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CERTIFIED MAIL
January 11, 1982

Mr. Greg GadQ
207 Kinoole Street
Hilo, HI 96720

Dear Mr ..

Variance Appllcacion (V81-32)
Tax Map Key 1-3-03:36

We regret to inform you toat after rev iog your application
and the information pr its If, the Planning Director
is hereby denying your variance request. 1'111" reasons for tne den
are as

1. fl i here not found to be any special or unusual
circumstance to tile land ~Ihich regu the
creation of the a-than-average wi6tn lots aa proposed
the applicant in order to adequately uti I n land. A
plat which would show a one of the a
boundar of the ex ciog eel ia a reasonable
alternative open to the ieant, and ia 0110 Which is
among the most common ts for subdivisions. Suell a lot
arrangement would readi t the creation of four
10+-60ro lots wh the aver lot width
requi rements of the L'.0n

Denial of the variance woula tnus not deny the owner
sUDstantial ty rignts since available ternatlves
can be implemented without undue interference to best
uue or 1fl2,nner of dovelopm<i:nt of: tne

2. Due to reasonable alternatives available to the
thore is not snown to be special circumstances
the land to a sufficient degree compelling or I
applicant to design his subdivision in the manner
a variance from the average width stipulations or

,
ing to

t the
requiring
tne Code.
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Because reasonable options are available to the applicant,
an approval of this request would be considered a grant of
special privilege, and thus be inconsistent with the
limi tations placed on other similarly istricted property.

4. Furthermore, oval of this request would be contrary to
the intent of the Subdivision Code which seeks platting of
roads and lots vlith dimensions and proportions which do not
inhibit further development. In the subject case, the
narrO\;1 roadl-lay easements 1'1Ould severely restrict further
development in the future and would readily create the

ituation for itional features.

Director's decision is final, except that within ten (10)
after receipt of this letter, you may appeal the

writing to the Planning Commission in accordance with
procedures:

Non-refundable 1 of one 8 ($100.00
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days, unless the time
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appellant. Within sixty (60)
or witnin such longer

appellant, the Planning 10n
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Sincerely,

SIDNEY M.
Planning

gs


