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P, C. RBox 307
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 Dear Hr. %ﬁamsa_
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January 23, 1985

Vaxlanca &gplicatxem (V&é %2) S '
 Variance from the yznzmum,wat@r R@quiram@nts o
_ ?ax ﬁa@ Kay § zuizzlu h,.-. R G

Ve zegxe% is 1ﬁf®rm y@u that af%er revzewiﬁg geux ayplzﬁatlen

  §§& the information @r@seﬁteé in ite behalf, the Planning Dirsctor -
©is hereby ﬁenyin@ y@ur varlane@ zagn@st,g mhs_r@ascas for the denial
._ara as fall@wss : o ' : RS

'-jsvzczAL Aﬁﬁ UaﬁsBAL CIPCH&ST&EQ@S

s ?he patiticnar h&ﬁ nat @hswn %y the: av1§en€@ in. his
“capplication that there exist any special or unusual
~-circumstances related to the land. which would warrant or
]; n@cas§1tat@ a waiver frow the minimum water regulrem@nts to
"s@rv1c@ th@ 3 1ots 1n tha yx@peg@ﬁ subﬁivlsi@m. v s

R Th@ @etitioner xefars tc an @canomlc har&ship in raguasting -
'_thzs waiver from the: minzmum watar requlr@mentg. Sinceé the

”:adepﬁi@ﬁ of the" Suhdivision Grﬁim&ﬂce, water re@uirementg are
applied on & unlform bagia for all subdivision proposals within
- the: County of Hawaiil. ' In this instance, the petitioner is
asking for a waiver £rom, these standards,. baslaally so that hls
"ﬁaughter may own her own @1@0@ of land. As such; we have

'*d@t@rmineﬁ that there is no d@yxlvatlen of" praperty rzgnts whlch:

.cur&alls or xaﬁuc&s axzstiﬁg pzaper%y ﬁev&le@m@nt right&»

: Slnce there 1% na changa b&lng anticip&teﬁ 1n the use of

“the land, there are no “special or unusual circumstances applying

.-tm the subject property in this. particular application which

@bvicusly interferes with th@ h&ﬁt use or manner: of ﬁevelopment '

'-Vaf the suhjeﬂt yragerty.

JAN 9 4 wnor




Mir. Jon Adans
_ Page ey o
Jafuary 23, 1385

AL“EP&%WIWEQ

- f-im ﬁﬁlw §azt1c§l&z aitmaﬁicng tﬁ% Qﬂ%ﬁtiﬁﬂ Qf . g
--ra&scn&bl&mﬁsg hag to be viewed againsgt all “threa eriteria for
o the grmﬂ?iﬁg of & variance and not s@l@iy onthe r&as&nailﬁﬁegs

Lor economia costs @2 th@ alt@rnatlv@ 1% trvlng im reg@lve the

'éiffiaultva :

_ Iﬁ the avaiu&tian Qi thig ﬁgﬁllﬁaticﬁ, the Lmyagitian ci
?zﬁgapt subdivision requirements may result in additicnal costs
' the petitioner. In this pavticular case, the petitiocner
'_claim% thgt the full improvements would not be aviable option
for them becuuse only one additional lot is being created.
Immrsveme&t costs, however, are porng by all subﬁlv;dars oi
.3iand ‘Under substandard situations, zm@revam@nt cogts are
'alwayé e%§aﬂt@§ to be 1 1gne?¢ §Q@§V@r“ econopic a@asz@@zatlsq
. cannot 'be the sole baais for the granting of a varlamce,_j
cespecially in areas where. iﬁfvagtzﬁgiural Facilities are. =
-'%u@gtaﬁéﬁfé,-@ﬁ& ‘when other alteinatives are. p@gazmiy R
"favailaklaa The. g@titzan&r gstates the: §?@§$géﬁ subéivzgzﬁn wzll
ailow his éahﬁhtex to_have her own land. This is not cangzé@aaa-
to be & unigue or §@G1&l ;ixggﬁstaﬁiﬁ relatlve ta ﬁh@ '
,guhéiv1@1&% @ lﬁnﬁ : s :

z§§§§@ Aﬁ% ?b%yesﬁa'

- ?%@ §m;§0%e F tha minimum watér zaﬁuir@magﬁﬂ ig ﬁ@ en%uze.
Cthat minimum gafetj standards. fﬁiatkgﬁ t@ health, fire
protection, sewage disposal, etc., are provided for in congert
- with the Goals, Policies, and Btandards of the Geperal Plan, and
Cthecdntent and purg@%a@ of the! goning and’ gubﬁivision Code&.'*"“
- The petltlon@r nas not mawn in his: ayplicatlon how a walver’
o from the minimum water: zsﬁuixemenL$ @ouié put, the. . property te a
' better or more productive use and not viclate the intent and
_puxgesag of the General Plan, zoning anﬁ gubdiVIsicﬁ C@é&s
eeﬁﬁerning Waﬁer.

'7mher@ ie an @xlstlng substan&ard watar source and
 diatr1buﬁ1on sgsﬁa@ to serve this araa.: The primary ‘policies of
the General Plan's Water ei&ment are to 1§§rova inadequate
systems: to install new public’ wat@x syﬁi@ms in urb&m areasg. .o

which fhave established needs and char&aterlstica; &nd to pravzda;_

water faz fire ﬁﬁg%tlng @uryosea.




Mr.

Jor éﬁ&ma

Page 3
S Japuary 23, 1985

The allowable. ﬁ@nsltv of the area undet tﬁ@ grasent zoning
i of major concern because of the potential infrastructural
demands and impacts that will r@gult from the ﬁevela%%%nt of .

"*%hﬁga @xisﬁxng properties, | Tne inadaq&acy of these gystams

will be heightened if water faﬂlllti@$ are not brought L ko t&éa
required standards. Furthermore, the apyxovai of such variance

 requests in an aves of existing gmbgtanﬁaré 1ﬁ$zasﬁructure waulﬁ'

not be in ih& yublzm intézest and welfarﬁ of %ha Cmunty of:
anali T _ : L

The cumm?atxva r@gults cf a faverable actian weuia he
materially detrimental to the yuhlic safety in terms of h@alth

‘and fire protection concerns. A favorable action would also

cause substantial long term adverse impacts to the aﬁjoinlng
prﬁpaztz@& and surrounding communities as the ﬁxiatinq system -
would become overburdened over a" perzqd of time., Such a- '

planning practice would debilitate the implementation of thé

standards set forth in the subdivision ﬁcﬁe as wall ag vzml&t@

,th@ sgirit aﬁé int%nt aﬁ th& law.jP

ﬁaaeﬁ on the &ovagaina ﬁin&zngs, th@ v&xaanc@ z&quest weuié"'

‘not be consistent with the general Qﬁf?@%@ of the zoning

district, the intent and purpose of the Zoning and Subdivisicn
Codes and the County General Plan; will be materially '
detrimental to the public’ s welfare; and cause substantial -

adverse impact tc th% area s cnaraeter anﬁ ta aﬁjoiﬁing :

B pzo@@xties.'

'Aﬁ such, t%e Flanning D;rector eomﬁluﬁas tﬁat ﬁha Varlance

application from the minimum water requiramentg of the éub&zvmgien

_,.ccd& sheuzd be d@nlad.,

T&a Eirect@r & éac;%z&n 13 final,_eycegt that withln ﬁhixty davs

after receipt of this letter, vou may appeal the decision in wrlting
to. the Pianﬁin@ Commisaion 1n accordance with the following
procedures:

1. E&n-r@funéébla filing ﬁ@é of one hundred dollars ($106); and,

2. mén ce@ies of a statemamt of the %peelfic greun@s far the
app@al : :




ﬁka Jan %dams
rage 4. :
January 232, 1985

Shﬁuid gﬁu 5@@1@@ to a§?ﬁﬁl, the ?lanniﬁg ?ﬁmnggxsm &h&li
conéuct & publie hmazzﬁg within a pericd of ninety days from the

. date of xec&i@t ‘ef a properly filed aﬁp@als_ Within pixty dayﬁ aftut;f;fff

' the: @1@3@ of &%@ public hearing ovr within such longer period as may .

be agreed to by the appellant, the Planning Commissicn shall &iflrm;__ f“{

modify or reverse the Director's action. A ﬁ@&lglon to affivw, ©
modify or reverse the Director's action shall reguire a majority

- voté of the total membership of the Qlanning Commission. L decision

to defer acticn on the d?@&&l ‘ahall requzr@ a majority vote of the
Planning Comnission members ‘present at the time of the motion for
deferral. If the Planning Commission fails to render a decision to
afiivm, msﬁlfy, or reverse the Director's action wzthin the -
‘prescribped period, the Qir@ctor 8 actian shail ba cansiﬁ@zcé ag
havzng been affirm@d, :

: ﬁll &ctz@as of tha Elaﬁrins @@mmlagian are ﬁlnai exa%pt thﬁt,
Lwithin thirty dave after notice of &O%l@ﬁg ‘the applicant or an

”  interested party as defined in Section. 25~ 27, 2 of this article in

c-the progeeding before the Planning ‘Commigsion %&y'a§§eal &uch aetaén:'
}fte ﬁh@ B@ard m% §§peals zﬂ ac&arﬁamca %iah 1ta rul&s. o

All actiama af the Emazé Gf &Qpaaig are Iiﬁ&l axc&yt that ﬁh@y _
dra ayy@@iaﬁi@ £o the Thir& Cirouit Cemrt in aaa@x@a we with Chapter
91 wﬁ the Fa%ﬁli Reviﬁed mtatutga._." o :

&h&ulé guu bava aﬁg quastisﬁg, @l%a&e feel free to contact us.

&1nc@fel
ﬂs‘"" fyf

amﬁﬁﬂ LOE%@ yféfim '
'%1agnzng mlractor

CRMY:wkm o
Enc: Background Report
cc: Planning Commission (w/enc. )}

lbcé:  Kaotu (w/encl.)




