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The Kona Coastview SUbdivision was in 1966.
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dwelling encroached into the side yard setback. Therefore, the
denial of the variance would impose an undue economic as well as

design hardship on the petitioner.

Alternatives

are no other reasonable alternati resolve
difficulty. The alternative to relocate the single. family
dwelling to comply with the minimum setback requirement would
be an unreasonable solution. This relocat would
be unreasonable and burdensome to the i was not
a self-created l(roblem, but one which was
possible contractor's or governmental error 8 years ago.
The action of the petitioner to legitimize the structure is one
which is being done of their own accord. The
purchasing the adjacent property for a consolidation and
re-subdivision has been nullified since the offer to buy the
adjacent property was never accomplished. In view of the abo~
(:()nsiderations, any other alternatives in resolving this issue
would be putting excessive demands upon the applicant when a
more reasonable solution is available.

Intent and Purpose

purpose the
Zoning Code,
the setback are to
and visual c functions are available
structures and lines. In thispart1cular appli ion,
the location of the ing dwelling will still provide for
these functions, although it would not meet the minimum as
required by tl'1e.Zpnii3g<:;ode. The adjoining property t().the.east
(T!·IK: 7-3--23: 96 Lis presently vacant. Should a d.lelling be
construc-ted on this property, it be required to-have 15~QO±:_

setback from the side property line. The physical separation
between the existing dwelling and a future dwelling on the
adjacent property will be a minimum of 24 feet 6 inches. Thus,
the existing location would still employ and afford the a ,
light, and cirCUlatory functions that is the basis of requiring
setbacks.
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The variance t is approved, sUbject to the following
conditions;

1. , its assigns or
for complyi with

2. structures,
do not

s, shall
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future rpnr""'~ions¥ improvements
property shall with

rements of the Zoning r and maintenance of
the non-conforming dwe1li shall be permittea----=-
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Sincerely,

SIDNEY H.
Planning Director

eCI f Engineer


