CERTIFTED MALL

Qctober 27,.1§8€ 

Fr. William Koepke — .
- Kon& Parmers Cooperative
P O, Box 368 _
Capt. Cook, BI 786704-030¢

Dear Mr. Koepke:
'~Var1ance A?pllC&thﬂ (V86~36)

PFona Parmers Cooperative :
Tax Mav Key 8~%~98+é . 18-2-008:046

After r@Vx@Wing yeur @ppilcatxon and the infcrnatacn subnitteé
in-behalf of it, the Planniny Director by this letter herekby
certifies the approval of your variance reguest to allow the

construction of a protéctive structurs to a height of 65'-0" over '.f*i; iy

the existing coffee dryers and storage bin. that would replace the .
non-conforming (heilght) protective structure in lieu of the maximum
height limitations of 45 feet within th@ Unplannad zoned distrxct;'
Fahauio& Enu,_wsuﬁh Kona, &awa1z. RS : :

The approval is- baz@ﬁ on th@ iellow1ng-'

S?LCIAL AND UNUSUAL CIRCU%ST%%%LS

Thexe are specxal and unuwugl cizcuxstances wh;eh apply to the
subject prop@rty. The exlsting coffee dryers and storage bins were
constructed prior to the adoption of the Zoning Ordinance (May 24,
1967) and are considered as non-conforming buildings since it
exceeds the height limitation of the Unplanned zoned district. Due
to the detericrated condition of the existing wood frame protective
structure, the petitioner is zeque%tlng o replace the existing :
structure with a tubular steel structure which would be slightly
higher than tbe exlsting structure to cover the entire storage bins
and dryers. The additional height is nec&sqary to protect the
coffee bins anﬁ er@r& from th@ el&ments. :

Th@refore, basea on the sbove coﬂalaﬁzmtion&, we have uei@rmiﬁeu

that there are special and unusual circumstances applying to the
subject property which exist either to a degree which deprives the
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OWnRer or app 1eant of %uhgfantlal grsperty rlghts that would
otherwise be available or to a degree which obviously interferes
wzth %ha bhesgt use Gr ﬁann@r &f @mvelcpment af the subject pzeperty,

"aL@FEﬁATIv&%

_ ' mher@ are no xeascnab)e alternat?V@s to raqolve tbe @iffzculig.
The petitioner could construct a protective roof structure to a-
h@iqht of 45'-0" a® allowed within the Unplanned zoned ﬁlstxict.
However, this alternative is not viable zince: tF@ structure would
not gover the existing coffee dryers which are approximately 58 feet
in height. As such, the proposed design scheme would be a '
reasonable alternative in light that the existing structure is
non-conforming relative to height. Although it could be argued that
other alternativ&s are available to the petitioner, the
reasonableness and practical application of those altarnatives have«~—
to be evaluated with respect to the present land uses and the
non-conferming gituation that presently exists.  In this particular
case, the imposition of the other alternatives. is considereé to be
useless, gince it wonld not solve to Qrot@ct t he exlsting coffe@.fl
ﬁzyera fren the @1$Fents.f _ . _ - .

INTENT AND PUREOSE

In assessing the request of height Variancas, he thz@e basic
elements that are primarily evaluated are the visuval impact, the
physical impact and the need for the additional height, The
preposed structure is to replace an existing non-conforming =
structuyre which presently excaeés the height limitation of the .
Unplanned zoned district, Since the structure already exiskts, the
visual and physical 1mpact of the new structure will be nagliglml@.-
The additional height is n@eéeé to protect and cover the existing
non-conforming (height) drying hins. Az such, the grantlng of e -
variance w111 nok comﬁzcmxse the phjsical ang vxsaal issues for this
area, :

Eabem on th@ foregoing, wa haVE aetarmlned tbat the qrantlng of
- the variances is consistent with the general purpose of the Zoning
Districkt, the intent and purpcses of the Zoning Code and the General
Plan, The analvsis of the above issues also has concurrsd that the
granting of the variance will not be materially dGetrimental to the
public s welfare nor cauge any substential or advars€ iwyact LQ t ke
area's character or to adijoining pr@@&ftles.

The variance reguest iz approvaed, subject to tha f@llewzrg
corditions:
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1. That the y@tzﬁzoner or authorizged reprns@ntatlve be
responsible for conp1?1ﬁq wiﬁh all tn@ stat&é cond¢t1ens af_ﬁ_
apgraval, ' _ : =

2. '_Plang Lgr tFe pKQpOS@@ impEQLQRQHt& be submltteé to tb@ o
- Planning. Director for Plan Approval within one (1) year.
fzow t%@ @?fac%iv& éate of apargval of tbe Varzqnce ?mrmlt;

3. Canstructzan shall commence within Qn@ year. Qf *h@ date af
. Final Plan A@nro?&l and be completed w;rhin tw@ vaars
thereaft@x.,_ . S : _

4, ..Thﬁ p@tationer shall eomgly with ail uth@r anplicable.f

B ”Feéeral, State and Feuntg rules, regulations and o

*_reculrsm@ntg,_ : Lo R .

. Shou&ﬂ any. of the foregoing conﬁitione n&t be comylzaﬁ wltb, the
-Varlance ahali automatic&lly be deemad void. . - .

: I gOH hm%@ avy quastlovs on thls matter, ple&s& f@el fre@ ko
contact us. . -

Sineer&ly,

: @%#
BLBERT LONO LYMAE

?lannlng Dzractor

MO 1kt

bcdé- PA file . _ | ”f . 'ﬁj. SRR






