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¥e regr%t:§® iﬁfﬁim vau that afﬁ&? re vig#ine your application
nd the information presented In its bahﬁl?g h& Planning Director -
s-ﬁ&%aﬁv denving: ycgr ¥§?iéﬁiﬁ zﬂ&u@ st. The reasons for- th? ﬁ nlal
Bre-as fﬁllaws. .;-- : PRI o

; Poid ""j

1._ ?her& is no ev1ﬁenc& %hlﬁh 1nﬁ1£ g5 that there are 5pwa1al
© o orounusual circumstances that apply to the land and o
deprives the owner or ”ﬁﬁﬁi%dﬁi of substantisl property
rights that would otherwise be available. The lack of any
-~ special or unusial circumstances relating to the gubject
_.arﬂy@riy,*w@ula also not intsrfere with the best manner oT
cuse of the Qrﬁﬁﬁrtj.; Although, ‘epenomic or pevscnal
- interest hardship ig 2 cgm%ifgratzan in the evaluation
Jiprocess, it shaulﬂ ﬂmt b@ idv ﬁa;% Saszs ?ar a ¥ari&ﬁ¢¢
';r%guest, : - -

jjTﬁer& are: Gih%? a@asmnaZ1@ EitéfﬂﬁﬁiV&ﬁ 1n acscmpiishins”
‘the - applisant‘s puz&cgas. Ths applicant's mein purpose” of
~conveying interest in the land to family menbers can bm '

~secomplished on sn Mupdivided interest® basis. The |
-applicant -may also submit r@zﬁning a;pllcatisng for the
_$ub3wct yr@ﬁ@rty. “However, the submittal of s change of
zone applicetion does not mesn an sutomatic approval of
such @ erJ@st _;ha ﬁﬁpOEiUﬁlty to do so is, hawyvers
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-_cansidereﬁ an alternative. The r@csﬁz;y passeé ?&giglatiem"
concerning "Ohana Zoning® permiis the applicant to = '
construct an sdditionsl single Tamily dwelling on the
nproperty. The petitioner is elso permitted tﬁ_eonstxuct
additional “"farm dwellings™ under certain conditions snd

with the Planning Director’s appreval. These alternstives =
are not censidered to be excessive or overburdening in vxag_;.

‘of the preseni density limitations aﬂd the lack of any .
substantive circumstances or reasons for the granting of .
the variance. Aaditianally, these other alternatives '

available to the petitioner are considered to he- reasaﬁébléiff'

cand ‘do not foreclose any aﬁtlens ?ﬁr the use sf the land hy
the ﬁatitlengr. ' _ _ . : .

'  3. _The y@rlance requ&gﬁ is not cangist%nt %i%h tﬁa Ganaral
~Plan and the intent and purpese of the Ubﬁlv&giﬁﬂ gnd

Zoning Codes. .Chapter 8 (Zoning Csﬁa}, Artiele sgctien:. - "

7 (¥ariances) gnd Qhapt@r 9 (Subdivision Code), %;iicle i, -
Section 5 (Variances) ‘state that "Varidnces. ?r@m the 3

"~ provisions of this Chapter may be granted; provided th&i 8

- varience shsll not ellow the introduction of 2 use not
otherwise permittec within the distflct; and provided

- further that s variance shall not primarily effectuate
relie? from-mpolicable density limitaticns.”  (Emghasis
cadded) The Zoning Code presently permits one (1) single
family dwelling per building.site.. . The new Qnana"Zonlng

~ law would enable the applicant to emnstruct ‘a-second ﬁiﬁgie S

family - éwellin; on the gragafty,..If the varians@ is
‘epproved, the density which would be permitted on the two
parcels waul& double from two (2) to four (4) single family
' =Nawel?in35.- This: would “nrimarily” effectuatE'#elvef from =
spplicable denslity iimliﬂtlsﬂr" for this proposed e
subdivision and be contrary to the provision that variances'
'cannat bs gr@ntﬁﬁ far é@QS?tv ?aigﬁﬁﬁa,--*..-. ; SEE -

_ The Directcr's d@ci$1on is ?inalg @xsagt that wiihan ten (lﬁ)
- working days efter Teaeiat of this letier, you m&y Bppesl the

© - decision in writing to the ?laﬂﬁiﬁ@ C@mmlssisn 1ﬁ aaaardanc& %lth
,--%h@ Tﬁliﬂﬁiﬁg ﬁx&ﬁéﬁu$$$. - R : L R

1.': A nsﬁ FéfUﬂdahlé fillna fea ﬁ? ﬁﬁﬁ hundred dallarg
($1BQ GQ}, and ' o o _ _

2., Tan (1@) casies o% a8 5ta%ement of the sseci?ic grauﬁéé for
' -v~-;the agp@al. : s :

Shoulé you decide tD @ppeal, the Piaﬁninq Cammissxon shall :
conduct & public hesring within a period of ninety (90) days from
- the date of receipt of a properly filed appeal. wWithin sixty (€0)
days after the close of the public hearing or within such longer
period as may be agreed to by the appellant, the Planning Commission



My, Albert Ssuza
. Page 3
-'Saptémber 18 1932

'7f$hall affirm, modify, Qr reverse the ﬁirﬁctnr s actian. é'ﬁmc1sian
cto affirm, m@dify or reverse the Director's action shall require a
“majority Vcte of the total mambarship of the Planning Commission, A

-f decision te defer -action on the appeal shall require a m&}orlzy vote
‘of tha Planniﬁg LCommission members present at thne time of the motion

for deferral. IT the Planning Commission fails to render a decision
to affirm, modify, or reverse the Director's actlon within the o
" prescrihed pericd, the Dirﬂctgr s acticn sﬁall be considered as'"'“
.having beeﬁ affirmed. C L _ _ :

Qll gﬂtians af the Plann;ng Cemmisglon are final except thaa,

'1:Q1§h1n ten (10) working days after noticve of action, the applicant..

~ or an interested narty as deflinesd in Section 7.-5 of this article in

.- the proceeding before the Planning Commission may appeal such action

Cto ih@ %Ggré of Agseals in accordanc& wiih it@ rules,

_ Ali dctiQﬁQ of . the Bﬁarﬁ af Appesls are fingl axeapt that they
are. aﬁgealable toithe Third: Circuit Court in. accordance %iih . -
Chapter 91 ef the Hawail ﬁevzs@a Statutag.

_ Shauld yau have ang queaflens on thi$ mditerg please feel free -
;tﬁ ﬁ@niact our &??1@@ aﬁ 961 825w. _ o Co

Sincerely,

sibNEY Fudd
- Planning Director
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