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January 9, 1985

Mr. Yasuki érakak;

P, G Box 160

Keaau, Hawali 96749
Dear ﬁr, &r@kak1='

Varlane@ ﬁp@lzﬂatzcn (V%é—o%) _ _
Variance from the Minimum Water and -
. Building 8ite Average ﬁzéﬁh Requzr@mant
g Tax Map Key 1-7-05:24 '

@a xagret o ini@rm you that, aft@r r@V;awzng y@ur a§p11c&t1em

L ang the {nAformation presented in its behalf, the Planning Director..

i harehy denying. y@ur v&zzaﬂc@ raqu@gt, The xeagemg for the ﬁ@ﬂzaz-f j?f

"Qjar% s fsliaws¢

S?ECIEL ékﬁ ﬁﬁﬁaﬁ%ﬁ SIR@?@ST&&CES

Th@ firﬁt %ab&1v1$1en Grdan&nc& for tha Caunty &f ﬁanzz
©owas approved’in the form of Ordinance Ko. 136 on Wovember 22, S
1944, According to the County Tax foic@, th@ &abjacﬁ yrﬁgertg [T £

: bwas ﬁir%t assesaeé in l@%é. e SRR B

“h@ subject pr@pe;ty whlch aensl%tg cf 3 GG acr@s ig
-.3axstr1ct._ The p@ﬁltzener ha% nat shown Ly tha evzé@nﬁe in h1$
- _applicaﬁi@n that there 931sts any special or unusual _

L eircumstances related to the 1&3& ‘which waulé warrant ar
. necessitate a waiver: from the minimum water requzrem@nts to
'Nsazvice th@ 3 lets 1n th@ pzopaseé suhéiVisicn.

. _ Th& patltion@z citeg an ecanﬁmic hardahip as a reason for
~ﬁfthe application for a waiver from the mininum water: .
-raquiramenﬁs.- The 1mposltion of water requirements ara ap§11e§_
. ona uniform basisg for all. 5ubﬁiviglan proposals within the
f;Ceunty ol anaxl. Ero e &his insﬁanca, the @%titian@r ig asking .
for a waiver from these standards, baglcally to enhanc@ %hazr _
 finandial’ yoaitlon,. There is also no evidence in the :
;-__§aluitiﬁn@x 8 application: tc 1né1&at@ that there are sy&czal or
L unusual- circu&&tances that z&quize 3 éev&&t;en fzem the m&nlmgm
o lot ‘average width requlrém@nts«q As-such, we have determined
that there is no deprivation of mrapartg nghts @hlch euztaiis

- Cr re&uces &xzsting §r®§%zﬁV'ﬁeve1@mmanﬁ rlghts.__'

JAN 1 6 1084
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. Additionally, the proposed 3uh§?v&$i$n of tﬁe “ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ%
'@f@@&rty does not have any relationship to further _
intensification of any agricultural use of the landy &inaag;
there is no Qhaﬁga %&lﬁg anﬁiﬁigat@é in tHe use of the’ Tand,
there are ng gya@;&l or unusual ciroumstances m%@lving to the
subject property in this particular &§§¢1Qailﬁﬁ=wﬁl$ﬁ a%yi§§€iy
dnterferes with the best use or manner @f @avgiaggﬁmt Qﬁ th
@ﬁbj@ﬁﬁ §&ﬁ§@§t ' : : :

EL“LEFQ?Eth

In th§ particular situationg th@ @u@sti@n of .
ﬁgxaaaﬁnablan@ss has to be viewed against all three criteria for
T the” granting of & variance end not %Ql@ly on the reascnapleness
. or econcmic costs of t%@ al%&rnaﬁiva in tryzmg tc raﬁcive the

: dlfﬁicaltv

Ia tlie @v%iﬂuu ion &g this” ay§lia&€1$n, the imposition of
?sﬁgent subdivieion requivements way result in additional costs
testhe §@§zﬁ;éﬁ&ru 1ﬁ§§@v$%%ﬁt coste; %ﬁ@@%@f, are. %Qzﬁ& Ty &11

__“a%é;via%rﬁ of Tand,  Undsr substandard aztaatsﬁms,'gucﬁ s th
_%&t%ﬁlém@” s,_i Mze?am@rt costs are aiw&yw expected to be
.hlgb@x. However, economice consideration cannot be the g@l@-

bagis ﬁ&“-t?@ gganﬁing 0F & VArianee, @$g§s1aiig in areas wh&za'ﬂ_

zwfzaséxﬁatﬁ ’l facilities are Qubataﬁéa ¢ and wh@n-aﬁh@r .
alteiﬁailv@ﬁ are possibly available,  In this ?&ftlﬁﬂiaf case,

. the ' petitioner c¢laime that the full im@z@?%@ﬁﬁas would not be 3  :  

viable option for them because of the. number of lots. . %@%av%zg
the. §@t1%10@%& also. has. ‘Another reagonable Gg%iaﬁ_mn &@1 pirig
their portion of tha 3 acre parcel to res olva this glﬂaﬁgiﬁé
- haxdship. In terms of the minimum lot aV@Vdga Wlﬁtﬂ :
**z&%ﬁ%r@m@nbgg the §@t1tian@V“hag other dssign a?tﬁ§53t1V@8
available to him to resolve this. dzsue. A two Lot degign
partitioning the gr@aaztg with.a g&rtitlen in. the niddle of the
'?raaazty can be. congldered. However, this da%ign al%&xﬁa?ive
may be moot ag a- result. eﬁ %h@ é@nial aﬁ t?@ varianaa ir@m tha
gatar ?equ&2$mants,

Iﬁ EET %ﬁﬁ PﬁR?QSES

L The! puxaos& Qﬁ th& m@ma&um wat@r X%ﬁuiramants is t@ @ngaxaf_

that minimum- gafety standards relative to health, 5ira .
'@retectiaﬁ; gaw&ga disposal @%a@, axre U@Q?ié%ﬁ fFor - iw eancaﬁt
with the Goals, Peliciss, and ftandards of the General ?1an,
Goning and Subdivision Qsﬁ%&,'_mha F@tltlﬁn&f hag not shown in.
their application how a waiver, from the mininum watar - :

regquirenents, would have the- subject property be put to a b@ttegf,v*"'

o Bmore. ?ﬁ@&ﬁ&ii?% use and not vieclate the intent and §arpog@$
of the faneral Plan, Z@ﬁing and &ub@lviglmﬁ Caé&gg concerning
Water. = L
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There is-an &xzstin% gu%st&n@afﬁ water source Lo serve ﬁhis_”'

L Erea. The §0l1$165 of the General Plan's Water slement. stat@ t@_ﬂff

-;;“I%@EQV% and’ x@plaaé inadeguate: %y@%&ma; Haw: ?Qéil& watexr:
.. systems should he first installed in urban areas which. havﬁ
"@s%abii%k@ﬁ needs and’ chazéctazzatacs, such as Qecapz@ﬁ

- dwellings and other uses, or in areas adjacent to them 1f &h@ra',;ﬂ-'

- de need for urban axyan%xcp, ‘or -to further the expansion of the

Y agrzculturaz industry,. The fire prevention distributicn systen.
“shall be- coordinated with water distribution sg%tams in ﬁré&z ta

'-;@ﬂaur% water sup@li@s for . ﬁzr@afight&mg Fuzgaaesa ' :

?ha allowable ﬁ@ﬁ@luy of t%l% arem ané th@ guzz@undzﬁg azaal
undey the present zoning is of major concern-because of the '
potential infrastructuzal éﬁﬁands and impacts that will result

" from the development of these existing properties, if water
fadilities are not br@agﬁﬁ up to higher standards. Furthermore,

;th@ appraval of such variance requests in an area of existing
- substandard ;nfragtrmcture would not be 1n the puﬁlia int@regt
_fiané %@lﬁax@ @f the Qauﬁty @f ﬁ&@aiz.,__g S L

o ' ”ﬁ& cumuia%zve r&&uﬁta @f a - ﬁav&xami& actzﬁn %gulﬁ b@
--maﬁ&ra&lly ﬁ@trlﬁaat&l to th% publia: ﬁaf@ty in terms of haalﬁh

and fire gxet@cuien concerng and would cause substantial 1@n§_1_-'*'”'

tern adverse impacts with regard to- ‘these issues {o. the
adjalnzng properties and %E&EG&R&iH% c@mmunzﬁi%a bagaﬁ on the
: lack of these $&CElit1%% in this arem. This kind of plmnning
o pragtice’ Wﬁﬁlﬂ debilitate the imyl@m@ni&tigg of .the gtanéazﬁg R
'1&@% forth in the Subdivision Code ag well as ‘viclate the. %Qirit N
and intent Gi “the law: f@r wﬁzah 1% %ag aflgimaliy bxaat&ﬂ fere-

B Easaé on the faveecing ﬁlnﬁinga, th@ variance reguest waulﬁ_
'not be congistent with the general: purposs of tHe moning.
Cdistrict; the intent ‘and: ‘purpose of the Zoning and suﬁéivxszon
L Codes and the fﬁanty General Plan; will e materzally .
o éetrimantal to the yabiic s welfara, and cause: gubgtanﬁial
- adverse-impact. ta ﬁpa ara& & chaz&¢t$r mna ta a&jminlﬁg
-pz@paatzegg

_ Aa such; the Eianﬁing Dixﬁater g@nc&u&@ﬁ that t@& variance
a§§11cation from the mzn*mam @atex r@quiz%m@nﬁs af the Sabﬁzvz&lsn

C@ﬁe h&uld ﬁﬁ é@ﬁlaéﬁ

_ Tﬂ@ ﬁir@ctmr = ﬁgclgzan is ﬁinal,'egc&@t thﬁt wzihﬁm %hzxtg'éay@
©after recelpt of this letter, you may appeal the decision in writing
‘to the Planning Commi%sl@n in accaxﬁanea with tﬁ@ ﬁallawlmg ' S
yz@ceéurass-

'_i.ﬁ_ Eeﬁwrafunaa%lé %111ng f@e of one &um&v@é dollars {%1@@}, ané
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__ggngarg_é; l%&ﬁ

LZh %mﬁ e@yza@ QE & statement of the specific grounds for the |
| -ap?aal, B L

Q&GLlé ?Q& ﬁ@QZQQ ﬁ@ a] ggai, %ﬁ@ Pi@ﬂﬁiﬁg aam&isgzaﬁ sh&ll

'-}eeﬁﬁaﬁﬁ a public hearing within a period of ninety days from %ﬁé' L
date of receipt of a properly filed appsal. Within sixty days after ol

the closeé of the: §u@lig hearing or within such’ l@nger period as may

be agreed to by the appellant, th% ?laﬁmiﬂg commisaion shall affifﬁa ii;

modify ot reverse the Director's action. A decision to aﬁrizm§,?
h@gify or reverse the Director's action shall reguire a majority

ote of the total membership of the Flaﬁﬁiﬁg ﬂ@mﬁiggagna_ A é@ﬁi%i%ﬁ: ..

La defer action on the appeal shall reguire a majority vote of the
- Plapning C@mazgazcn menmbers present at the: ﬁzm@ of the motion for
deferral. If the FPlanning Commission ﬁ?il& to rernder a d@ciaion te
Caffirm, modify, or reverse the Director's action within the
pregeribed: g%ri@é; the Elzeatﬁz B asti@ﬁ @b&ll be. Q@ngiéexaé EV-E
h&viﬂg b@%n afflrmaﬁ, C o : o

ST ELL hctzaﬁg @f ihe ?3anﬁ%ﬁg ﬁ@%migbiﬁm &z&'?inal aroent tha;,_;
ij;a%zﬁ thi wtg*&ays ‘aftey notice of "action, the Jﬁ%§iiCﬁﬁt Oy arn
iptevested gazgg as definsd in. ﬁﬁﬁti@ﬁ 2E=27.2 of. this. article

: fmoo e
the procesding. @@fﬁfﬁ the' Plapnin i Foﬁmlsalan may &Qp@ai gsuch & ati@ﬁﬁ:ﬁ;

'5't® the Board of §§§e&l§ in accordance %&th 1%3 rules.

ﬁli actzﬁﬁg &f the EQ&K@ $§ 5@@%&1& are §1§al €¥c®}ﬁ that th@y

Cave appealable to the Third Clrouit &auxt in accordance %1@?_Qﬁgpﬁ€§ e

 .%1 @% th@ ﬁawall éavggaﬁ %i&tﬁt@%»z_ﬂf'
ﬁ uﬁﬁglﬁ vou. %ava any @u@stiéﬂay-glaasagﬁéei_ﬁxée'té contact ug,

giﬁﬁ%z%l?;

)
“4@f&é§,dabau
{6(&LB§ET LONG LYMAH

Planning Director =

RHY s wkm
Encs Eackgrauné Reyszt
ces El&nning Comm?sgian (w/@ﬂa }
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