Silo Ridge Resort Community Master Development Plan Parking Table
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D # Description Provided Parking per 8 .
Program Parki Zoning (if stand Allocation and Calculation Notes -
bl alone use) e
Residential
| | SURVEY, FLANNING AND ENGINEERSH0
1 [Flais (M2 badmom) 158 = ! 264 i ey X
Townhome and Vineyard Coltage (Al 3 TANTECAPY ARITECTONE (0. 7T
27 | | o) 142 | 284 | 213 ¢
3 |Single Family/Vila Units: 60 221 120 tI- mES BETS oDET.
The parking spaces (92) for flats and in Block B in C-3, C-4, C-5, C-16 and CR-17 are convenient to the Village Green and could be made available .
Residential Total 338 786 537 for shared parking if any were based on The resort P is not retying on these spaces at all. These would only be used for valet 2
If they were by
P ERNIE ELS
Hospitality __ pesian
| | S==amsn
4 Hotel 300 487 437 .
Following a ganerally accepled practice in matters of parking and as endorsed by UL| in Shared Parking, a reduction is taken 1o account for resort consultant's estimate that | S ——————
5 Hotel Restaurant and Lounge 150 10 50 180% of the potential 150 peak period users are “captive parkers™ already on campus and within walking distance of the facility (150 peak users requires 1 space per 3 przin
users, this is reduced by B0%, resulting in 10 spaces provided).
Following a generally accepled practice in matters of parking and as endorsed by UL| in Shared Parking, a reduction is taken to account for resort consultant's estimate that 2 DELAMAKE GRRATISNS INC
6 [Banquet 300 50 100 150% of the potential 300 peak period users are "captive parkers” already on campus and within walking distance of the facility (300 peak users requires 1 space per 3 tr_——
|users, this is reduoad by 50% msulllr\q in 50 provided). M| m———
Following a generally accepled practice in matters of parking and as endorsed by UL| in Shared Parking, a reduction is taken to account for resort consultant's estimate mat =5
7 [Conference 145 10 48 80% of the potential 145 peak period users are “captive parkers® already on campus and within walking distance of the facility {145 peak users requires 1 space per 3
users, this is reduced by B0% resulting in 10 provided).
- " Incidental kand use for which 2/3 of the of the anticipated users will be within walking distance. {75 required for retail on green reduced by 67% results in 25. 31 are
1 Retail on green (includes Café) 18,700 H 75 rovided.) T Spaces are short tanm Convenioncs 8o i
An estimate of 100 spaces is sufficient within the total Parking Plan. Predictable vanations by time of day, day of week and season of the year indicate that a surplus of 7
9 Galf Conima:and Cluts 23,000 190 138 |parking capacity will be avaiiable for sharing with other uses, as is a generally accepled practice In matters of parking endorsed by UL in Shared Parking.
10 [Clubhouse Restaurant and Lounge 120 0 40 Incidental land uses for which 100% of Clubh R users for in other parking calculations
11 [Clubhouse Pro Shop 4,000 0 16 Incidental land uses for which 100% of Pro Shop users accounted for in other parking calculations T
Following a generally accepted practice in matters of parking and as endorsed by ULI in Shared Parking, a reduction is taken o account for resort consultant's estimate that (|
12 Spa 46,000 I 184 |80% if the polential 184 peak period users are "captive Parkers® already on campus and within walking distance of the facility (184 peak users reduced by 80% results in 37
\spaces provided).
The above peek user on campus %'s were p by the hotel op in di d will be served by means of a managed W
13 valet service, properly staffed to handle peak demand periods. The portion of the surplun residential noted above that may be available for hospitality use is not
Hospitallly Shaed tae Total 704 1008 figured into the reduction % calculation. If it were, the Shared Reduction % would decroase. Hospitality Shared M
Reduction Is 34% or 362 spaces reduced for "captive parkers” already on campus or within walking distance.
G
(Other
Not all 228 employees are working at the same lime, Carpooling, shuttle, mass transit and shared parking account for an additional reduction. The 157 per zoning is based B
13 Emplayse Lot (sast of halel) 120 15T, |on estimated hotel employees for the lodging facility zoning parking requirement.
14 |Winery Restaurant 80 seat | 30 | 27 Stand Alone ¥
15 |wwip I 4 [ ) |Stand Alone for O&M
16 |Maintenance Building 24 10 |Stand Alone for employees
(Other Total 178 184 i
|Grand Total 1,668 1,797
Footnotes: In addition, Ti ion De: Man. nt Enc q y cited P of from the Victoria port Policy P some on shared parking to justify parking reductions. As the ULI o
publication addresses Ihe I:apl:hm parker, this referance further supports the pracnae in stating that “...Parking for retail, hotel, and uses may be reduced where it can be determined that some portion of the SILO RIDGE RESORT COMMUNITY

patronage of these businesses comes from other uses...Parking requirements may be reduced up to 90 percent as appropriate.”

113 of the residential parking spaces in lines 1 and 2 above are unassigned on street parking spaces (see sheet P-2 right column also) that will be primarily used by residential unit owners or their guests. The resort component is not relying on these spaces in
their shared parking calculations.
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