CERTIFPIED MAIL

Novembeyr 19, 1979

My. Ralph Jewell
P, 0. Box 1i2
Holualoa, EI 246725

Dear Mr., Jeweldl:

Variance Application - Ralph Jewell, et al
Tax Map Rey 7-6-4:28

The Planning Commission at its preliminary hearing on
Novemper 14, 197%, considered your application for a variance
to allow tne walving of the minimum roadway Iimprovement
reguirements for a proposed 2-lot subdivision at Holualoa,
Hocth Kona, Hawail,

This is to inform vou that the Commission voted to deny
your regquast based on the following findings:

Wniie it is recognized that unusual circumstances
exist with regard to the history of the roadway
construction in thne area, it is recommended that the
reqguest be denied as its approval would be contrary to the
purpose and intent of the Subdivision Control Code. The
purpose and intent of the acgess provisions of the
Subdivision Control Code is to provide for the safe and
efficient movement of people and goods. The petitionex
proposes to utilize a l0~foot wide pavement with a iZ2~foot
wide right-of-wayv. Such a roadway does not allow for two
(2) way traffic and is haszardous, The petitioners have
indicated that an additional 10-foot wide strip may be
available for widening the right-of~-way, however, no
pavement lmprovements are propoesed. Thus, even with the
possible expansion of the right-of-way twe (2) way traffic
would stlill not be possible due to the narrow pavement
widih.
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My, Ralph Jewell
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otner simiiar guests Dg approved thare would be increased
traffic hazards along the yroadway which would be contrary
o the gumi$ fety and weifare, and the intent of the
acoess provisions of the Subdivision Control Code.

While tag Commission is sympatnetic to the
petitioner’s situation, based on the guidelines for
granting a.gériﬁaﬁag the Commission musi yegommend that the
reguest be denied.
&% your reguest xa&'@gﬁﬁ-é&ﬁiwﬁg j@E . ? appeel the
decision of the ?ia%%&w§ Complisgion if you feel tnat the sction
GL Lhoe Fi i iﬁg Commisaion was based on an ecicunsous findings

of @ maberial fact, ok that the Compission el actaed Ln an
afbitragy of capricious manner, or had manifestly abused its
drsoretion,

- Should you decide to appeal the decision of the Commiszsion
La the denial o your variance reguest, a pgtition setiing
foreh the following shall be submitted o the Brard of Appeal
within thizty {(30) days from the date of regeipt of this Lﬂtiﬁi
and agoompanied by a filing fee of ten dollars (H10.00):

L. blame, maiiibhy address and [esiephone number;

2% Identification of the property and interssi therein;

Ge The partlculay provisioen of the Zoning Quéinance o
Subdivision Ordinance or regulation in guestion:

it

&, ALL pertinent Lactg;
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Epriclous mEnnel, 0r had wani mtAv abused it
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inagmuch as no publio hearing wiil be held on this » matier,
we will be returning yvour £1ling feg as soon as the refund is
processad,

We will be “orwaxéiﬁg ¥ou & gerkl fi%é copy GE the Ordsr ag

seon as the document iLs prepared.  Bhould you have any
GUESLLONS regerding the above, @i&a¢€ feal free to contact the
Planning Department at vol-~-8484,

Bingerely,
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o Corporation Counsel
Chisl Engineer, Publiic Works
Kona Services Office




