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Mln%mUT R@ax Yard gﬁtbgb% and Clearspace geguirgﬁﬁﬁ?'
;@x %ﬁg émv 1adim b? 2%-"

%?%ﬁr ?pvzewlnﬁ-fsgvsﬁggiisﬁ fan and. ih@ 1m;afﬁmtiﬁﬁ @u &1ti%§

' §ﬁ %éﬁal? af ity the Planning. Dirvector by’ this 15%53& h%xﬁﬁy o R
certifies the. ﬁ&ﬁ”$¥al of ‘your variance j?aﬁ@g%t to ‘aliow a t@ﬁ C?u)_f_w"

feet rear yard setback and eight (8) Feet - three (3) inch. ' '

~tlearspece yard in lleu of: the minimum Fi %&@n (15) feet. and 8 tan
(1&} feet cieargsgc& r&uuirﬁment An kapoﬁo, ?qnd, Hawail,«

Th& ag@?mv l 15 masad on th& fallowing

1. 'That thers are gyaei@l ﬁnd unu¢ua1 cir?umsiaﬂcﬁé whith oo 5
< capply. to the subject property which exist Lg"jg@gz@gaéﬁaiﬁgf
“deprives the applicent of substantial. pIQQFEEV rights thet .
owopuld - Gtherwise be availab le and ‘to g dé“?%%'%ﬁiﬁﬁ”' FAHTRREE
;“ﬁbVimugiy= ﬁtérfﬁrﬁv ‘with the best u%é ar manrér Q;
_1ﬁeyals§neﬁt ﬁf té& prmgﬁriy. ' : :

..?hﬁiéuhé at pr§s9Wi§ wnzch c@aaibte 3f 8 833 gqgﬁ?e fsgt is
Csituated within the Kapoho Vecation Land Subdivision.: .
_ﬁga use of Its proximity to the coastline, the topog rEphny |

‘gm

= ﬂaﬂ}ﬁgiﬂai.vagéum of the land, tha “?ﬁ“'?s} aféﬂa;
futﬁ roproperties in this arsa ars cffected in terms of
their relationship to the the ﬂﬁ?%ﬁ, by subsurfade and
surfaece tyoe tide peols.  However, el11 lots in this
subdivision do not have surface tyQ@ of tidepools: . .-

8EP s’; iiﬁ%




Mr, ?18?9&@@ %ag%rge

?aa@ 2
ﬁi@@

g1 3; igﬁzf

'-sfhu§§ in this @ariieular 5;@u&ti@%g the lwcﬁfaﬁn of a tide

’g@ﬂi on tﬁ& property is considered to be a specl ial anﬁ R
Cunususl clroumstance 8s 1t has @ ?zr@Qi affect ‘on the nei

buildable sres of the aﬂﬁjﬁﬁi property., The area of the
tide pool on the praoperty is ﬁ?g?ﬁ%im&iﬁi? 2,084 sousre
Feet in size, which is approximately 2% percent of the .
subject land arsa. . However, because of ithe location.of the
tide pool in the f?mﬁt and middle portions of the Q;Gﬁﬁfi§

and the land ares it takes sway Trom the net buildable

18 ea, the only bulldeble ares remaining is to the rear. af
%e property. - This net buildable ares is aﬁgroz;mazﬁTg
,812 square Téet or 23 percent of the land ares after Lﬁg

~mﬂ;138diiﬁﬁ of the reqguired sethacks. This is

'  T§§y§sx$@gz§¢y 28 pereent less than what would have.bﬂ@ﬁ
cavallable to the ﬁﬁﬁiiﬁ@ﬁt Af no surface tvpe tide pool

was. on the property.  In @ normal sitygtion, the net
.%ﬁiiégéis sres would be. @ O64 $QU@I§ Teat or 5? gerﬁ%ﬂt af-
l%ﬁ drwau o

'*n&i&f@§a§ t%&mw are %&@%;al G%rsu?ﬁggmcss which deprives

Cthe applicant of substantial broperty righits which would
Comtherwise be avellable and also 4% to a degree which

chvicusly interferes with the best manner. ar ‘use of
@?%lu&ﬁ&ﬁi of ih@ 5&&59&% ;3a$$;' : R o

C That there arve no QZ&%? raas&naala %lt&rnatzvgs ta zesslvgf*'
_ib@ Q%?fiﬂgify L _

The Lﬁi%ﬁ@ ?rsn% anﬁ central isca?zan- af the %iﬁw_ﬁﬁﬁl Qﬁ

the properly consumes. aggzﬁx;mat@ly 4,756 syuare feet or.

- 59 psr¢eat af the subject properiy. Thus, only 3, 247
sguate feet or 41 percent of land srea remains for the
design and development for snyv structural censiderations

This 41. percent ~also Includes the sres in which the Egﬁihg 

Code's sethack requirements must he i$ﬁﬁ$@é.' The
onan-buildable srea of 59 parcent forces the app lzﬂgﬁi ia

utilize only the rear portion of the gzaggrty ?@& his

S single family dwelling. This apporoximate area of _
1,813 squere feet does not give the spplicvant r@%gﬁng§1$:.

'flgx1biity in developing design slternatives for the .
development of the subject site,  As such, he i%-wﬁnfin@ﬁ
to 8 minimum ampunt of sliernatives in theh to develon the

';@rggmr%y,"T%ug, hecsuse nf the recommendstion bv the Corps

of Engineers to move the bullding five (3) feet furthez ta

Cithe Tear and the 'sites Qriéntatign for view purposes, the.

~selection of the proposed design is the anly reasonable
altarnat;ve for th& apsiiCani




- Mr. Clarence meazg%
Pa&& z
September 3, 1982

jﬁdditiSﬂgilg, because. af ih&s¢ £5ﬁ%iﬁﬁzai¢ans, any athgr
design: saldtlﬁns which: woldla have &ﬁ ﬁanes& Lo the minimum
Zoning Céde setbsok requirements would be unrsasonable and
forecloss any ootions in developing i%w property for fhe
.Qra§55ﬁ§ 51&@1& f@ﬁily.ﬁwélliaf use,

The proposed s ign provides for @ ten (14) Tooi rear yerd
“setback which is determined to be reasonable in light of
“the constraints and circumstances being applied to the

property.  Any other design slternatives in resolving fhis
issue would not only be putting excesslve demands upon the
-applicant, ;%ﬁ&ﬁ a more I&%%Qﬁ&*l@ sglution is-available.

'iﬁ w

The granting gr the varisnce: shall be consistent with the
‘general purpose of the Zoning District, the Intent and
‘purpose of the Zonming Coce and the General Plan.  The R
intent and purpose of fhe sethack zd@uzram@ﬁta is Lo snsure
- that edeguate lighi, air and Qirawiaiary ggﬁatiang}ar&' '
cavailable between structurel ﬁzV&iagm@nt@ and properties.
‘In this particuvler zoplication, the design sa?uﬁ;ﬁn will
stili provide for these furcticns, although 1t would not
meet fhe dinlnun z?agizwﬁ S%aﬁ&ﬁﬁm impused by the Zoning
Code. - The ‘proposed desion would stiil emplioy end afford

ol
o

’?

the sir, 1light, and virculstory Functions that is the basis .

4

uf ra@aiziﬁg J%%“gif%. Sharefore, ths an&iyaig of these

issuss has also concurred that the granting ol the varispce
would not be ﬁ&ﬁ%iﬁ%féﬁ to pe-materislly detrimentel to the =

public's welfare ﬂﬁi cause any substantisl or adverse
 §@53£§ tg the area’s chare ﬁi%& or te ﬁéjaiﬁ;PQ properties,

The vmri@ﬂae ;@que@ﬁ is @Qgravmé 55&3%Ct ts=%%§ Folddwing:

~ conditions
1. That the . ﬁ@ulﬁl&ﬁ%? or @aiﬁgrA?au fagregug;ﬁt;g%_r% IRt
Cresponsible Tor asmgiy;na @;%n ﬁii kﬁﬁ stetec raaszz&@; s oof
_ aggray@l : _ :

That %.“aﬁiiﬁ&ﬁg Permi i“ be 3@&33@& ?uI tﬂ& nropused single
Family cgwelling . within one (1) vear from the effective date
Cof approval of. the Vdrléﬁﬁ& aﬁa be Lﬁﬁgi@iﬁd withi n Lo {5}
13@33% tn&r@@si%r, . : o

N

%, Tﬁ@;'tna ueg&ztmﬁnt of Fublic works and State Uepsrtwment of
Heallh requirements be complled witn.
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That. the ﬁ&ﬂ (15} ?aat rear yard setback be staksd out
eror “to ﬂgﬁstruc?laﬂ and thst the Planning Oepartment be
notifiaed prior to cons ﬁIULLlﬁﬁg SRy vwrz?y the %iﬁ?iﬁ& af :
ih@ ten (10) fooit rear yard gehwgﬁk -

e

5. That no construction aug¢vziy shall take place within the

etide pool, however, construction ectivity may ocour up foo .

“the edge of ahﬁ tlde @091 ss rscommended by the Corps of
'EﬁQTQEE?S. : - o - '

e That all oth?r gpgiie&hie 23%% aﬂﬁ Cgungv Tulies
' r%gsi 1ans, ané r%guzrﬁmgnis be acmaiieﬁ thh.

_ Sﬁrwlw' any of the f@g%ga le aaﬁﬁltieﬁg ﬁut e @@i '*h@ Varian&e"
Qar%;t Qﬁ?li be ﬁe@m%a vgié . .

I you have any aua%iégﬂg gn Ehiﬁ mﬁﬁteag gi se feel Tree to
aantact bs. . SO S
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