortgage financing and the assumption that housing costs represent 35
percent of gross household income.

[2] Based on Bureau of Labor Statistics Consumer Expenditure Survey for respective income groups.

[3] Assumes 25 percent of taxable retail spending by Cupertino residents is captured by the retailers within the City
based on discussions with the City's Economic Development Manager.

Sources: State Board of Equalization, ICSC Research Survey, U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics

Z:\Shared\Projects\Oakland\201000s\201111_Homestead\Deliverables\201111_EPS_Draft_12.23.20.docx
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Property Tax Revenue

Property tax revenue estimates are based on the estimated assessed value of the proposed
project. Relying on the applicant’s proposed development program, EPS estimates the project’s
assessed value at about $13.7 million at buildout, as shown in Table 5. The City levies a one
percent property tax rate, with approximately 7.0 percent accruing to the General Fund.

Property Tax In Lieu of VLF

In 2004, the State of California adjusted the method for sharing VLF with local jurisdictions.
Recent State budget changes replaced VLF with property tax, which grows proportionately with
increases in assessed value of the City. The proposed project will add about 0.05 percent to the
current assessed value in Cupertino (assuming no other assessed value growth for simplification
purposes) and will generate the same increased percentage in in-lieu VLF revenues, as shown
in Table 5.

Table 5 Property Tax Revenue
Total
Land Use Assumption / Factor at Buildout
Assessed Value Estimate [1]
Single-Family Unit (For-Sale) $3,113,500 per Unit $12,454,000
Accessory Dwelling Unit (For-Sale) $640,000 per Unit $1,280,000
Total Assessed Value $13,734,000
Property Tax 1.0% Base Property Tax Rate $137,340
Cupertino General Fund Revenue [2] 7.0% Allocation to Cupertino $9,614
General Fund
Property Tax In Lieu of VLF
Existing Citywide Property Tax in Lieu of VLF $8,489,541
Citywide Assessed Value [3] $25,397,331,860
Project Net Assessed Value Increase [4] 0.05%
Property Tax In Lieu of VLF Revenue [5] $4,591

[1] EPS assumption based on nearby comparables, in-depth market study not prepared. Top of market for newly
built single-family product in Cupertino falls within the $3.5 to $4.0 million range, though homes sold at this price
point are on larger lots than the units planned at Homestead.

[2] Legislation requires Counties to provide "no/low tax" cities with a Tax Equity Allocation equal to 7 percent of
property tax share.

[3] FY2020-2021 value based on secured assessed value from Santa Clara County's Annual Assessor's Report.
[4] Calculated by dividing the new assessed value by citywide assessed value.

[5] Calculated by multiplying existing property tax in lieu of VLF by project net assessed value increase.

1 property tax rate anticipated at project delivery; City of Cupertino 2020-21 Adopted Budget,
page 108.

Z:\Shared\Projects\Oakland\201000s\201111_Homestead\Deliverables\201111_EPS_Draft_12.23.20.docx
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Property Transfer Tax

The project will generate real estate transfer tax revenue associated with future turnover in
ownership. This analysis assumes that ownership of each home is likely to turnover
approximately every 16 years, an annual turnover rate of 6.0 percent. The property transfer tax
rate accruing to the City General Fund is $0.55 per $1,000 of the property value, as shown in
Table 6.

Table 6 Property Transfer Tax Revenue

Annual Total
Land Use Assumption / Factor at Buildout
Property Value [1]
Single-Family Unit (For-Sale) $3,113,500 per Unit $12,454,000
Accessory Dwelling Unit (For-Sale) $640,000 per Unit $1,280,000
Total $13,734,000
Average Annual Turnover 6.0% $824,040
Property Transfer Tax Revenue $0.55 per $1,000 in value $453

[1] EPS assumption based on nearby comparables, in-depth market study not prepared. Top of market
for newly built single-family product in Cupertino falls within the $3.5 to $4.0 million range, though homes
sold at this price point are on larger lots than the units planned at Homestead.

Utility Tax

The City of Cupertino collects tax revenue on utility charges for services provided in the City.
New residents will expand the use of utilities in the City. This analysis assumes an average
monthly utility expense of $95 per resident. The City of Cupertino collects 2.4 percent of utility
charges. Table 7 presents utility user tax revenue attributable to the proposed project at
buildout.

Table 7  Utility User Tax Revenue

Annual Total
Item Assumption at Buildout
Total Residential Population 15 Residents
Monthly Utility Cost $95 per resident per month
Annual Total $16,918
Utility User Tax Revenue 2.4% of utility bill $406

Z:\Shared\Projects\Oakland\201000s\201111_Homestead\Deliverables\201111_EPS_Draft_12.23.20.docx
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Revenues from Other Taxes and Fees

In addition to the key revenues described above, other taxes and fees are estimated to be
generated by the project. Specifically, franchise fee revenue, which reflects an average derived
from City budget documents (see Table 4), is calculated for the residential development.
Table 8 presents forecasting assumptions and the revenue estimate.

Table 8 Revenue from Other Taxes and Fees

Annual Total

Item Allocation Factor Project Characteristic at Buildout
Franchise Fees [1] $40.01 per service population 15 service pop. $594
Subtotal $594

[1] Franchise Fees based on existing general fund revenue per capita.

General Fund Expenditures

This fiscal analysis estimates the costs attributable to population growth by characterizing how
expenses will change for each City department. For some departments, population growth in the
City will not dramatically alter operations. For example, administrative functions in the City are
not likely to scale up significantly to accommodate new projects. Alternatively, departments that
provide services directly to residents and businesses likely will increase their operations and
costs to accommodate new populations.

It is important to note that a range of external factors may influence responses to growth and
cost effects in the future. Examples of factors that are beyond the control of the City and its
departments that may act to magnify or reduce department costs over time include:

e Regional growth;

e Technology;

e State and federal policies; and
e Environmental factors.

This study does not speculate regarding the potential effects of such exogenous influences on the
general fund expense budget. It focuses only on those factors attributable directly to the
population growth, employment growth, and land use changes generated by the proposed GPA.

The fiscal analysis model relies on categorization of the likely budgetary response to population
and employment growth for each department. The anticipated response to growth is expressed
for fiscal modeling purposes in terms of “fixed expenses” and “variable expenses” within the
department budget.

The fixed expenses are the portion of a City department’s budget which is not affected by
population and employment growth. Even a department which is anticipated to grow largely in
step with the City’s service population likely would have some fixed cost. For example, in most

Z:\Shared\Projects\Oakland\201000s\201111_Homestead\Deliverables\201111_EPS_Draft_12.23.20.docx
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cases each department has only one director position, which is a fixed expense for the
department. While the department may increase staffing to accommodate growth, the
department will not add another director.

The variable expenses of a department are those that do increase with growth. As the City
grows, increased demand for services requires some departments to scale up operations to meet
new demand. The portion of a department’s budget that scales up is identified as the variable
share of the budget.

EPS uses a per-capita cost approach to estimate department costs attributable to new residents.
The variable portion of each department budget is used to determine the per-capita cost, as
shown in Table 9. Then, to determine the new General Fund expenditures generated by the
proposed project, the per-capita factors are multiplied by the projected increase in service
population or population, as appropriate. Innovation and Technology and Non-Departmental
expenditures are not estimated because the project is not expected to generate new ongoing
costs in to these service providers.

Z:\Shared\Projects\Oakland\201000s\201111_Homestead\Deliverables\201111_EPS_Draft_12.23.20.docx
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Table 9 FY2018-2019 Expenditure Budget Summary and Fiscal Impact Estimating Factors
Per Capita Project
City General Annual General Population/ Annual

Fund Expenses Percent Variable Fund Service Total at
Item (FY2019-2020) Variable [1] Expenses Estimating Factors Expense Population Buildout
General 0 .
Government [2] $11,575,004 10% $1,157,500 85,446 Service Pop. $13.55 15 $201
Police [3] $14,151,412 90% $12,736,271 85,446 Service Pop. $149.06 15 $2,212
Innovation and $3,556,368 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Technology [4]
Recreation &
Community $7,688,940 75% $5,766,705 59,549 Population $96.84 15 $1,437
Services
Planning &
Community $8,458,229 50% $4,229,115 85,446 Service Pop. $49.49 15 $735
Development
Public 0 .
Works [5] $19,159,180 75% $14,369,385 85,446 Service Pop. $168.17 15 $2,496
Non-Departmental $30,892,319 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Total Expenditures $95,481,452 $7,080

[1] Percentage of costs that are population-dependent, as opposed to fixed costs or costs recovered through fees or charges.
[2] Includes Administration, Administrative Services, and Council and Commissions.

[3] Reflects the contract portion of the police department's budget. Modeling assumes no change in the structure of the contract terms.

[4] Formerly known as Public Affairs and includes services such as videography, applications, IT and GIS.
[5] Includes administration, environmental programs, development services, service center, grounds, streets, trees and right of way, facilities and fleet, transportation,

and other programs.

Sources: City of Cupertino FY2019/20 Actuals
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Fiscal Impact of Proposed Project

Table 10 summarizes the fiscal impact of the residential development proposal on the City of
Cupertino’s General Fund, with forecasted revenues and expenditure estimates based on the
methodology described above. The annual fiscal impact of the proposed GPA is estimated at
about $9,300.

Table 10 Summary of Fiscal Impact Analysis — Residential Homes at Buildout (2020%)

Item Annual Fiscal Impact

General Fund Revenues

Sales Tax $700
Property Tax $9,600
Property Tax in Lieu of VLF $4,600
Property Transfer Tax $500
Utility Tax $400
Franchise Fees $600

Total Revenues $16,300

General Fund Expenditures

General Government $200
Police $2,200
Recreation & Community Services $1,400
Planning & Community Development $700
Public Works $2,500

Total Expenditures $7,100
Net Impact on General Fund $9,300

Fiscal Impact of Existing Uses

In order to quantify the fiscal impact of the existing home located at 19820 Homestead Road,
the same fiscal methodology is applied. The site currently is occupied by a 2,500 square foot
dwelling unit. The existing home provides a positive fiscal impact to the City’s General Fund of
about $1,700 a year, as shown in Table 11.

Z:\Shared\Projects\Oakland\201000s\201111_Homestead\Deliverables\201111_EPS_Draft_12.23.20.docx
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Table 11 Summary of Fiscal Impact Analysis — Existing Use (2020%)

Item

Annual Fiscal Impact

General Fund Revenues
Sales Tax
Property Tax
Property Tax in Lieu of VLF
Property Transfer Tax
Utility Tax
Franchise Fees

Total Revenues

General Fund Expenditures
General Government
Police
Recreation & Community Services
Planning & Community Development
Public Works

Total Expenditures

Net Impact on General Fund

$100
$1,800
$900
$100
$100
$100
$3,100

$0
$400
$300
$100

$500
$1,400

$1,700

Net Fiscal Impact

This analysis estimates that the GPA proposal will generate a positive annual fiscal impact on the
City’s General Fund, as shown in Table 12. The net increase in General Fund revenues from the
project at buildout is estimated at roughly $13,200 more annually than the existing use on the
site. The net increase in General Fund expenditures associated with the project is estimated at
approximately $5,700 more per year than the existing uses. Net fiscal impacts for the project are

estimated to be $7,600 annually.

Table 12 Net Fiscal Impact Summary (2020%)

Revenue / Fiscal Impact Fiscal Impact Net
Expense Category at Project Buildout Baseline Fiscal Impact
General Fund Revenues $16,300 $3,100 $13,200
General Fund Expenditures $7.100 $1,400 $5,700
Net Impact on General Fund $9,300 $1,700 $7,600
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CITY OF CUPERTINO
Agenda Iltem

CUPERTINO

219172 Agenda Date: 6/15/2021
Agenda #: 1.

Subject: Presentation from Destination: Home’s Supportive Housing and Innovation Fund

Receive presentation from Destination: Home’s Supportive Housing and Innovation Fund

CITY OF CUPERTINO Page 1 of 1 Printed on 6/9/2021

powered by Legistar™
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CITY OF CUPERTINO
Agenda Iltem
CUPERTINO
219108 Agenda Date: 6/15/2021
Agenda #: 2.

Subject: Brief reports on councilmember activities and brief announcements

Receive brief reports on councilmember activities and brief announcements
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CITY OF CUPERTINO
Agenda Iltem

CUPERTINO

21-8899 Agenda Date: 6/15/2021
Agenda #: 3.

Subject: City Manager update on emergency response efforts

Receive City Manager update on emergency response efforts
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CITY OF CUPERTINO
Agenda Iltem
CUPERTINO
21-83905 Agenda Date: 6/15/2021
Agenda #: 4.

Subject: Report on Committee assignments

Report on Committee assignments
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CITY OF CUPERTINO
Agenda Iltem

CUPERTINO

21-9432 Agenda Date: 6/15/2021
Agenda #: 5.

Subject: Approve the May 18 City Council minutes

Approve the May 18 City Council minutes
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DRAFT MINUTES
CUPERTINO CITY COUNCIL
Tuesday, May 18, 2021

CUPERTINO

REGULAR MEETING

At 6:00 p.m. Mayor Darcy Paul called the Regular City Council meeting to order. This was a
teleconference meeting with no physical location.

ROLL CALL

Present: Mayor Darcy Paul, Vice Mayor Liang Chao, and Councilmembers Kitty Moore, Hung
Wei, and Jon Robert Willey. Absent: None. All Councilmembers teleconferenced for the
meeting.

CLOSED SESSION

Council went into closed session at 6:00 p.m. and reconvened in open session at 6:45 p.m. This
was a teleconference meeting with no physical location.

1. Subject: Public Employee Appointment (Gov’'t Code 54957(b)(1)); Title: City Attorney.
In open session, Mayor Paul reported on the closed session held at 6:00 p.m.
No reportable action was taken.

At 6:46 p.m. Mayor Darcy Paul reconvened the Regular City Council meeting in open session.
This was a teleconference meeting with no physical location.

ROLL CALL

Present: Mayor Darcy Paul, Vice Mayor Liang Chao, and Councilmembers Kitty Moore, Hung
Wei, and Jon Robert Willey. Absent: None. All Councilmembers teleconferenced for the
meeting.

OPEN SESSION
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City Council Minutes May 18, 2021

CEREMONIAL MATTERS AND PRESENTATIONS - None
POSTPONEMENTS AND ORDERS OF THE DAY - None
ORAL COMMUNICATIONS

Jennifer Griffin was concerned about the number of housing bills introduced in the State
Legislature in 2020 and 2021 and the quality of returning high density housing bills.

William W was concerned about the setbacks, aesthetics, and noticing for the proposed small
cell installation near his home, and supported alternative locations.

Jean Bedord supported repealing the Density Bonus Ordinance passed on May 4 and was
concerned about compliance with state laws and potential litigation. (Submitted written
comments).

REPORTS BY COUNCIL AND STAFF (10 minutes)

2. Subject: Brief reports on councilmember activities and brief announcements

Recommended Action: Receive brief reports on councilmember activities and brief
announcements

Council received brief reports on councilmember activities and brief announcements.

3. Subject: City Manager update on emergency response efforts
Recommended Action: Receive City Manager update on emergency response efforts

City Manager Deborah Feng reported on California’s Blueprint for a Safer Economy tier
assignments, COVID-19 vaccination information, and case rates.

Council received the City Manager update on emergency response efforts.

4. Subject: Report on Committee assignments
Recommended Action: Report on Committee assignments

Councilmembers highlighted the activities of their various committees.

Mayor Paul opened the public comment for this item and the following people spoke.

Page 2
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Lisa Warren asked about resident participation in the discussions between
Councilmember Willey and Verizon concerning proposed small cell locations.

Mayor Paul closed the public comment period.
As noted under Closed Session, Mayor Paul reported on the closed session held at 6:00 p.m.
CONSENT CALENDAR (Items 5-13)
Willey moved and Wei seconded to approve the items on the Consent Calendar except for Item
Nos. 7, 8, and 11 which were pulled for discussion. Ayes: Paul, Chao, Moore, Wei, and Willey.

Noes: None. Abstain: None. Absent: None.

5. Subject: Approve the April 20 City Council minutes
Recommended Action: Approve the April 20 City Council minutes

6. Subject: Approve the April 27 Joint City Council, Planning Commission, and Housing
Commission minutes
Recommended Action: Approve the April 27 Joint City Council, Planning Commission,

and Housing Commission minutes

7. Subject: Approve the May 4 City Council minutes
Recommended Action: Approve the May 4 City Council minutes

Councilmember Moore requested a correction to her vote for item 13 Fee Schedule.

Council consented to direct the City Clerk to make any necessary amendments to the
draft minutes and bring back for approval at the next meeting.

8. Subject: Approve the May 5 City Council minutes
Recommended Action: Approve the May 5 City Council minutes

Councilmember Moore requested incorporating her prioritization request for a home
for victims of domestic violence.

Council consented to direct the City Clerk to make any necessary amendments to the
draft minutes and bring back for approval at the next meeting.

Page 3
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10.

11.

Subject: Setting a hearing date of June 15, 2021 to declare brush with potential fire
hazard a public nuisance and for objections to proposed removal through the
Cupertino Brush Abatement Program (Wildland-Urban Interface Fire Area); and
consider adopting a resolution declaring properties as having potential fire hazards
from brush and authorizing removal.

Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-036 declaring properties as having
potential fire hazards from brush; and set a hearing date of June 15, 2021 to declare
brush with potential fire hazard a public nuisance and to hear objections to proposed
removal.

Subject: Late submittal of six Teen Commission application letters of recommendation
Recommended Action: Waive late submittal of six Teen Commission application letters
of recommendation and direct staff to accept the applications

Subject: Award of Design Services Contract for the Stevens Creek Boulevard Class IV
Bikeway - Phase 2 Wolfe Road to Highway 85 Project (Project No. 2021-11)
Recommended Action: Authorize the City Manager to Award a Design Services
Contract with Pakpour Consulting Group in the Amount of $213,863 for the Stevens
Creek Boulevard Class IV Bikeway - Phase 2, Wolfe Road to Highway 85 Project, and
Authorize the Director of Public Works to Execute any Necessary Additional Services,
up to the Contingency Amount of $17,300 for a Total Authorized Contract Amount of
$231,163.

Jennifer Griffin was concerned about the bike barrier implementation and ensuring
traffic and pedestrian safety.

Peggy Griffin asked for confirmation of the design and construction phases and was
concerned about and traffic and pedestrian safety.

Lisa Warren was concerned about traffic and pedestrian safety with respect to the right
turn lane design at Stevens Creek Boulevard and Finch.

Wei moved to authorize the City Manager to award a design services contract per the
staff report.
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12.

13.

Moore made a friendly amendment to move the recommended action to authorize the
City Manager to Award a Design Services Contract with Pakpour Consulting Group in
the Amount of $213,863 for the Stevens Creek Boulevard Class IV Bikeway - Phase 2,
Wolfe Road to Highway 85 Project, and Authorize the Director of Public Works to
Execute any Necessary Additional Services, up to the Contingency Amount of $17,300
for a Total Authorized Contract Amount of $231,163. (Wei accepted the friendly
amendment).

The motion as amended carried unanimously.
Subject: Accept Treasurer's Investment Report for period ending March 31, 2021

Recommended Action: Accept Treasurer's Investment Report for period ending March
31, 2021

Subject: Resolution No. 21-037 approving City Investment Policy
Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-037 approving City Investment Policy

SECOND READING OF ORDINANCES

14.

Subject: Consider and act on Ordinance No. 21-2227: “An Ordinance of the City
Council of the City of Cupertino amending City Code Chapter 10.90 of Title 10 (Public
Peace, Safety, and Morals) to prohibit smoking in multi-unit housing and certain
outdoor areas”

Recommended Action: Conduct the second reading and enact Ordinance No. 21-2227:
“An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Cupertino amending City Code
Chapter 10.90 of Title 10 (Public Peace, Safety, and Morals) to prohibit smoking in
multi-unit housing and certain outdoor areas,” which also adds setback requirements
for designated smoking areas and includes detached ADUs and JADUs in the
regulations, and which includes a finding that the Ordinance is exempt from CEQA

Mayor Paul opened the public comment period and the following people spoke.

Jean Bedord opposed applying the Draft Ordinance to single-family homes with
attached ADUs (accessory dwelling units).

Jennifer Griffin supported the Draft Ordinance.
Lisa Warren supported the Draft Ordinance.

Mayor Paul closed the public comment period.
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City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia read the title of Ordinance No. 21-2227: “An Ordinance of
the City Council of the City of Cupertino amending City Code Chapter 10.90 of Title 10
(Public Peace, Safety, and Morals) to prohibit smoking in multi-unit housing and
certain outdoor areas,” which also adds setback requirements for designated smoking
areas and includes detached ADUs and JADUs in the regulations, and which includes a
finding that the Ordinance is exempt from CEQA.

Chao moved and Willey seconded to modify the draft ordinance by removing the
language regarding JADUs (junior accessory dwelling units) and second units from the
regulation and to conduct the first reading.

Paul moved and Willey seconded a substitute motion to read Ordinance No. 21-2227 by
title only, and that the City Clerk’s reading constitute the second reading thereof; and
to enact the Ordinance.

Willey withdrew his second of the substitute motion.
Moore seconded the substitute motion.

The substitute motion failed. Ayes: Moore and Paul. Noes: Wei, Willey, and Chao.
Abstain: None. Absent: None.

Chao modified her motion to delete, “’Multi-unit Residence” also includes single-family
homes with an attached or detached accessory dwelling unit, junior accessory dwelling
unit, or second unit” from the definition of Multi-unit Residence; and the modification,
“a detached single-family home with or without an attached or detached accessory
dwelling unit, junior accessory dwelling unit, or second unit.” (Willey accepted the
modification).

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia read the title of Ordinance No. 21-2227 as modified: “An
Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Cupertino amending City Code Chapter
10.90 of Title 10 (Public Peace, Safety, and Morals) to prohibit smoking in multi-unit
housing and certain outdoor areas,” which includes a finding that the Ordinance is
exempt from CEQA.
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Final motion:

Chao moved and Willey seconded to modify the draft ordinance and conduct the first
reading of Ordinance No. 21-2227.

Modifications to Draft Ordinance Attachment A, page 2:

I. “Multi-unit Residence” means property containing two or more attached units,
including, but not limited to, apartment buildings, condominiums, duplexes and
triplexes, attached single-family homes, senior and assisted living facilities, and long-
term health care facilities. “ i-tHH i L i
erseeond-unit: “Multi-unit Residences” do not include the following:
1. a hotel or motel that meets the requirements of California Civil Code section
1940(b)(2);

a mobile home park;

a campground;

a marina or port; and

AR

a detached single-family home with or without an attached or detached accessory
dwelling unit, junior accessory dwelling unit, or second unit.
Ayes: Moore, Wei, Willey, Chao, and Paul. Noes: None. Abstain: None. Absent: None.

Council recessed from 8:36 p.m. to 8:43 p.m.

PUBLIC HEARINGS - None

ORDINANCES AND ACTION ITEMS

15.

Subject: Proposed amendment to the Professional/Consulting Services Agreement
between the City of Cupertino and HdL ECONSolutions of an additional $40,800 as an
extension of the contract terms and conditions to provide supplemental Economic
Development (ED) staffing services for the City of Cupertino through the fiscal year
ending on June 30, 2021. (Previously heard on April 20)

Recommended Action: Approve the proposed amendment of an additional $40,800 for
economic development staffing services through the fiscal year ending on June 30, 2021.

Written communications for this item included a staff presentation.
Community Development Director Ben Fu gave a presentation.

Councilmembers asked questions and made comments.
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Mayor Paul opened the public comment period and the following people spoke.

Peggy Griffin supported the City implementing controls to prevent cost overruns and
serve notice to HDL for future invoices. (Submitted written comments).

Lisa Warren supported a tighter system for tracking contract hours and preventing cost
overruns.

Mayor Paul closed the public comment period.

Wei moved to approve the proposed amendment of an additional $40,800 for economic
development staffing services through the fiscal year ending on June 30, 2021. There
was no second and the motion died.

Willey moved and Moore seconded to pay the contract overage amount of $14,250.
Council did not vote on this motion.

Chao moved and Moore seconded a substitute motion to stop the contract, not pay the
contract overage amount of $14,250, and authorize payment up to the limit of the
contracted amount; and to direct the City Manager to manage the vacancy until an in-
house position is filled.

Chao amended her substitute motion to direct the City Manager to come back with
clarification on how contract hours are tracked and paid out. Moore accepted the
amendment and requested the City Attorney come back with clarification on the
process for authorizing professional services contracts.

Wei made a friendly amendment to bifurcate the initial substitute motion and Chao
and Moore’s follow-up amendments to the substitute motion. (Chao and Moore
accepted the friendly amendment).

Final Motion:

Chao moved and Moore seconded a substitute motion to:

1. Stop the contract, not pay the contract overage amount of $14,250, and authorize
payment up to the limit of the contracted amount; and to direct the City Manager to
manage the vacancy until an in-house position is filled;

2. Direct the City Manager to come back with clarification on how contract hours are
tracked and paid out (Chao); and direct the City Attorney to come back with
clarification on the process for authorizing professional services contracts (Moore).

The substitute motion as amended carried unanimously.
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Council recessed from 10:03 p.m. to 10:08 pm.

16.

Subject: Accept the Third Quarter Financial Report for Fiscal Year 2020-21 and City
Work Program and Key Project Update; consider adopting Resolution 21-038
approving Budget Modification #2021-140 increasing appropriations by $787,279 and
revenues by $9,552,599; consider approving $2,000,000 contribution from the General
Fund to the City’s Section 115 Pension Trust.

Recommended Action: 1. Accept the City Manager’s Third Quarter Financial Report

for FY 2020-21 and City Work Program and Key Project Update and provide any input.
2. Adopt Resolution 21-038 approving Budget Modification #2021-140 increasing
appropriations by $787,279 and revenues by $9,552,599.

3. Approve $2,000,000 contribution from the General Fund to the City’s Section 115
Pension Trust.

Written communications for this item included a staff presentation.

Director of Administrative Services Kristina Alfaro introduced the item and Finance
Manager Zach Korach and Senior Management Analyst Thomas Leung gave a
presentation.

Councilmembers asked questions and made comments.

Mayor Paul opened the public comment period and, seeing no speakers, closed the
public comment period.

Wei moved and Paul seconded to:

1. Accept the City Manager’s Third Quarter Financial Reportfor FY 2020-21 and City
Work Program and Key Project Update and provide any input.

2. Adopt Resolution 21-038 approving Budget Modification #2021-140 increasing
appropriations by $787,279 and revenues by $9,552,599.

3. Approve $2,000,000 contribution from the General Fund to the City’s Section 115
Pension Trust.

Paul made a friendly amendment to direct staff to provide information for Item No. 3
on Cupertino’s performance compared to other cities regarding the funding of pension

liabilities. (Wei accepted the friendly amendment).

The motion as amended carried unanimously.
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Motion Summary:

Wei moved and Paul seconded to:

1. Accept the City Manager’s Third Quarter Financial Reportfor FY 2020-21 and City
Work Program and Key Project Update and provide any input.

2. Adopt Resolution 21-038 approving Budget Modification #2021-140 increasing
appropriations by $787,279 and revenues by $9,552,599.

3. Approve $2,000,000 contribution from the General Fund to the City’s Section 115
Pension Trust;

4. Direct staff to provide information for Item No. 3 on Cupertino’s performance
compared to other cities regarding the funding of pension liabilities.

The motion as amended carried unanimously.

STUDY SESSION
17.  Subject: Initial Study Session on Fiscal Year (FY) 21-22 Proposed Budget.

Recommended Action: Conduct initial Study Session on Fiscal Year (FY) 21-22
Proposed Budget and provide direction to staff.

Written communications for this item included a staff presentation.

Director of Administrative Services Kristina Alfaro, Finance Manager Zach Korach, and
Senior Management Analyst Thomas Leung gave a presentation.

Councilmembers asked questions and made comments.
Mayor Paul opened the public comment period and the following people spoke.

Peggy Griffin requested all sections also be compiled into a single file and for the file
names to match the agenda attachments. (Submitted written comments).

Bruce Parsons opposed the salary and benefit allocations for the six new staff positions.
Mayor Paul closed the public comment period.

Paul moved and Moore seconded to direct to staff to provide written responses to the
public and Councilmember feedback and questions prior to a follow-up study session.
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18.

Chao made a friendly amendment to direct staff to provide information on the cost
recovery rate for each of the proposed new staff positions. (Moore accepted the friendly
amendment).

The motion as amended carried unanimously.

Council agreed to submit their questions to the City Clerk to compile along with public
comment questions.

Motion Summary:

Paul moved and Moore seconded to direct to staff to provide written responses to the
public and Councilmember feedback and questions prior to a follow-up study session;
and to direct staff to provide information on the cost recovery rate for each of the
proposed new staff positions. The motion as amended carried unanimously. Council
agreed to submit their questions to the City Clerk to compile along with public
comment questions.

Subject: Recommendation from the Parks and Recreation Commission to approve
funds in the amount of $92,900 for the Fiscal Year (FY) 2021-22 Community Funding
Grant Program, annual funding for the Cupertino Historical Society in the amount of
$20,000, and approval of final funding amounts for the Community Funding Program,
to be included in the Recommended Budget for FY 2021-22

Recommended Action: Consider the recommendation from the Parks and Recreation
Commission to approve funds in the amount of $92,900 for the FY 2021-22 Community
Funding Grant Program and consider annual funding for the Cupertino Historical
Society in the amount of $20,000. Determine and approve final funding amounts for the
Community Funding Program, to be included in the Recommended Budget for FY
2021-22; and provide direction to staff

Council consented to table this item to a study session at the beginning of the June 1
meeting.

ORAL COMMUNICATIONS - CONTINUED (As necessary) — None

COUNCIL AND STAFF COMMENTS AND FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Added an agenda item for the Farmers Market currently located at Memorial Park
(Willey/Paul)
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- Directed staff to append all written comments for Item 18 to June 1 agenda (Chao/Paul)
Mayor Paul opened the public comment period and the following people spoke.

Bruce Parsons supported placing the community grant funding item at beginning of the June 1
agenda.

Lisa Warren requested Council read all public comments submitted for the continued
Community Funding Grant Program item before the June meeting.

Gilbert Wong supported allowing the public comment period for the continued Community
Funding Grant Program item, as a courtesy for those who waited to speak on the item.

Kiran Varshneya supported ordering the continued Community Funding Grant Program item
at the beginning of the June 1 agenda.

Mayor Paul closed the public comment period.

ADJOURNMENT

At 11:59 p.m. Mayor Paul adjourned the meeting.

Kirsten Squarcia, City Clerk
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CUPERTINO DRAFT MINUTES
CUPERTINO CITY COUNCIL
Monday, May 24, 2021

At 5:36 p.m. Mayor Darcy Paul called the Special City Council meeting to order. This was a
teleconference meeting with no physical location.

ROLL CALL

Present: Mayor Darcy Paul, Vice Mayor Liang Chao (5:36 p.m.), and Councilmembers Kitty
Moore (5:32 p.m.), Hung Wei, and Jon Robert Willey. Absent: None. All Councilmembers
teleconferenced for the meeting.

SPECIAL MEETING
COMMISSION INTERVIEWS
1. Subject: Teen Commission Interviews

Recommended Action: Conduct Teen Commission interviews and make appointments
for six vacancies and at least two alternates

Council conducted the Teen Commission interviews and, at its special meeting of May
25, 2021, appointed the following to two-year terms ending August 31, 2023.

e Elspeth Luu

e Dhruti Halambi

e Rachael Ding

e Adhya Kasamsetty

e Andrew Qin

e Geethikaa Tarra

Council also appointed the following as Alternates.
e 1st Alternate: Satvik Shrivastava
e 20d Alternate: Rachel Chan
e 3 Alternate: Pranav Gupta

ADJOURNMENT
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May 24, 2021

At 7:49 p.m., Mayor Paul adjourned the meeting.

Kirsten Squarcia, City Clerk
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DRAFT MINUTES
CUPERTINO CITY COUNCIL
Tuesday, May 25, 2021

CUPERTINO

At 5:30 p.m. Mayor Darcy Paul called the Special City Council meeting to order. This was a
teleconference meeting with no physical location.

SPECIAL MEETING

ROLL CALL

Present: Mayor Darcy Paul, Vice Mayor Liang Chao, and Councilmembers Kitty Moore, Hung
Wei, and Jon Robert Willey. Absent: None. All Councilmembers teleconferenced for the
meeting.

COMMISSION INTERVIEWS
1. Subject: Teen Commission Interviews

Recommended Action: Conduct Teen Commission interviews and make appointments
for six vacancies and at least two alternates

Written communications for this item included Mayor Paul’s proposed Voting
Procedures for Appointments and Alternates.

Councilmembers asked questions and made comments.

Paul moved and Moore seconded to adopt the Proposed Voting Procedures for
appointments and alternates.

Paul’s proposed Voting Procedures:

Appointments

1) In any voting round, each applicant may receive from each Councilmember up to one
vote only.

2) The City Clerk’s office tallies the votes from each round.

3) Vote for up to the number of available spots.

4) If any applicant has a Council majority of votes, that applicant is appointed.
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5) If fewer than the number of available spots obtains a majority of Council votes,
another round of voting is taken. Council may deliberate prior to the subsequent round
of voting.

6) The candidates for a subsequent round of voting is comprised of the pool of
applicants in the prior round who did not obtain a majority for selection.

7) Steps 3) through 6) are repeated up to two times until the number of available spots
are occupied by applicants that have obtained a majority of votes from Council.

8) If at least one spot remains following three rounds of step 3) through 6), then a run-off
is conducted among those candidates that received at least one vote in any prior round
of voting, but did not receive a majority. The voting procedures of steps 3) and 4) are
followed.

9) If, following step 8), there still remains at least one available spot, then final run-off
voting rounds will be conducted.

a) The number of final run-off voting rounds will be equivalent to the number of
remaining spots.

b) For any vote in a final run-off voting round, each Councilmember is required to vote
for one of the remaining applicants.

c) The candidate pool for the first final run-off voting round will be those candidates
receiving at least one vote in any prior voting round but who did not receive an
appointment.

d) If no majority from the first vote of a final run-off voting round supports a single
remaining applicant, then Council will conduct the first sub-round of voting of the final
run-off voting round, with the applicants in the sub-round taken from any remaining
applicant receiving at least one vote in the prior voting round, and with each
Councilmember required to cast a vote.

e) If still no majority exists for a single applicant, then Council will continue the sub-
rounds until a single applicant obtains a majority of Council votes.

f) If after three sub-rounds of voting still no majority exists to identify the appointee for
the current final run-off voting round, then Council will direct the City Clerk to utilize a
method of random selection for one of the remaining applicants to select an appointee
for that spot.

g) If any available spot remains, Council will follow voting steps 9)b) and 9)d — 9)f) until
all available spots are filled. The applicant pool for voting for any final run-off voting
round following the initial final run-off voting round will be comprised of all candidates
from the prior final run-off voting round, less the applicant that was selected in that
prior final run-off voting round.

Alternates

1) The same voting procedures to determine Appointments will be used to determine
Alternates.
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2) The pool of candidates for Alternates will be the pool of candidates for the beginning
round of voting for Appointments, less those applicants selected as Appointments.
The motion carried unanimously.

Council conducted Teen Commission interviews.
Council recessed from 8:00 p.m. to 8:05 p.m. to organize their candidate selections.

Council voted for six vacancies:
e Pranav Gupta (Wei)
e Elspeth Luu (Paul, Moore, Wei)
e Sarah Sheike (Willey)
¢ Dhruti Halambi (Paul, Moore, Wei)
e Anisha Pant (Willey)
e Nirajana Sankar (Chao)
e Chloe Yoon (Willey)
¢ Rachael Ding (Paul, Moore, Wei)
e Adhya Kasamsetty (Paul, Chao, Moore)
¢ Andrew Qin (Chao, Moore, Wei)
e Adit Singh (Willey)
e Geethikaa Tarra (Paul, Chao, Moore)
e Rachel Chan (Chao)
e Leisha Devisetti (Chao)
e Adhya Krishnamurthy (Willey)
e Satvik Shrivastava (Paul)
e Kelly Tung (Wei)
e Sarah Wan (Willey)

Council appointed the following to two-year terms ending August 31, 2023:
e Elspeth Luu
e Dhruti Halambi
e Rachael Ding
e Adhya Kasamsetty
e Andrew Qin
e Geethikaa Tarra

Paul moved and Moore seconded to vote for three alternates. The motion carried by
unanimous consent.
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Council selected the following alternates:

e Pranav Gupta (Paul, Moore, Willey)

e Rachel Chan (Paul, Moore, Willey)

e Satvik Shrivastava (Paul, Moore, Willey)
Council discontinued voting after a majority had been reached for each of the alternate
appointments.

Paul moved and Willey seconded to assign the alternates in the following order:
e Ist Alternate: Satvik Shrivastava
e 20d Alternate: Rachel Chan
e 3 Alternate: Pranav Gupta

The motion carried unanimously.

ADJOURNMENT

At 9:02 p.m. Mayor Paul adjourned the meeting.

Kirsten Squarcia, City Clerk
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DRAFT MINUTES
CUPERTINO CITY COUNCIL
Wednesday, May 26, 2021

CUPERTINO

SPECIAL MEETING

At 6:30 p.m. Mayor Darcy Paul called the Special City Council meeting to order. This was a
teleconference meeting with no physical location.

ROLL CALL

Present: Mayor Darcy Paul, Vice Mayor Liang Chao, and Councilmembers Kitty Moore, Hung
Wei, and Jon Robert Willey. Absent: None. All Councilmembers teleconferenced for the
meeting.

Mayor Paul held a moment of silence to honor the victims of the mass shooting at the Santa Clara
Valley Transportation Authority in San Jose.

ORDINANCES AND ACTION ITEMS

1. Subject: Consider the proposed Fiscal Year 2021-2022 City Work Program
Recommended Action: Provide any input and adopt the FY 2021-2022 City Work
Program

Written Communications for this item included a staff presentation and emails to Council.
Councilmembers asked questions and made comments.

Mayor Paul opened the public comment period and the following people spoke.

Jean Bedord supported reducing the City Work Plan, work items with clear benefits to
residents, and not making work for staff and commissions. (Submitted written

comments).

Fine Arts Commissioner Sudha Kasamsetty (representing self) supported proposals to
increase the scope of the commissions and to explore ways to reengage the community.
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Housing Commissioner Connie Cunningham (representing self) supported work items
for extremely low income and intellectually disabled projects and for homelessness.

Jennifer Griffin was concerned about the impacts of regional housing agencies and
housing bills on cities and supported retaining local control.

Claudio Bono supported the allocation for the Cupertino visitor center and the Mayor's
Cup Initiative. (Submitted written comments).

Mayor Paul closed the public comment period.

Willey moved and Paul seconded to approve item 2 as modified to include:
e Investigate additional sites for housing, preferably BMR or ELI housing
e Add BMR (Below Market Rate) generally

The motion carried with Wei voting no.

Paul moved and Chao seconded to call the question. The motion carried with Moore
voting no.

Chao moved and Paul seconded to approve modifications to the objective in Attachment
A, Row 3:

Explore the potential of locating Cupertino store and public incubator center at Chamber
of Commerce or other locations with a mutally beneficial agreement, including potential
Cupertino store merchandise, and attempt to provide a draft proposal for consideration
by the Council by the end of FY 2021-22.

The motion carried with Moore voting no.

Moore moved and Paul seconded to approve City Work Program items 1 through 53,
except item 2 which Council already approved. Council did not vote on this motion.

Chao made a friendly amendment to modify items 3, 5, 8, and 12:

e Item 3 “Name: Revisit 5G, including, but not limited to, recording, responding to
complaints, transparency on existing applications; direction to staff to bring more
details on the proposed $250,000

e Item 5 Lehigh & Stevens Creek — include the staff work to monitor Lehigh’s
proposed plans

e Item 8 Memorial Park - “Implement a six-month and 12-month plan for Memorial
Park improvements” => add more details consistent with descriptions in the CIP.

e Item 12 Lawrence-Mitty - add “Programming, Outreach & Design” (consistent with
CIP) “with outreach expected to start by Q3 FY 21-22.”
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(Moore declined Chao’s friendly amendment, and it was not voted on).

Paul moved and Moore seconded a substitute motion to approve City Work Program
items 1 through 53, except item 2 which Council already approved, and excluding items
3,5,8,12,19, and 26. The motion carried unanimously.

Council recessed from 9:29 p.m. to 9:35 p.m.

Chao moved and Paul seconded to approve item 3 as modified:
e Item 3 “Name: Revisit 5G, including, but not limited to, recording, responding to
complaints, transparency on existing applications”
e Council also provided direction to staff to bring more details on the proposed
$250,000
The motion carried unanimously.

Chao moved and Paul seconded to approve items 8 and 12 as modified and approve item
5 as written:
e Item 5 as written
e Item 8 Memorial Park — “Implement a six-month and 12-month plan for Memorial
Park improvements” => add more detail consistent with descriptions in the CIP
e Item 12 Lawrence Mitty — add “Programming, Outreach, & Design” (consistent
with CIP) “with outreach expected to start by Q3 FY21-22”
The motion carried unanimously.

Willey moved and Paul seconded to approve item 26 as modified:
e Name: “Seismic Retrofits and Upgrades to Existing City Hall” (formerly
“Investigate Alternatives to City Hall”)
Objective: “Examine seismic retrofits and upgrades to existing City Hall”
e Remove allocations from budget to a new City Hall
The motion carried unanimously.

Paul moved and Moore seconded to remove both items from City Work Program:
e Cupertino PREP (Pandemic Re-Emergence Program): 4" of July Drone Show
e Cupertino PREP (Pandemic Re-Emergence Program): Council/Commission
Engagement)
The motion carried unanimously.

Moore moved and Paul seconded to approve Attachment A, Rows 1 and 2, RHNA update
and rezoning and Sign Ordinance items. The motion carried unanimously.
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Moore moved and Paul seconded to approve Attachment A, Row 4 as modified:

e Name: 10455 Torre Avenue Improvements — Programming & Feasibility
Objective: Program, plan and build facility improvements, including seismic,
utility and ADA upgrades, for the long-term use of this facility. The scope of work
will include public outreach, programming, planning, design, and construction.

e Council also provided direction to staff to ensure CIP language conforms to
language in Work Program herein

The motion carried unanimously

Paul moved and Wei seconded to approve item 19 as written. The motion carried
unanimously.

Summary:
1. Approved item 2 as modified to include:
e Investigate additional sites for housing, preferably BMR or ELI housing
e Add BMR (Below Market Rate) generally
(Wei voting no)

2. Approved modifications to the objective in Attachment A, Row 3:
Explore the potential of locating Cupertino store and public incubator center at
Chamber of Commerce or other locations with a mutally beneficial agreement,
including potential Cupertino store merchandise, and attempt to provide a draft
proposal for consideration by the Council by the end of FY 2021-22 (Moore voting no)

3. Approved City Work Program items 1 through 53, except item 2 which Council
already approved, and excluding items 3, 5, 8, 12, 19, and 26 (Unanimous)

4. Approved item 3 as modified:
e Item 3 “Name: Revisit 5G, including, but not limited to, recording, responding to
complaints, transparency on existing applications”
e Council also provided direction to staff to bring more details on the proposed
$250,000
(Unanimous)

5. Approved items 8 and 12 as modified and item 5 as written:
e [tem 5 as written
e Item 8 Memorial Park — “Implement a six-month and 12-month plan for Memorial
Park improvements” => add more detail consistent with descriptions in the CIP
e Item 12 Lawrence Mitty — add “Programming, Outreach, & Design” (consistent
with CIP) “with outreach expected to start by Q3 FY21-22”
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(Unanimous)

6. Approved item 26 as modified:
e Name: “Seismic Retrofits and Upgrades to Existing City Hall” (formerly
“Investigate Alternatives to City Hall”)
Objective: “Examine seismic retrofits and upgrades to existing City Hall”
e Remove allocations from budget to a new City Hall
(Unanimous)

7. Removed both items from City Work Program:
e Cupertino PREP (Pandemic Re-Emergence Program): 4% of July Drone Show
e Cupertino PREP (Pandemic Re-Emergence Program): Council/Commission
Engagement)
(Unanimous)

8. Approved Attachment A, Rows 1 and 2, RHNA update and rezoning and Sign
Ordinance items (Unanimous)

9. Approved Attachment A, Row 4 as modified:

e Name: 10455 Torre Avenue Improvements — Programming & Feasibility
Objective: Program, plan and build facility improvements, including seismic,
utility and ADA upgrades, for the long-term use of this facility. The scope of work
will include public outreach, programming, planning, design, and construction.

e Council also provided direction to staff to ensure CIP language conforms to
language in Work Program herein
(Unanimous)

10.  Approved item 19 as written (Unanimous)

ADJOURNMENT

At 11:03 p.m., Mayor Paul adjourned the meeting.

Kirsten Squarcia, City 