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INTRODUCED BY: . PAUL BARDEN
PROPOSED NO.: 77-566

ORDINANCE NO. 3459

AN ORDINANCE relating to the zoning code, changing
the sub-standard lot consolidation requirement;
specifying that other regulations can result in a
greater lot area requirement; amending Ordinance
No. 2735, Section 3, and KCC 21.48.250.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:

- SECTION 1. Ordinance 2735, Section 3, and KCC 21.48.250 are

each amended to read as follows:

Two or more substandard lots or fractions or lots under the
same ownership as of (( the-effeetive-date-of-the-erdinanee eedi-

fied-in-this-titte)) June 13, 1976, which have common side lot

lines and cannot individually satisfy the lot area and width re-

quirements of the zone, shall only|\be used, divided, transferred,

sold or oWnership changed in combi s which produce building

sites that ((satisfy-the-veq merts-of-the-zone~-in-whieh-they

are-leeated)) each hawe ared of seventy-two hundred square

feet, with the followisg ex%bptlons
(1) One single-fam i\/gWelllng may be erected on any comblna—

tion of substandar

(

s and fractions thereof which in total con-

e-tet-area-requirement-£feor-the-zone)) seventy-

tain less th

two hundred squave feet; provided, the owner of such lots does

not own édj inin;\vacantproperty.

(((2) ) Twe s&agle family-dwellings-may-be-ereeted-en-any-com-
binaﬁien-‘ﬁ subsﬁaadard letg~o¥- £raeeiens thereeof-whieh~in-total
eentain-at-least-one-and-one-hatf-but-tess-than-twiee-the-lot-area
requirement:——?feviéeé-thaé-Ewe-builéiﬁg-siﬁes-e%-apprexiwately
equai-size-resutt-with-a-minimum-iot-width-ef-forty-£feet-and-the

owner-of-sueh-lots-does-net-own-adjeining-vaeant-propertys))

(2) In an RS-7200 zone, one-single family dwelling may be

erected on any combination of substandard lots or fractions there-
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of which in total contains at least five thousand square feet;

provided that each building site shall have a minimum width of

forty feet;

(3) On substandard lots in two-family and multi-family'zones
one dweliing unit may be erected for each unit of required
minimum lot area per dwelling unit contained therein.

(4) 1In each of the above situations all other requirements of

the zone shall be met. In addition, if such substandard lots are

to be developed with on-site sewage disposal systems or in a

Shoreline Management Area or other special area as defined by

law, other regulations may require a greater lot area than

required by this section or by the zone classification in which

the lots are located.

(((4))) (2) A legally created bt in a G, S or A zone,
which contains at least seven thousand two hundred square feet
and is at least sixty feet in width, may be used for a single-
family dwelling regardless of the location and number of other

lots under the same ownership ((=)); provided if such substandard

(2)
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lots are to be developed with on-site sewage disposal systems,

or in a Shoreline Management Area or other special area as

defined by law, other regulations may require a greater lot area

than required by this section or by the zone classification in

which the lots are located.

INTRODUCED AND READ for the first time this 20th day of

June, 1977.

PASSED this _/~7Ltﬂﬁ day of /CE%;Zé;kZi£4/f{;77.

KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

AN
ATTEST:
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Deputy Clerk of the Council
IRy ~
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(3)
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" for its further consideration.

John D. Spellman (A

County Executive

King County Courthouse
Seattle, Washington 98104

(206) 344-4040

October 27, 1977 -

Honorable Mike Lowry | ' =
Chairman, King County Council ™~
BUIL D ING

Dear Councilman Lowry:
Attached is Ordinance #3459 which I have wvetoed.

This action is taken with some reluctance since I know
the Council attempted to make the best of a difficult
situation that has existed for several decades. Never-
theless, I find it impossible to justify subsection (2)
which would allow 5,000 square foot lots in 7200 zones,
even if there were the ablllty to combine lots to 7200
square feet. _

For this reason I am returning the ordinance to the Council

Spel

.
?fty Executive

JDS:b

cc: Council Members
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