CERTIFIED WAIL

fpril 27, 1982

: Mr &1 and&r Jauelhe
._:ioﬁgkaa, Hi_9c727
" Dear Mr. Botelho:

"vé%iéﬁcé'gspiiéatién'(QSQ'QQ_J;‘
Tﬁx Map Vey a 5-8 ll L

We ?pgrmt tﬁ inform yeu that a?t@r ?evx@w1ﬁﬂ yaur appllcaulon

 -and the information prPssnth Ain 1ts behal?, the Planning SEIPCLGZ-, ',
- 1s hereby denying ymuL arlance requw t,: Thp reagams fmr he ﬁen*alHI'

Hawn a5 fallaws

1.]- Th@ra are no SBELl“l or uDUSJai czrcumstanc@s am&l;zmv ta
this property which deprives the owner or applicant of

substantial property rights or. interferes wzth the be t GSc '

or deeiogmmmt of the SLQQETt]

The proposed addltlon comprlslng of approx1mately 568'
squaré feet (l&* 'x 40') can be located on the property
wlthout ﬂncroachlnq 1nto the front yard s&tbdck ared.

The ex1si1nc house is located at’ the mauka, alQlO cmrmer
of this parcel....The structure is situated thirteen (13)°
feet from the Waipio side property line and twenty-five.
(25) feet from the front (mauka) property line, As such,
the sideyard towards Hilo is approximately ninety (90) feet

and the rear (makai) yvard is approximately one hundred and.~

sixty (160) feet. Prior to the construction of the
Honokaa-Waipioc Road the existing structure had a fifty"
(50)-foot front yard setback, however, in acquiring the
needed rtight-of-way for this road project, {he State's

Highways Division was able to purchase sufficient land from

the Branco's without requiring the neecd for a front yard
setback variance.
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There are no severe topographzc 11m1tatlons and there lS
ample land area. . : e : _

'__The ex1531ng parc#l gzeat81 than 36 GOD square fept 1n
area, slopes towards the rear mzoperty line. Ng large’

‘wgullies™ ar steep “hlllgﬁ-are found. on. the Qrapertya ‘lre rf?e;'”"

existing bu1ld1ngs an thls propertty occoupy agproklmately
2,000 sguare feet and the net buildable area is:

approximately 26,000 square feet. Approximately 90 percentff?ff-**

. of the net buildable area Temains on thls 51%@ io
'.8CCOﬂmOduZP ths EXteﬂSlGﬁ.; s : - S

R 2{':'There are r@asanable alternatlves that couié resolve the
"_ _¢1ff1cu1ty R _

The. addition could be placed on the. Hilo side of the S
‘existing building ot attached ta the rwar w1in@ut '
encroachlnq inte setback areas, -

The location of the dmtached laundry shed (mdkalfwaiplo

side of dwelling) would interfere with the placement of thmf_;ﬁ':'”

addition om the makeil/Waipio corner of the dwelling. The:
detached carport and macadamia nut orchaerd would not S
1ﬂtezfeze with the glacﬂmmﬂt of the addltlon an the Hllo i
s¢09 ot the dﬁelllﬁu : o :

sad -

. ﬂ-Tﬁe R3-10 dlstrlﬁt is. ln%@n§@§ to DTDVTGB low d&n31iy SR

 residential use Tor ‘urban and. suburban 11v1m§.:.The m%ﬂlmuy_
front verd setback is intended tg maintain the low density
appearance and fto restrict. “crmwdlng" of. structures along -
streets, Grantwmg this variance will be materlally
detrimental to the area's ehazacter ' : .

The. Dlrect01 S dec;sxen is final pxcept that w1th1m t@n (18)

" working days after receipt of this letter you may appeal the '
decision in writing to the Plannznq Commlssion in accerdance wlth

th@ f0110w1ng procedures : : :

' 1;= Non- rerundabla filing fee of one hUﬂﬁl@d dollars ($lDU OO),

Z. Ten (10) cepﬁss af a statemwnt that cledrly sets forah the_,.'
B legal and substantive bases for the appeal -and that
specifies thp ground%'whlch would support a flndlng that
the U1rﬂcto % decision wag lﬁ error, and

)

Qﬁy other plans or 1ﬂfsrmat10n IEGUlred by the Pldnnlﬂg
Commission. : : _ :
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Should you have any questiahs on the matter, please feel free to
contact us at 961-8288.
Sincérely;'
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| SIDNEY M. FLKE.
SR Planning Director
RN:lrp .

cer  Planning Commission




