| CERTIFIED MAIL

'_Februéry_jy_igﬁgg_  .%%$

Ms., Chrystal Thomas Yamasaki
- Wes Thomas & Aa&@ﬁl&tas,'lnc.
. 75-8722 Kalawa Street
_.Kailua-ﬁona, Kawall '967%6

) Dear Mg Yamasaki;-;
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Tax way ﬁey £ om i e &8 15 anﬁ 26 '

o %@ 1egret o 1ﬂfarn you t%at af%er ravz&wzag &oar d@?lié&ilén
"~.ané the ‘information. yx&sante& in its pehalf, the Planning: Director
- is hereby denying your Variance rﬁquaﬁt ':Wha r&as@mg fox the éenzal
'.are ag ﬁollowgz e e :

'S?YCI%L AED ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁM CiRLﬁVSTAﬂCnS

_ The aub;ect ﬁropezty along thh the 5@ ieoﬁ @Iinte faa& L.]t
"was created by Subdivision Kol 1496 on Jude 20, 1960, - This

right of-way width of 30 feet met with ‘the mininum r@guzr@mépt i
for ?treets autszd@ th% Czty of Hila (Oxé ﬁa. %lgiﬂev._érd of o
11947 _ _ ol P ' R

S The subject ﬁrcpertiea with a %Qial idﬁm axa& of 3 24%

. seres is situated within the ‘County's. “%gricultuﬁ&l" {a=la) RSP
zoned district, The p@titioners have not shown by the evideance 7
in their application that there exist any special o1 ﬁn&sual U

circumstances related to the land which would warrant or '_ S

necessitate no increase in the pavementg width from its @r@%&pt-'__,[
16 foot. As such, we have determined that there is not SR
conclusive evidence to ghow a deprivation of property rights : :

_Whieh curtails or reéuc&% exxating @rap@xtv &@valepmept x;ghtsw_j ;o
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ALTERKATIV&S

The p@tltloners have cher alternatlves in re%olvmng thlg

maﬁter. In this partacular gituation, th@ guestion of

reasenableness has Lo be vzawed aﬁainst all three criteria fer

. the grant1ng of a variance and ﬁOt selely on the reascnableness
U or economic casts of thﬂ alt@rnatlva in trflng tﬁ raselve th@
'-difflculty. ' : 3 : . : G

In the evaluatlan oﬁ thlg ap@llcatxon, th&'lmp681tion of

“rthe 9£esent subdivigion requlrements may result in additienal

“coBts to the Qetltlon@ra. Imprevement costs,_however, are. borne'

by all subdividers of land.: Ecenamic consideration cannot be
"~ the sole basis for the grantlng of a variance, wvhen other
_alternataves are avallable. in this particular case, the

",pavement width could be increase to 20 .foot within the @Aigtlng

30 foot wide private roadway, ‘This  is considered as a

 re&¢onam1e alterﬁatlve to purmu@ in thl& mituatzan.

1%@3& & PUR?GSES:'

”ﬁe @uv§oéa of ﬁh@ mlnimuﬁ rwa&hay zaquzr@%@nts is to

“ensure that minimum safaty gtanﬁaxdg r@latlve to iraﬁflﬁ an@
_draznaga, LtC. ‘are grmvlﬁeﬁ ﬁar, S :

“h@ accegﬁ +0 the subjact lot% ‘will bpe fr@m an @Ai&txng 3&

foot wide' private roadway with a 16 foot pavement which is _
452,02 feet in lcngth. The road shoulder consist of grass. . The

existing pav&ment is- not &ﬁ@quat@ to ‘handle two way trafﬁlc

without ne0@$81tating one vehicle to travel over the gra&s&d
" shoulder. .With .the dev&lopment of more homes on. the vacant .
S parcels, th@re will be 1m@acts z@sultzng from the new

construction if the roaéway is not- brcugnt up to h1gh@x'

ﬁfstanﬁaxds,_ Furtherm@r@, the ap@roval of ‘such variance raquﬁsta S

2 vin an area .of ax;ating subgtandard: 1nfragtxucture ‘would not be -

Linthe: guﬁlic int@r@gt and’ walfare of the Ceunty'af flaweii. A
“favorable amction would only ‘he mat@rially ﬁ@trlmenual to ﬁﬂé:

public safety and would c&use substantial long term adverse.

' - impacts to the surrounding prugaztles. This kind of. ?l&ﬂ@iﬁg

' fpxactlc@ would debilitate the. 1mplem@ntation of the standard’ set
~forth in the- ‘Bubdivision Code as well as violate the gpirzt and
'1ntent o th@ 1aw for which it wag ori ginally creaﬁed for,

Eas&a ‘on th& for&gsing fin&iﬂg%, the varlance r@guest waulﬁﬂ'
not be consistent with the general purpose of the zoning
dlﬁtrict, the 1ntent an@ purpase Qf tb@ Zoning and Subﬁiviaion
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Cod@&, and the COunﬁf Gen@?&l Plan and. will e materially
detrimental to the yubllc welfare and cause subgtantial aﬁversa
-1mpact to the area' £ charactar an& aﬁjoinlng yrcg@rtles.-

mhe Blrector 8 decl ion is ﬁinﬁl, eicept ihat withln thxtg days-
‘after receipt of thie 1@&Ler, vou may appeal the decision in wrltlng
to the Plannlng Lommisal@n in mcccrdamce with th@ iollowing
yroce&uxes--“ : v e _

'1, _ &onwrefundable filing fee of one hundred doliara (%100}, ard

*;2,§ Ten coples of a gtatement of the spe01f1c grounés for t%e_:
'apz:zea | S . _ I

Sh@ulc you d@mlde to app%al Lh@ Plannlmg Conml sion zhall =
‘conduct a public hearing within a periocd of nlnetg days from the . =
date of receipt of a properly gilgﬁ appeal. Within sixty ﬁays-mfter'
_the close of the publlc hearlng or wiﬁhln guch 15ngar p921o@ Bas may’

‘he agr@eﬂ tc by %he ag@elldnt, ‘the Flanning Compission: sxall afflzm,5.fﬁ

'-mﬁﬁlfy or reverse the Directer’'s action. A &ealglon to affiym,’
-modify or reverse the Director's action: ghall reguire ‘a majority
‘vote Gf the total maﬂbﬁlghip of ‘the Plaﬁning Commigsion. A &eclﬁlon-
cto defer actl@n on the arﬁeai @hall require a majorltv-vat@ ﬁf the
Flann*ng Cﬁmﬁigﬁlﬁﬂ merbers present at. the time of the motion f@v T

Cdeferral.  1If the Planning: Commission fails to render a ﬁecigZQn to c
affirm, mmdify, or ‘reversa the pirector's action w1th1n “the R
prescribed period, the Elr@cter =3 actaen shall be congider&u aa_.;.

R hav1ng béen dfflzmeﬁ : o R S

&ll actions Qf the Planning Commiﬁ31en are final. eacept that,
within thirty ﬂays after notice of action, the ap§lzcant oy Can jg :
“interested party as defined in Eection 25-27.2 of this article in =~

the proceeding before the ?lanning Comnission nay appeal such actlenﬂ f;

'fto th& Eo&rd of. &?meals 1n acaoréance wlth 1ts rulas._ 3,
SR All actiona of tha Bsard of Rppeals are final @gcept tnat tbey SIS
_;_,.are appealable to the Third Circuit’ Poart in accarda&ce watn Chant@fj__~
.91 of the Hawaii Rev1sad Statutas._ ' S SRR

 j_ﬁhould you h&ve any questaoms, please f@el free tc contact us..-"

'Slncezaly,

'ALEEGRT LONO LYMAN
_ "Planning Director
‘MO:ds

Bnc: Backgrcund Rﬁyort
ce: Planning Commission (w/enc. )



