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CERTIFIED MAIL

October 11, 1983

Mr.
20
Hila, HI

Fujioka
Street
96720

Dear Mr. Fujioka:

variance Application (V83-29j
Variance From Minimum Front SetDack Requirement

Tax Map Key 2-4-54:22

Homesteaas,

your application and the information submi
Planning Director by this letter hereby

of to allow the
to an

After
in
cert the
construction

single
in lieu the minimum
Waiakea Subd ion,
Hilo, Hawaii.

'rne on the following:

Special and Unusual circumstances

The existing single family dwelling which was approved
1969 approximately 44 feet from the front property line.
Since the plans for the approved dwelling are not available, nor
can any record of them be found, we cannot ascertain that the
future ~oad widening setback was imposed in the approval of
those plans. However, in 1973, approval for the storage
addition was approved with a 30-foot front yard setback by
Planning Department which did not include the 20-foot future
road widening setback requirement. Therefore, the petit r
concluded that he could utilize this as a criteria for any
future development his property. th understanding,
the petitioner dec to design and construct a new
family room utilizing the 30-fOOt front

OCI 12,
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The Hilo Community Development Plan not recommend any
urbanization of this Planning Area (Planning Area No. 25); thus,
the existing roadway suffice to serve the locali
and not warrant the imposition at
time. The Transportation the Community
Development Plan does not nor the 1morOV'CITiC
of Malaai street to its SO-foot right-of-way. In
addition, the Department of Public ks does not have
nor projects any plans any to the

improvement of street County's Capital
Improvement program.

As such, there ex ial and unusual circumstances in
two respects. First, there evidence of governmental error
which imposes an unreasonable hardship on the petitioner.
Secondly, there are no plans to urbanize this area in the near
future and thus no time commitment from government to implement
the proposed road widening of Malaai street. Present traffic
loads do not require and SO foot right-of-way.

Thus, we have concluded that
circumstances which unreasonably
of development of the ty.

ALTERNATIVES

special unusual
with the best manner

The petitioner does have alternatives.
However, the reasonaoleness of these ternatives to be
weighed against the phys ,visual impacts that the
proposed addition may have in this area. Tne petitioner's
decision to locate the addition in its proposed location is due
to its functional relationship to the active living areas of the
existing dwelling. The proposed family room will be connected
to the living room oy a stairwell. location of the addition
to any other portion of the existing dwelling would have
unreasonable design constraints to deal with, in light of the
location of the existing carport/storage and the existing
bedroom and kitchen windows.

Thus, the proposed design is traditional in the sense,
is attempting to maintain the active from the passive areas of
the dwelling. Additionally, the proposed addition is two
stories, 23 by feet and 1,104 square in , located
approximately 10 feet from the side property line and 30 feet
from the front property line. It 1s a relatively minor and
compatible structural development in light of the s family
resldential character of the area.
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, although other alternatives
on the foregoing, we have

is one •

INTENT AND PURPOSES

intent
to ensure

visual
structural
tool which
functional

an area
purpose

, light, ieal
between

It is a regulatory
compatibility and

In
solut
functions,

from the
with the normal

and will ensure
to the point

on the area

•

the
it

in

prepared for
an

widening
to impose such

•

Additionally, since
intensive development

ion schedule for the
, it would unreasonable
it ions upon the petitioner at

or

Consequently, we have
shall be consistent th

district, and
Gane Plan.

ooncurred that
detrimental to
adverse impact

ties.
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The variance request is approved, subject to the following
conditions:

A. The petitioner, its successors or assigns, shall be
responsible for complying with all stated conditions of
approval.

B. The plans for the proposed garage family room addit
shall submitted for Building Permit approval within one
year from the date of receipt of s variance Permit.

C. The construction of the proposed improvements shall
commence and be completed within two years thereafter.

D. All other applicable State and county rules and regulations
be complied.

Should any of the above conditions not be complied with, the
variance shall automatically be deemed void.

If you have any questions on this matter, please feel free to
contact us at 961-8288.

Sincerely,

SIDNEY M.
Planning Director

RHY:gs

cc: Planning Commission


