Blacksbtirg

a special place

TO: Planning Commission

FROM: Anne McClung, Planning and Building Director I&

RE: Zoning Ordinance Amendment #32/Ordinance #1816
Accessory Apartment Permit Program

DATE: March 3, 2017

Background

At the work session on February 7, 2017, the Planning Commission reviewed the changes to the text of
this Zoning Ordinance Amendment #32 based on the January 21, 2017 work session. On February 7,
2017, the Planning Commission opted to continue the public hearing to consider further changes to the
ordinance. At the work session on February 21, 2017 the Planning Commission directed the following
changes to the ordinance. The changes are summarized below and should be referenced in any motion
on the Zoning Ordinance Amendment.

Proposed Changes

e Limit the zoning districts eligible for an accessory apartment to the RR-1, RR-2 and R-4 districts.
§ 1271(a)

{a) Accessory apartments are permitted only in the RR-1, RR-2 and R-4 zoning districts.

® Do not require the homeowner to live in the main house. The property must still be owner occupied.

§1271(c)

(c} The pnm ary dwelhng unit or_accessory apartment must be owner occupfed -Fhe—sn#y
membephves—m—the—pnmaw—dwel#ng—unm Ihe-owner—may—en#y—#eeewe—#ent—fsr—enﬂﬁ-eﬂe
aftheunis,

¢ Clarify that the underlying district standards for height, lot coverage, floor area ratio and setbacks all
include the accessory apartment.

sLimit the location of the accessory apartment to the existing structure or an addition to the existing
structure. Accessory apartments would not be allowed in a freestanding structure. This would include
garage apartments, whether existing or newly constructed, if the garage is freestanding.



® No parking will be required for the accessory unit. If parking is provided it must be of a pervious
surface.

Use and Design Standards

Sec. 4201 Accessory Apartment.
{a) All accessory apartments subject to these Use and Design Standards shall be registered
through the accessory apartment permit program pursuant to Zoning Ordinance § 1270.

{b) General standards:

(1) The accessory apartment shall be clearly secondary and accessory to primary dwelfing
unit and shall not change its character as a detached single family residence.

(2} The accessory apartment must be within the primary structure. The accessory gpartment
shail not be located in a separate freestanding structure.

(3) The maximum size of an accessory apartment shall be 800 square feet.

(4) The accessory apartment shall have working smoke detectors in each room of the
apartment. Carbon monoxide detectors are required with the use of gas heating or
appliances.

(5) The accessory apartment shall have an egress window in any sleeping areq.

{6) No commencement of use of an accessory apartment shall occur until the property
owner has an approved accessory apartment permit from the Town of Blacksburg and
any building permits have been issued for construction related to the accessory
apartment and the work completed and approved by the Town.

(7) The underlying zoning district development standards for lot coverage, height, setbacks
and floor area ratio that apply to the primary dwelling shall also include the accessory
apartment in the calculations of these standards.

(8} Off-street parking is not required for the accessory apartment. If any parking is
proposed, the parking shall be of a pervious surface such as pervious pavers, pervious
concrete or other pervious materigl as gpproved by the Zoning Administrator.

{9) Occupancy standards are set forth in the underlying zoning district reguiations.
{10) Incorporation of universal design standards.

To promote aging-in-place and housing for differently-abled individuals, universal design
features are required in accessory apartments based on the chart below. Any appeals to the
applicability of these requirements shall be submitted to the Planning and Building Department
with the accessory apartment permit application and will be reviewed and acted upon by the
Planning Commission.



Design Feature Use of Conversion of | New
L existing unfinished to | Construction
Required
i finished finished
space space
Universal design X X X
door handles
Zero step entry+ X X
36" wide entry X
doorway+
36" wide X
hallways+
No step or low X X
step shower+
Sleeping areaq, full X X
bathroom and
kitchen on same
level+

+ Excludes apartmepts—over—garages—and-basement apartments where steps are needed to

access the apartment
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TO: Planning Commission
FROM: Anne McClung, Planning and Building Director
RE: Zoning Ordinance Amendment #32/0rdinance #1816

Accessory Apartment Permit Program

DATE: February 3, 2017

Background

At the work session on January 17, 2017, the Planning Commission reviewed the proposed accessory
apartment regulations text and came to consensus on several recommended changes. The changes are
summarized below and should be referenced in any motion on the Zoning Ordinance Amendment.

® Include single family structures in the R-5 zoning district as eligible for an accessory apartment.

§1271(a)

(a) Accessory apartments are permitted only in the RR-1, RR-2 and R-4 zoning districts.
Accessory apartments are also permitted in the R-5 zoning district but in single famil

structures only.
® Do not require the homeowner to live in the main house.
§1271(c)

{c) The pﬁmaﬂf-dwe#fﬂg-umt- grogrtz must be owner occup:ed Ihe—en#y—exeepﬂen—shell—be

e Allow accessory apartments to be within five feet of the side or rear property line provided the entry
door and any patio/deck space is not located on the property line side of the structure. Also limit the
height of an accessory apartment to 10 feet, as measured to the eave of the roof, with one foot of
additional setback for every additional foot in height over ten feet.

§4201(b) (6)
{6) The underlying zoning district development standards for lot coverage, height, setbacks
and floor area ratio that apply to the primary dwelling shall also include the accessory

apartment in the calculations of these standards.



However, any new accessory apartment structure or building addition may be located
within five (5) feet of the rear of rear or side property line provided the following
standards are met:

(i) the height of the structure shall be no greater than ten (10) feet in height to the
eave of the structure with one (1) additional foot of setback provided for every
foot of height above ten {10) feet; and

(ii) no door or outdoor gathering space, such as a patio or deck, shall be located on
the property line side of the structure.

e Do not require off-street parking for the accessory apartment. Staff would suggest the
Planning Commission consider only waiving the parking requirement if there are two existing
off-street spaces serving the existing structure.

§4201(b) (7)

(7}

Off-street parking is not required for the accessory apartment provided there are two (2]

existing off-street parking spaces on the property.

The Town Attorney has reviewed the accessory apartment permit program zoning ordinance
amendment text and converted it into ordinance form. Ordinance #1816 is attached. The Planning
Commission may want to note that the Town Attorney has expanded text on what will constitute
“owner occupancy” in §1271(k). He has also reviewed the standard of requiring the recording of a
covenant and recommends new §1271(i) requiring a notarized covenant be recorded in the
Montgomery County Circuit Court land records.

A pub[fc input meeting on the proposed accessory apartment permit program was held on January 25,
2017. The public in attendance was supportive of the proposed amendment. The sign-in sheet and
summary notes are attached for your review.

At the work session the Planning Commission asked if staff could contact some other comparable
university communities to inquire about accessory apariment permit programs in those communities
and any issues with enforcement or any other lessons learned that might be useful. Ms. Elisabeth Willis
contacted several communities and a summary of the telephone conversations is contained in her
memo.

Attachments: Ordinance #1816
Memo from Elisabeth Willis
Input Meeting Summary Notes/Sign-in sheet 1-25-17



To:  Anne McClung, Planning & Building Director
From: Elisabeth Willis, Housing & Community Development Project Manager
Date: February 2, 2017

Re: Discussions with planning department staff from Chapel Hill, NC, Athens, GA, and Moscow, ID
regarding their accessory apartment ordinances

In an effort to better understand how accessory apartment ordinances in communities with similar
characteristics to Blacksburg are working, | spoke to the primary planning staff involved with the drafting
and implementation of accessory apartments ordinances in three communities:

¢ Chapel Hill, North Carolina: John Richardson, Planning Manager for Sustainability
e Moscow, Idaho: Mike Ray, Planner I
s Athens, Georgia: Bruce Lonnee, Senior Planner

Chapel Hill. Chapel Hill's ordinance does not require owner occupancy but is similar to the draft
Blacksburg ordinance in terms of size of the unit (750 S.F.) and required parking. They have not had a lot
of applications for accessory apartments and have not had enforcement issues. When going through
the ordinance adoption process residents expressed concerns about neighborhood impacts but given
the few applications they have received that hasn’t been an issue.

Moscow. Moscow went through an extensive community input process over a couple of vears before
adopting their ordinance in 2015. The Moscow ordinance requires owner occupancy of either unit. The
definition of owner occupancy includes a requirement to live in the unit for at least six months of the
year. This can be waived by the Community Development Director for military service, employment
sabbatical, or family medical leave. If the owner doesn’t live in one of the units only one unit can be
occupied. The ordinance requires one off-street parking space for the accessory apartment. The square
footage of the accessory apartment can’t exceed 600 SF or 40% of the gross floor area of the principal
unit whichever is less. They've only had 4-5 ADU's created since the ordinance was adopted two years
ago and haven’t had enforcement issues.

Athens. Georgia doesn’t allow localities to limit owner occupancy through zoning; therefore their
ordinance doesn’t require owner occupancy. Accessory apartments are only allowed in multi-family and
agriculture zones - not permitted in single family zones. Parking requirements are based on number of
bedrooms and follow their multi-family zoning requirements. No enforcement issues.



Blacksburg

a special place

TO: Planning Commission
FROM: Anne McClung, Planning and Building Director ‘J” '
RE: Zoning Ordinance Amendment #32 )

Accessory Apartment Permit Program

DATE: January 12, 2017

Background

Town Council has directed that an amendment to the Zoning Ordinance be prepared to allow accessory
apartments with single family homes. Accessory apartments have not been allowed in Town for many
years. Accessory apartments were allowed in the Town up until 1976 (Ordinance #415). Concerns
about over occupancy, parking problems and the impact on neighborhood character were issues that
led to the discontinuance of this use. There are existing lawful non-conforming accessory apartments in
Town. Lawful non-conforming apartments are those created when it was legal to do so and then
rendered non-conforming when the regulations changed. To retain the lawful non-conforming status,
the apartment would have to have been rented out since the time of the regulation change. The
majority of the existing lawful non-conforming accessory apartments are found in the Miller-Southside
and McBryde Village neighborhoods. The Town maintains a list of the addresses with lawful non-
conforming accessory apartments. Because the apartments are an existing lawful non-conforming use
they would not be subject to the regulations proposed in this amendment.

Many communities around the country are now allowing accessory apartments. The use is not new but
is one that is often not allowed under current zoning regulations. The accessory apartment is also
referred to as granny flat, in-law apartment, basement apartment, garage apartment or carriage house.
There are many positive outcomes from allowing this type of residential unit when integrated into the
neighborhood but there are also concerns, especially in a university town with a high demand for
student housing. Student housing in neighborhoods is often where lifestyle conflicts can occur. The pros
and cons of the proposed accessory apartment use are discussed below. Also provided in the staff
report is a discussion of how a new accessory apartment permit program would be structured and the
development standards that would apply to the apartments.

A draft of the proposed Zoning Ordinance Amendment text and a comparison chart of the parameters in
the programs in other communities are attached for your review. The draft regulations have also been
reviewed by the Zoning Review Committee (ZRC) and the Housing and Community Development
Advisory Board (HCDAB). A summary document outlining the recommendations of each group is
attached. Information on public input to date can be found later in the staff report.

Proposed Amendment
The amendment includes revision to a number of different sections of the Zoning Ordinance. The

parameters of the permit program are contained in new proposed Section 1270. The definitions section
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of the Zoning Ordinance, Section 2103, would be amended to add a definition of the proposed
“accessory apartment permit program”. The existing definition of accessory apartment is included in
this amendment for reference but no changes to the definition are recommended. The final regulatory
section proposed in the amendment is to create Use and Design standards that would govern the use
(Section 4201). The standards are discussed by topic below.

The parameters of both the permit program and the development standards have been drawn from
research of programs in other communities around the country. Housing and Neighborhood Services.
{HNS) staff have conducted this research and provided the attached summary chart which shows that
the standards proposed in the Town’s ordinance are commaon standards.

Pros/Cons of Accessory Apartments

There are pros and cons to adding accessory apartments into single family zoning districts. It is a way to
encourage owner occupancy and to make home ownership more affordable. Both of these situations
are of ongoing concern in the Town. Accessory apartments also provide options for owners who want
1o age-in-place but may need family or caregivers to live with them. Accessory apartments are typically
affordable and can contribute to the provision of affordable housing in our community. As a university
town we do expect that many of the units will be occupied by undergraduate or graduate students,
especially apartments in neighborhoods within walking distance to the university campus and
downtown. Town Council considered an option put forth for consideration to tie the program to specific
community goals and limit the occupants to low and moderate income people earning up to 120% of the
area median income, people 55 and older as a means to support aging-in-place, people with disabilities,
caregivers supporting older people and people with disabilities and immediate family members. After
discussion, Town Council opted to keep the program as flexible and as simple as possible, making the
accessory apartment housing available to all. One of the strongest components of the program
discussed is the requirement for owner residency. Typically, having the owner live on-site influences
renter behavior and helps integrate the unit and its occupants into the neighborhood fabric.

Some of the provisions of the program will be difficult to enforce once a permit is issued. Staff
anticipates the same type of difficulties as we currently experience when pursuing investigations of
over-occupancy complaints and being able to prove over-occupancy violations. We may have more
over- occupancy issues with the creation of accessory apartments. There may also be situations where a
unit is created lawfully under the program but then drops out of the program and continues to be
rented illegally’. There may also be times when an owner represents that they live on-site but do not.
Staff anticipates responding to these issues on a complaint driven basis. .

Commercialization of residential neighborhood is also a concern. The Zoning Ordinance does allow
home occupations by right in all residential zoning districts. A home occupation is the operation of
business in the home subject to certain criteria. Allowing accessory apartments will provide another
business/revenue opportunity for single family home owners. To limit further commercialization, the
accessory apartment permit program would not allow property owners to have an accessory apartment
and also operate a homestay. A homestay is the rental of all or a portion of a residential unit for short
term occupancy primarily occurring through a web-based platform such as AirBnB, HomeAway or
Craigslist. On December 13, 2016 the Town Council adopted regulations for the homestay use which
became effective in January. Information on the new homestay use can be found on the Town’s
website,

Specific Provisions and Development Standards
The standards included in the draft amendment text reflect the recommendations of staff on pertinent
issues such as where the use will be allowed, how the standards in the underlying zoning district appiy,
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and what development standards specific to the accessory apartment should apply. The standards are
discussed by topic below.

Zoning Districts - The amendment proposed would allow one accessory apartment with a single family
home in the RR-1, RR-2 or R-4 zoning district. The R-5 district and multi-family districts were not
included given the level of density and intensity already allowed by-right in these districts with housing
types such as duplexes, apartments, townhomes etc. Accessory apartments could also be requested as
part of rezoning to the Planned Residential (PR) district and would be handled as a proposed use along
with the other land use types specified in the PR rezoning application. The ZRC recommends including
the R-5 district in the program when limited to single family homes in the district. The HCDAB did not
concur and recommends the districts as outlined in the staff recommendation.

Non Conforming Lots

The amendment would allow any single family home in a qualifying zoning district that is non-
conforming with regard to lot size to have an accessory apartment. The amendment limits the use to
existing structures and would not allow additions or expansion to the structure even if the expansion
met other district standards such as setbacks or floor area ratio.

The ZRC recommends ailowing accessory apartments on non-conforming lots. However, new
construction would be allowed. Any new construction would be required to comply with the
development standards for the district and could not exacerbate any other existing non-conformity such
as non-conforming setbacks, non-conforming lot coverage or non-conforming floor area ratio. The
HCDAB concurs with this recommendation.

Owner Residency
As previously noted, the owner must live on-site to qualify for the accessory apartment program. In

addition the owner must be in residence nine months of the calendar year. No single absence may be
greater than 30 days.

The ZRC and the HCDAB recommend striking the wording that limits an owner absence at any one time
to 30 days in a calendar year. This would be more flexible and accommodate the needs in a university
community.

The proposed regulations also state that the owner must live in the primary unit. The only exception
would be if the homeowner lives in the accessory apartment and family members lived in the primary
home. The ZRC and HCDAB recommend eliminating this restriction and allowing more flexibility in the
residency of each unit.

Density — Accessory apartments wili not count towards the allowed density in the zoning district
although the units do meet the definition of a dwelling unit. It is anticipated that the accessory
apartment with the limitations proposed, will not have the same level of impact as a full second dwelling
unit. This exemption should be specifically called out in the Zoning Ordinance to ensure there is no
conflict or ambiguity in how density is calculated.

Occupancy - The occupancy standard will remain as it applies today. The resident(s) in the accessory
apartment count in the overall allowed number of individuals. The standard in the RR-1, RR-2 and R-4
district is a family plus two persons unrelated to the family or three unrelated persons. The definition of
family is provided below for your information.

FAMILY—One or more persons related by blood, marriage, or adoption, or under approved
foster care.
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The ZRC recommends allowing a greater number of occupants unrelated to the family occupying the
primary structure if the occupants in the accessory apartment are related to each other. The
recommendation is to allow a maximum of three persons unrelated to the family instead of the existing
two persons, provided the three individuals are related to each other. For example, this would allow a
family to occupy the primary structure and rent an accessory apartment to a couple with a baby. There
would three persons living in the accessory apartment that are unrelated to the family but are related to
one another.

The HCDAB recommends the occupancy standard as contained in the staff recommendation.

Unit Size - Staff is suggesting that a size limit be included. The proposed limit is 800 square feet which
should altow for a very reasonably sized apartment. Staff did not want to limit the size to such a smail
square footage that accessory apartments would include only efficiency units. The size proposed allows
for separate bedrooms and for a larger unit if constructed with wider hailways and facilities to -
accommodate a disabled resident. The concern of having no size limit is that an accessory apartment
should indeed be accessory to the primary home and of smaller size than the primary home. In
addition, larger units will invite greater occupancy and potentially exacerbate over-occupancy problems.

Parking — The wording as drafted states that one off-street parking space, on an approved surface, is
required for the accessory apartment. This is in addition to the provision of two off-street spaces for the
primary home. The spaces for the primary home may be tandem spaces and do include any space in a
garage. On-street parking may not be counted as on-street spaces are available to the general public
and not reserved for tenant parking. There are also existing neighborhoods where on and off-street
parking is already an issue. The problem should not be exacerbated by creating more parking demand
when existing demand cannot be met. The HCDAB concurs with the recommendation to require
parking.

The ZRC recommends not requiring any additional parking for the accessory apartment. The ZRC would
like to discourage auto use and has concerns about increasing impervious area. if parking is provided,
the ZRC recommends that the material should be pervious pavers or porous concrete.

Lot Coverage, Setbacks, Height and Floor Area Ratio - Standards for items such as lot coverage, setbacks
height and floor area ratio will be as stated in the underlying zoning district. This ensures that any
additions for the purpose of having an accessory apartment do not make the home any larger, taller, or
closer to the property line than if the owner were constructing an addition to the primary home for the
owner’s use and not for rental purposes.

The ZRC recommendation includes correcting an oversight and including lot coverage in the applicable
development standards from the underlying zoning district. This has been incorporated into the
ordinance text.

The ZRC recommends that accessory apartments have a five foot setback from the property line in the
rear and side yards as opposed to the typical 10’ setback. The HCDAB recommends retaining the
existing setbacks.

The ZRC also had discussion about the need to limit the height of structures closer to the property line.
The conversation focused on new construction. After discussion, the ZRC recommends that accessory
apartments be limited in height to 10 at the eave of the structure and that an additional one foot of
setback be provided for every additional foot of height. In no case shall the accessory apartment exceed
the maximum height of structures allowed in the zoning district. To aid in privacy for adjoining
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neighbors, the entrance to the apartment may not be located on the property line side of the structure.
No patios or decks are allowed on the property line side of the structure. The HCDAB concurred with
the ZRC proposal with regard to height.

The ZRC further recommends that if the accessory apartment is detached from the primary structure
that it not be considered in the calculation of floor area ratio. The HCDAB recommends the text as
written with the FAR considered cumulatively.

Safety Measures - The regulations do require smoke detectors in each room, carbon monoxide detectors
when gas heating or appliances are used and an egress window in any sleeping area. These are
reasonable basic safety standards. There may be other standards added based on further conversation
with the Building Official. The recommendation to add the requirement for carbon monoxide detectors
came from the ZRC.

Universal Design Features — One of the goals of the program is to allow for more aging-in-place and for
older relatives to be able to move in with family members and retain the independence that comes with
a separate living space. Incorporating universal design features in accessory apartments will further this
goal. The level of features required is tied to the level of modification or improvements proposed. The
requirements are outlined in a chart format. At a minimum, in all cases, the door handles in the
apartment must be converted to lever style handles. If unfinished space is being converted to finished
space for the apartment then a low or no-step shower must be provided. If new construction is
proposed then a wider entryway and hallways must be provided to accommodate anyone who is
wheelchair bound. There are exceptions to some of the universal design features which would not be
feasible for garage apartments or basement apartments with steps to the entry.

Public Input Meetings

To gather general thoughts from the community towards allowing accessory apartments prior to any
ordinance drafting, staff held two public input sessions on Wednesday evening, October 19, 2016 and
Sunday afternoon, October 23, 2016. The meetings posed the idea of allowing the use and solicited
thoughts on how the use could or should be regulated. There was support for allowing the use and an
understanding that some regulation would be needed. There were concerns that too many restrictive
standards or regulations would make the use unfeasible. There were differing opinions on specific
aspects of regulation such as limiting unit size and requiring parking. There were concerns expressed
about undergraduate student occupancy of the apartments and potential neighborhood problems with
over occupancy and parking. Notes from the meetings are attached. At the time of these meetings
there was no draft text prepared.

A public meeting on the now developed draft text will be held on January 25, 2017 at 7:00 pm to
solicit input on the specific regulations proposed. Staff will update the Planning Commission with a
sign-in sheet and notes from this meeting.

Zaning Review Committee

The Zoning Review Committee (ZRC) is a sub-committee of the Planning Commission. The group is
comprised of Planning Commissioners and citizens. The Committee met on December 5 and December
12, 2016 to review the proposed accessory apartment regulations. A summary of the Committee’s
recommendations is attached.

Housing and Community Development Advisory Board
The Board met on January 5, 2017 to review the proposed accessory apartment regulations. A summary
of the Board’s recommendations is attached.



Attachments: Draft Ordinance Text dated 1-12-17
Summary chart from other jurisdictions
ZRC Recommendations
HCDAB Recommendations
October 2016 Input Meetings Summary Notes



Housing and Community Development Advisory Board (HCDAB)

Summary of Recommendations

Below is a summary of the recommendations from the January 5, 2017 HCDAB meeting. In summary
the HCDAB recommends approval of Zoning Ordinance Amendment #32 to allow accessory apartments
with the changes and provisions listed below.

Zoning Districts/§1271(a) - The HCDAB recommends not adding single family homes in the R-5 zoning
district as eligible for accessory apartments and only allowing accessory apartments in RR-1, RR-2, and
R-4 zoning districts.

Non-Conforming Lots/§1271(b} - The HCDAB supports allowing accessory apartments on non-
conforming lots. Any single family home in a qualifying zoning district that is non-conforming with
regard to lot size could have an accessory apartment. However, any new construction would be
required to comply with the development standards for the district and could not exacerbate any other
existing non-conformity such as non-conforming setbacks, non-conforming lot coverage or non-
conforming floor area ratio.

Owner Occupancy/§1271(c) - The HCDAB recommends allowing the property owner to occupy either
the primary structure or the accessory apartment with no restriction.

Owner Residency /§1271(d) - The HCDAB supports striking the wording that limits an owners absence at
any one time to 30 days In a calendar year. The other restrictions en residency are sufficient to address
the issue.

Occupancy Limit/§3023(f) - The HCDAB recommends keeping the occupancy limits of the proposed draft
ordinance and not allowing any provisions for greater occupancy if individuals in the accessory
apartment are related to each other. The HCDAB felt this would be easier for staff and residents to
understand as the occupancy limits would not differ if an accessory apartment was in place.

Unit Size/§4201(b}(2) — After discussion the HCDAB was comfortable leaving the 800 square foot size
limitation. The HCDAB felt the limit was sufficient for various circumstances and was easy for staff to
calculate and citizens to understand (as opposed to calculating percentages of the main houses square
footage).

Safety Measures/§4201(b)(3) — The HCDAB agrees that carbon monoxide detectors should be required
in any accessory apartment with gas heat or appliances. The HCDAB also supports further conversation
with the Building Official regarding any other pertinent safety features that may be needed for the
accessory apartment to meet the building code.

Height, Setbacks and Floor Area Ratio/§4201{b}{6) — The HCDAB recommends that accessory

apartments be subject to the same setbacks as the main structure. The applicable setback would be
those in the underlying zoning district in which the accessory apartment is proposed. The HCDAB agrees
with the recommendation developed by the Zoning Review Committee (ZRC) that accessory apartments
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be limited in height to 10’ at the eave of the structure and that an additional one foot of setback be
provided for every additional foot of height above 10°. The HCDAB also agrees with the ZRC that in no
case shall the accessory apartment exceed the maximum height of structures allowed in the zoning
district. The HCDAB concurs with the ZRC recommendation that the entrance to the apartment may not
be located on the property line side of the structure to aid in privacy with adjoining neighbors. The
HCDAB also agrees with the ZRC that no patios or decks are allowed on the property line side of the
structure,

The HCDAB recommends that if the accessory apartment is detached from the primary structure that it
is considered in the calculation of Floor Area Ratio. The HCDAB feels this is easier for staff to calculate
and enforce and follows the rules of the underlying zoning and is not in agreement with the ZRC on this
matter.

Lastly, the HCDAB agrees with the ZRC recommendation that lot coverage be added to (b} (6) and the
existing limit on lot coverage for the underlying zoning district include the accessory apartment.

Parking/§4201(b)(7) - The HCDAB recommends requiring one additional parking space for the
accessory apartment as proposed in the draft ordinance. The HCDAB does not concur with the ZRC
recommendation to eliminate the parking requirement. The HCDAB would like to see less auto use in
town but believes this is not practical in many cases.

Universal Design Features/§4201{b}{9) — The HCDAB recommends keeping universal design features as
proposed in the draft ordinance. The HCDAB feels that the universal design requirements wouid not
negatively impact the unit size because the proposed size limit (800 square feet) can accommodate
universal design.




Blacksburg

a special place

Summary of Recommendations from Zoning Review Committee (ZRC)

Below is a summary of the recommendations from the December 5% and 12" ZRC meetings. In
summary the ZRC recommends the Planning Commission approve the Zoning Ordinance
Amendment with the following modifications.

Zoning Districts/§1271(a) - The ZRC recommends adding single family homes in the R-5 zoning
district as eligible for accessory apartments. This would not include other residential use types
in the R-5 district such as two-family dwellings.

Non-Conforming Lots/§1271(b) - The ZRC recommends allowing accessory apartments on non-
conforming lots. Any single family home in a qualifying zoning district that is non-conforming
with regard to lot size could have an accessory apartment. However, any new construction
would be required to comply with the development standards for the district and could not
exacerbate any other existing non-conformity such as non-conforming setbacks, non-
conforming lot coverage or non-conforming floor area ratio.

Owner Occupancy/§1271(c) - The ZRC recommends allowing the property owner to occupy
either the primary structure or the accessory apartment with no restriction.

Owner Residency /§1271({d} - The ZRC recommends striking the wording that limits an owners
absence at any one time to 30 days in a calendar year.

Clarification on Deed Restriction/§1271(f) — Staff continues to work with the Town Attorney on
the provision requiring a deed restriction to determine if the restriction is helpful and should
continue to be included in the regulations. The ZRC recommends that if the deed restriction
serves a valuable purpose then it should be clarifies and retained. If not, the requirement
should be deleted from the proposed regulations.

Occupancy Limit/§3023(f) - The ZRC recommends allowing a greater number of occupants
unrelated to the family occupying the primary structure if the occupants in the accessory
apartment are related to each other. The recommendation is to allow a maximum of three
persons unrelated to the family instead of the existing two persons provided the three
individuals are related to each other. For example, this would allow a family to occupy the
primary structure and rent an accessory apartment to a couple with a baby. There wouid three
persons living in the accessory apartment that are unrelated to the family but are related to
one another. This change is recommended for the RR-1, RR-2, R-4 and R-5 zoning districts.

Unit Size/§4201(b)(2) — There was discussion at the meeting regarding the maximum size of an
accessory apartment and perhaps differentiating between the size allowed when the accessory
apartment is part of an existing structure vs. new construction of an accessory apartment. The
800 square foot size limit helps ensure the apartment is indeed accessory to the primary home
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and smaller than the primary home. In addition, larger units will invite greater occupancy
which is difficult to enforce. After discussion the ZRC was comfortable leaving the 800 square
foot size limitation.

Safety Measures/§4201(b}{3) — The ZRC recommends adding a requirement for carbon
monoxide detectors in any accessory apartment with gas heat or appliances. The ZRC also
recommends further conversation with the Building Official regarding other pertinent safety
features that may be needed for the accessory apartment to meet the building code.

Height, Setbacks and Floor Area Ratio/§4201(b}(6) — The ZRC recommends that accessory
apartments have a five foot setback from the property line in the rear and side yards as
opposed to the typical 10’ setback. The ZRC also recommends that accessory apartments be
limited in height to 10’ at the eave of the structure and that an additional one foot of setback
be provided for ever additional foot of height. In no case shall the accessory apartment exceed
the maximum height of structures allowed in the zoning district. To aid in privacy for adjoining
neighbors, the entrance to the apartment may not be located on the property line side of the
structure. No patios or decks are allowed on the property line side of the structure. The ZRC
further recommends that if the accessory apartment is detached from the primary structure
that it not be considered in the calculation of Floor Area Ratio. Lastly, the ZRC recommends
that lot coverage be added to (b) (6) and the existing limit on lot coverage for the underlying
zoning district include the accessory apartment.

Parking/§4201(b) (7) - The ZRC recommends not requiring any additional parking for the
accessory apartment. The ZRC would fike to discourage auto use. The addition of parking will
also increase impervious area. If parking is provided, the material should be pervious pavers or
porous concrete.

Universal Design Features/§4201(b){9) — The ZRC had some discussion of the impact on unit
size and height with a requirement for new construction that a sleeping area, bathroom and
living area all be located on one floor. Staff has provided some illustrations of smaller units that
still meet the universal design goals without forcing a larger ground level unit. The ZRC decided
that the inclusion of the universal design requirements would not negatively impact unit size.
The ZRC did recommend clarification about the applicability of requirements in the chart.
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