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tnis reauest is

That there are special

Csapdect properiyeowhich

surrocunding properties

fvture road wildening plans for K@&&hdi Strast,
property is required to have a 40 foot Iront vard. 1
Cfrom Romohana Suleet. Uﬁmwr ﬁur&ai circumstances, for
parcels oetween 10,000 sguax fesat and 192,999 square fes
“the sublact parcel would be ﬁ&guiraﬁ wa have & 28 foou
front ”arﬁ ﬁ%tbacxa " S ' : '
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once for 'widening Komohana

% the ‘@rea oel would be less than

?G 000 sguare heat Ln ﬁﬁégl cage the IZront yvard setbhack

requirement would be 1% feet instead of 20 fset, ‘This
soial circumstance d0oes nobt generally apply to

surrounding properties in the same zonped digtrict.
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2. That the speclal circumztances described sbove exists to a
degree which deprives the owner of substantial property
rights and interferes with the best use and mannar of
development of the subje¢t property. Although a 40 foot
front yerd setpack 1s reguired under present conditions,
only 35 feet will be reguired once the 20 foot strip is
acquired for widening Komohana Street., ‘Mnerefore, the
denial of this variance would unfairly deny the owner of .
substantial property rights and interfere with the best use
and manner of ﬁevelopment of the_subjecﬁ yrom@rt"

3. That tnm grantlng of the varlanc@ will not constitute a _

' grant of personal or special privilags inconsistent with
the limitations upon other properties under identical
district classificaticn. The special circusstances
described apove will adecuately differentiate this reguast
from others which may be submittad, ' '

"4, - That the granting of the vaciance will not be inconsistent
. with the general purpose of the Slngle Family Residential

‘Zonsd district or the intent and purpose of the Zoning
Code. Under present conditions, the 35 foot setback will
‘excead the 20 foot ssetback requirement for 10,000 square
foot parcels. Waen the 20 foot strip is acquired for
widening Komohansg Streetb the 15 OQt setback will also be
in compliance with reguirsments iam¢imﬂ%ﬁ i@r ercﬁis
iess than 16,000 sguare z@et in @ izé. .

Eurtharméfe,'basad on the above, the granting of tnhis
varilance will not militate against the County General Pimn
and will not be materially detrimental to the public
WAlﬁaxe or 1ﬁ3ur1au£ to improvements or gv wﬂfig rignta,

&Ltﬂougn the agollcant has reguested a 3@ Loot front yard .
‘setback, the Lirsctor has preliminarily concluded that a 353
foot front vard setback along Komchana Street is more '
. appropriate.. The proposed éwalling Can e ﬁw&aﬁﬂﬁg&t@ﬁ_
~with a 35 foot front yard setback along Homohana Street. .
Purthermore, if the applicant builds the stonewall as shown

on th@’@lgt ylam;'th@ aralﬁag@ problem should be mztlﬁataﬁ.-“'

Aﬂpr00?1 of thze variznoe reguest i3 subject to the a&¢10¢1§u
conditions: ' - :

L. That b@ﬁﬁtf&@ul@ﬁ of the dwelling shall commence withi
{1) year from this effective date and be completed withi

one (1) from thereafter.
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2. That no cother setback variance shall be granted for future
- improvements., Thisg condition shall be stipulated in the
daed of the property and recorded with ths Bureau of
Convevances., '
3a That all a@§‘lbd%i& rules, regulations, and reguirements
Shaii mé CORE &1@a w;tqg
Should any of the foregoing conditions not be met, the Variance
approval may be deemed null and void,
CooPlease feel free o contact-us it vou have any guestions on this
meatier,
Sincsrely,
ey XQ@
SIDNEY FUKE
Planning Director
Do Lo

FPublic Works



