CBETIFIED MAILL

august 2, 19234

Mr,. Leo Fleming
CP.U,. Box 386 § :
CEailua-Kona, HI 96745

Dear Mr. Flemings:

Variance Application {vg% 20}
Dr. Kenneth P. Emory _
Variance from Minimunm Roadway ﬁ@@uzr@m@nta
Tax Map Key 7=S5- GQ 3 '

After r@vi&wlwg YOur &?pliﬁ%tl&ﬂ ané tn@ 1afarmatwem submltheﬁ
in b@half of it, the Plaﬂnlng Director by this letter hereby
certifies the approval of your wariance request to allow the S
‘eraation ©f a 3-lot gubﬁlvigién with a lé-foot wide pavement witbin
T a 50-foot right-of-way in lieu of the minimum 20-foot wide
“agricultural standard pavement as reguired by the Subéivzsien Coﬁ@.,
The subject property, which consists of 17.78 acres, ie identified
“ by Tai Map Key 7-5-02:3 and is situated on the wnorth side of the
- Keopu Heights Subdivision approximately 350 feet from the private
‘road-Keopu Heights ﬂrlve intersgection located aygrOleat%1V 2,150
S fast west ofothe xaayh ﬁeighﬁs ﬁfivemmaxaiaham ﬁighway in Keapa Enjg..
ﬁar%n Eﬁnag Hawail. e : _ Do :

‘The ap@rgval 1$ %&@eﬁ el tha &allawlngs

”fgﬂ ﬁi%L AHD %*ﬁ@ﬁ&& CIRCUMSTANCES

?éare are @pegial or un@sual czzcu&stancﬁﬁ aﬁp?yiﬁg L0 th@ _
subject real property which exists either to a degree which ﬁeyrlva@.
the owner or applicant of substantial property rights that would
otherwise be available or interfere with the best use or manner of
development of that property.

[AUs 3 1984,




Mr, Leoc Fleming
Page 2 . -
CBugust 2, 1984

. mhe rre;as&d 3 lot subﬁiviazmn wlii have an access via 50 foot
~wide right-of-way with a pavement of 14 feet in width. These
%rmgosuﬁ lots (5.0, 6.0 and 6.8 acres) cannot be further subdivided
by virtue of the existing S-acre zoning. Conseqguently, the traffic
demands on the proposed l4-foot pavement will not be ezceeded.
Although 2 other lots have frontage oun this 50 foot right-of-way,
the fact that -only the 3 lots within this proposed subdivision will
“utilize the 1l4-foot wide pavement ensures the mlnlmal impact in '
allow1ng th@ reducad roaéway pavement wlétn, .

P T e

acrogg the nort% end of the 50 foot wide rlght—af—wayg The chanﬁ?l
is 17'~6" wide and 10'-0" deep. Construction of the culvert

crogsing is scheduled to begin 3n 1984, subject to funding

avazlabilaty. L : : o -

%L?EEEETlVES

”_f*' © U mhere are HG oth%r raa%@n&bl@ alternatives +hat weulﬁ resolve
~the éafficulty ‘that the petitioner is claiming for the gubdivision.
The proposed I-lot subdivision having access provided by the 14—;§ﬁ§
wide pavement is considered reasonable. The reasonableness is '
~detsrmined by the minor number of lots which will be served by this
“roadway. Other alternatives im requiring the petitioner to provide
the full 20-foot pavement within the 50-foot right-of-way will not
_ prove to be any more adequate then what the l4-foot pavenent w1ll
=r—wprovide. - Az guch, altﬁaugh it could be argued fhat other :
.alternatives are avalilable to the petitioner, the. reasonablen@sa sf
those alternatives have to be evaluated. As such, the imposition of
the other alternatives in this particular situation, is considered
to be exc@sszvs, when a more reasonable alternatlve is avallablé,

Eﬁ?iﬁi ﬁ%E.QUE?QSE

ﬁaﬁ&@ an tme i@rago;nc flndlﬂgs, tbis variance would be
c@nsi&t%nt w1tﬁ the general purpose of the zoning district, and th@-
intent and purpose of the Subdivision code and the General Plan.
The yurysse of the minimum roadway reguirements. is to ensure that
cminimum safety standards relative to traffic and &?alnage are S
@zﬁvzd%@ for, In additlion, these minimum standards were designed to
provlﬁe for other concerns 1ne1u§1na accommcdation for. adeguate |
Epace oY anergency vehicles to maneuver and positioning when '
required, and to ensure services such as mail delivery, street
addresses, vcad m&fntenanceg etc. ' :

The petitioner's proposal of providing a pavement width of 14
feet will satizfv the subdivision's requirements in ensuring that
access will be available to the proposed lots., Additiocnally, the
proposed access will be gimilar to the minimum access requivements
of residential tvpe subdivisgions.
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. aa variance f&quest ig apgreve&, subjaect to the following
: gaﬁdltlons' :

1° 

5,

The Q@titioner, its assigns or successors, shall be
responsible for comp191ng with all gtated condltlons of
appravalw

The necessazy const;uctlon plans showing the proposed:

L l4~foot wide pavement within the 50«foot right-of-way ghall
be gubmitted for review and approved within 6 months from

the affectlve date of appraval cf the vaxlanae permxt.

’The const:uctlon oi the 1ﬁ§xave@@nts in compllﬁnce with the
- ‘Department of Public Works requirements shall comnmence
within one year from the date of receipt of final approval

of the coﬁstxuctlﬁﬂ ylaﬁ% and be com@l@teﬁ wzthln two vears

'f;th@r@aiter,

:_T%e zaaé bhall remain un@er prlvaie @wnerghlp and not

dedicated to the County until it is brdught up to dedicé%le

- - standards. HNo further subdivigion of the @ronexty will be
" permitted unless the raadway neets wlth the requlzementa o SN
'th@ Su§é1v131an Code. -

zﬁll other appllcdblﬁ F@dexal, Btate aﬁd qunty rules anﬁ -
'_regulations shall be complzed w1th : .

Should any of the foregoxng conﬁltloms not be cem@lle& Wlhh, SR
~this variance shall b& automatlcally be vomded. . .

if you %ave any questlons on thls m“tter, please feel fzee to
cﬁntact us, :

Sincerely,

SIDNEY M. FWKE
?lanniﬂ§_§i§%¢tpr

cc: Chief Engineer :
© Clyde Campbell, Vice President

bee:

K.H.H.A., Inc.

Kaoru



