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considered an alternative. The recently passed legislation
concerning "Ohana Zoning" permits theepplicent to
construct an additional single family dwelling on the
property. The petitioner is also permitted to construct
additional "farm dwellings" under certain conditions and
with the Planning Director's approval. These alternatives
are not considered to be exce!ilsive or overburdenino in view
of the present density limitations and the lack of-any
subs tenti ve circums tances or reasons for the granting 0
the variance. Additionally, these other alternatives
available to the petitioner are considered to asonable
and do not foreclose any optionsfor>thoiuse of the land by
the petitioner.

The variance request is not consistent with the I
Plan and the intent and rDose of the SUbdivlsi nd
Zoning Codes • Cha er (Zoning Code), Article ,Section
7 (Variances) and I' 9 (Subdivision Code) ,Article 1,
Section 5 (Verlano a e that "Variances from the
prOVisions of this may be granted; provided that a
variance shall not introduct n of use· not
otherwise rmitt thin tri anderovlded
further that a variance s 1 effectuate
relie rom I cab e oensit ns. Empha
added The ng Code presently one (1) single
family dwelling building site..The new OhanaZoning
law would enable he applicant to construct secondsingle
family dwelling on the property. If the anee IS

roved, de ty which would be permitted Dn.~hetwo

Is e from two ( 2). to four (4) single family
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1. Anon-refundable of hundred dolla
($100.DO); and

2. Ten (10) cop of a statement of the specific grounds for
t appeal.

Should you decide appeal, the Planning Commission shall
conduct a public hearing within a period of ninety (90) days from
the .dateof receipt of a properly filed appeal. Within sixty ( )
days after the close of the public hearing or within such longer
period as may be agreed to by the appellant, the Planning Commission
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shall affirm, modify, or reverse the Director's action. A decision
to affirm, modify or reverse the Director 's action shall require a
majority vote of the total membership of the Planning Commission. A
decision to defer action on the appeal shall require a majority vote
of the Planning Commission members present at the time of the motion
for deferral. If the Planning Commission failS to render a decision
to affirm, modify, or rever~.e the Director's action within the
prescribed period, the Director' BctionshalI be considered as
having been affirmed.

All actions of the Planning Commission are final except that,
thin ten(lO) working pays after/notice of action, the applica

or an interested party as defined in Section 7.-5 of this article in
the proceeding before the Planning Commission may appeal such action
to heBoar~ofAppe8lsinaccordance ~ithits rules.

Al .actions ofthe Board or Appeals are final except that they
are appealable to the Third Circuit Court in accord,mce with
Chapter 91 of Hawaii Revised tutes.

Should you have any questions an this matter, please .feel free
to ntact our office at96l

Sinoerely,

~N~~
Planning Director

RHY:

cc: Planning Commission


