#r. Justin Yamemoto
P, U, Box 4733
Kailue~Konsg, HI 96740
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we regret to infoowm vou that efiter reviewing }Qﬁ? spplication

and comnents rtecelived from the affected sgencies, ths Planning

Dirvector is hereby denving vour chansg dwelling spplication., The

regson(s) for the denial sre as follows: o
Sgoticn 2.3 of Urdinsnce Ho, 804, governi guistions Tor
Ghana Owelliings, states, "That gt ths tinm application
for & County Bullding Permit for s second dwelling unity’
the subject lot or land pareel is net restricted by 8
regarded covenant orf & recorded lsase provision (in & lease
having a term of not less than fifisen vesrs) which
proniblits a second dwelling unlt.”
Exhibit A to the wartrsnty desd which you furnished conisins
a restrictive covensnt which states inpert Y...ng bullding
ather than & private duslling house desicrned and buili 107
the use and oocupency ol s single Yamily...shgil be

constricted, olacad or %?iﬁ;ﬂiﬁ%@ upon sald premisss during
said term.” The Planning Department interprets Lhe goove
nrovision as orecluding vour suamitted proposal. Your oo
options asre to take siteps wliih the covensnptees Lo ha¥§ iﬁﬁ
restriction removed or waived, 07 fo appsal oub o
determination through the proc & res Forth

The Dirscioris decisinn is finsl, axa%gi Phat owithin thirby (30}
days atter rsceiplt of this i%tgegg you may eppeal Che decls L
writing to the Hoard of HQQS%iS in accordances with the Tollowing

procedures:




r. Justin Yamamoto
Fage 2
Hovemher 10, 1982
1. A non-refundable filing Tes of one hundred dollasrs ($100).

ies of the gmtitiaﬂ for ths appeal
o the fmiiawmﬂ

#.,  Thsa ﬁa&a5 gdre %gﬁ ané igié@ﬁa e umb;r of the
appellant ﬁfﬁ ;%e namne titl eng adarasss of the

on.of the Qyﬁgmf v involved in the mgséél”- 
he tax map key ﬁgmbéw of the prop efL§$ @nﬁj
ntsls nt@r% t iﬁ the property. '

cement of the na;usa of the appeal and the

e A ststement sxolaining:

i

1) How ihe ﬁﬁ&i%iﬂﬁ &ﬂﬁﬁéi%@ %Ss% violates the law; o

2) How the deci sion mQQﬁﬁiﬁu frﬁm is clearly -
ETTONEOUS ) OF T

3) How the decision sppesled from was arbitrary or.
capricious, or charscterized by an abuse of B
discretion or clmazij ﬁﬁd%fﬁﬁ“ﬁﬁﬁ 3X8?L3¢f of .
ﬁl%ﬁ%ﬁ%?&ﬂﬁ
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®
e
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r and concise statement of sny other relevent

m {?‘%
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Should vou have any further questions, please fesl free to
contect this offlice st 761-028E. wWe arve returning any duplicate.
gets of constructicn drewings submitied with your application.

.Sincerﬁly,a'

STONEY FUKE =
- Planning Director

CReds
Lo,
ce: Chief Engineer
Dept. of Health,
Chie? Sanitarian




