CERTIFIED MATL

May 10, 1983

Mr. Alvs Nakamura
Hawail Electric Light Company, 1nc.,;~_hn-
1200 Kilauee Avenue . - N

Hilo, Hawell 96720

Dear Mr. Nakamura:.

Variance Aaplicatiﬁn (V83 10}
Variance Fram Minimum Front, Rear gnd _
~ Side Yard Setback Requiramentﬁﬁ---
Tax Man Key 6-2-013 P@rtien af 15

After reviawing gcur application and %he lﬁfsrmatimm sub@;it@ﬁ.-
in behalf of it, the Planning Director by this letter hersby
certifies the 3ppr0val of your varience reguest to allow the
construction of s chain link fence around the Haweii Electric Light

- Company's proposed Lalamilo Substation at a height of 9 feet wlih &

front yard setback of 5 to:7 feet, and zero foot side and resr yard
‘setbacks in lieu of the minimum 20 foot front and reasr yard setbacks:
and minimum 10 foot side yard setbacks as rﬁquir%d by the Zmnlng
-;-Code in Kapua, South Kahala, Hawa;i. _

The appraval is based on the follswing°

o There are sgecisl or unusual elrcurstancas agplyiﬂg to the
‘subject real property which exist either tp & degrse which
deprives the owner or applicant of substantial property rights
that would intsrfere with the best uss 0y manner o? ﬁ@velcpméni
of the property. S _

Normally, a security fence is constructed Qn_%h@’pzaﬁeriy.
line of a parcel. In this case, the petitioner is proposing to
locate the security fence at the perimeter of the property, as
it is the most reasonsble ares in which to contain the facility.
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_ in sddition, tﬁ& gubg@ct garcel Was specifically subdivi&ed
for the establishment of public utility purposes, more e
- _sseei?igally, to establish Hawgili Electric Light Camp&ny g -
-QLalamile Sub@iaiiaﬁ to.service thig erea,  As. such, the subjéct R
property will not be used for any purpose other than for the o ;“'-“”'
supstation use. ?ﬁis is also considered to be a . specisl -
clircumstence ip that not only is the use restricted on the
‘subject parcel, but it is @ use which is being established to
service the genﬁrai public. As suehy ‘since the uvtility use is
- one.which needs to bz provided with sscurity, the. perimeter of
-~ the property is the most ideal and efficient area in terms Gf
cen%trueting a fanam %@ araviﬁe thls functimn '

S The?e are ng othmr zessanable alternativea that would
resolve the dlffaculty.- ' R . _

The altefﬂative af danying the vsriance is determined to be

an unreasonable one. The® primary purpose of the proposed fence .
is to provide security for the substat;an. The height of 9 feelt
will permit en obstruction that would serve to curtsil any. :
autside interference with the faaillty, The proposed height af
the feéence will algo be in conformance with' the Mational :
Standards of the National Sa?%iy Code The epclosure of the_: s
fence which 1s .located on the subject grap%r%y s perimeter is:

the most appropriate and ressonable srega in which te canstruct
the security fence. éﬁditienally, the requirement of the

- minimum setbacks for this “type of fence and purpose! woauld anly _

_mlwimizg the slreedy reduced davelapnent gctentlal QF the parcel,;”
for its Quhlié %ervic& yse, : o _

_ The variance shzll be eonslstenﬁ wzth the general purpose _
wrofithe Zoning: Distric%, theintent and purpeose-of -the Zonlng and
Subdivision Codes and the County General Plan, and will not be
materially detrimeﬁtal to the public welfare or casuse
substantial adverse impact to sn area s chgracter or ta

cadjolning propertias. o

The proposad fence is to pravid@ sacurity far the praposed
facilitv., The reguirements for setbacks in this case is rather
negligible as. the mlnimum setback requirements were primarily
geared Tor gtguc%ukal types of ﬁ&velagment The proposed

~setbacks, the topography of the ares and the he ight of
3 gdditional feet above the winimum 6 fFeet permifted is
canﬁﬁﬁ%red e gﬁ'nég?i@iﬁl@ i its visuzl 28 well as physical |
impact., This Is due to ths chalin link tgge of material being -
ugeﬁ for fﬁg construction of the fence. The see-through effect
aof the chain link should serve to minimize the impact of the
reduced setbacks as well as Tor the additionsl height. In
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addition, the area surrounding the substation is vacant and not
gnticipated for any intens;ve davelopment which would be
affected by the location of the substation.  The inclusion of
the proposed landscaping. fer this. facility will alswo assist lﬁ
“the visusl scceptsnce of the §rap@seé Tencﬂ with r@ducgﬁ A
_ et acks. éﬂé at thﬁ fequﬁaﬁeﬁ height : : :

e 8ase§ Of ihe abﬁvag the grsnt;ng ef thls va;ien&e far
reduced setbacks for the fﬁnc@ will not: bﬁ materially

‘detrimental to the public's wélfare or cause substantisl adversa:;- T

impact to the ar=sa’ s ch@regier or te aﬁioining praperties._

Gased on tha fﬂregeing, the Planning Diractar hes cmncluded that'_
ihis requast b? ag@raved, subject to the f@llﬁ@ing cgnditians‘.

"'i, _ Th& getltlaner or its authorized ragrasentatlve shall be _
responsivle fgr campiying with all the stated condltions of.
agmraval._” . _ _

2. The slans for th@ ara;asmd swbstaﬁigﬁ, incluﬁlng @ deualled"f'

landscaping plan, shall be submitted for "Plan Approval®™
within one year from the affectiv& ﬁate of approval Gf the
Earlancé ?%rﬁii, - . _ : : _

L3 a&ﬂﬁt?ﬁ&ii@ﬁ sf tﬁa grasssed 1mpravements shall commence
~ wlithin one yesr from the date of recelipt of final *Plan _
_éy@rﬂval“zaﬁé be cémpleted within two yesrs iharea?ter,-,,.-

K. The &apgrﬁm@ﬁi of ?ublic %srks‘ régbifem&nis'shall he
complied with., - _ L

5, ALl other- aéglicable Federal, State and County rules and
- regulations shsll be compiied w;th RN _

' Should aﬁy of the fnr@gm;ng ean&iticns nst be cemplled with, the
- Variance Permit shall be sutomaticelly veidad°

if vou have any guestions on this matter, plaase feel free to
ﬁomt@ci USas S V

ﬁincéraly,” 
SIDNEY UKE
?1anﬁi%g D;ractar

RHY :1gv
ge: Planning Commission
Department of Land & Natural Qescurces



