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Additionally, only right turn movements would be allowed in
and out of the proj::osed subdivision and no through connection to
the Keaau-bonnd lanes will be permitted at the subdivision
access. Access to all lots would be am the interior
subdivision roads and no direct access shall be allowed from the
lots onto l<anoelehua Avenue. ~rhe existing Waiakea Highland View
Lots along the north boundary is a residential subdivision ing
served by Elm Drivll which connects to Paled Street, but not to
the sUbject prorerty.
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This tion and t alternative would be
trimental and inconven ted landowners as

1 as the landowners on , as the tra will
overburden its utility. ~11he County has no plans of either
u inq Elm Drive to Coun s or to make a street
connect ion to the subj eet . pro r~rty. Addi t ionally, because 0 f
this inaction, since the itioner not have any eminent
domain rowers, their acquisition options are further reduced.
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