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CCERTIFLED MALL.

December 18, 1884

Hes. Crystal Thomas Yamasaki, R.L.S,

Wes  Thomas and Associates. s
S75-8722 Kalawa Streetb
,Kaiiuauﬁmna;fﬁ1= 98740

'”bear %s. zamasakz-"
gdr;dnue &gngcatlon {VS% ~38)

.. Cotta Bcheenbery
Pax ﬁap %ey 7 3 33.21

L CAEter revxew1ng geuz apgl;cailcn ﬁﬂﬁ fhe 1nF01mat10n buaﬁlttaﬁ
cin pehalf of it the" lenning Digector by this letter hereby
cértifies the approval of your variance. raguest to allow an exx tlag
Csingla Lamlig dwalling. with a side yard sethack of 9,45 Faeb in 31
of the mivinum l0-feet side vard setback as: reguired in the
ﬁnplann@d zoned alstrlct._ mhé muﬁject pru@@rty which consistsg of .
14,585 square feat and identified by TMK: 7-32-33:21, is located on
- the south side of Awakea Street,. &ggragiﬁately g0 zeet east {mauka)
" ¢f the Holoholo Qtre@t/Awa?@a Street 1ntar3ect1@n, Kﬁﬂa Jalladﬁﬁﬁ
ﬂnlt LI;_K&I&O& 5th, wcrth ﬁana, V&Wﬁll.yH;ﬁ _ : y

Tne approval is based on the ﬁ@110w1Hg~:”

S?EﬂIAL A% i i?[gr cxgguggmgﬁcﬁm:m

G That ther@ are @peulal and mnusual ciEGUmatance which apply to
~ the subject property which exist. te a degree that would otherwise be
‘available and to a degree which obviously lnLerf@r&s with the best
use and manner of development of the prﬁwerty. The subject l“,dgj

- square foot parcel wag created in vaamnar 18, l%%é and is

1?0& idered as a nsﬁ~confcrm1ng lot, Building Parmiic dey 06147 was
;ﬁ?gf@?@ﬁ on Decenber 274 1983 fLor the ﬁ@ngtructlon of 'a Fo hedroon

single family dwelling Eﬂﬁ&r awnﬁr/buiiﬁ@r, Phe aporoved §lans show =

a lo-foot gide yard zetback. The dwelling was constructed by ﬁr,
Joe Altree (owner/buliﬁer} the yr@VlOﬂb ewnur.f Final’ d@pranai wWas

%iﬁ'f ’




Ma. Crystal Thomas Yamasaki
pecambar 19, 1885
Fage 2 ;

grapkted for the dwelling eon April &, 19 vﬁ The seiback violation
and priog Raowledge of the side vard setback violation cannot be
attributed te the petitioner's negligence, since the dwelling was
~gonstructed éy_th%-yzeviaus land ownar (Joe Altree) and passed onto.
hime Therefore, the denial of the variance from the minimim side
vard setback wsal& impose an undue éCbQQ%lﬁ, as well %5_&_dgwl§ﬂ
-_aazéslsp ﬁn th% gﬁilélonif. : ST _

o That there are no reasonable alterpatives to resoclve the |
difficulty. The alternative to remove that portion (5-5/87) cf the

codwelling to comply with-the minimum 10 focbt side vard setback. e

requlr@m@ﬂts would be putting excessive demands dpon the agplic@pt,
when a more reasonable solution is available. 7This removal
alternative would be unreasonable and burdensome to the petitioners
as it was not a self created pra%laﬁ, put one which was gawsad onto
him by the previous owner. The action of the petik ioner to
l@glt;ﬂizw the structurse is one whnich 18 being done on his accord.
In view of. the above aansiéﬁrdtimﬁs, any other altsrnatives in
Cresolving this issue would only be putiing excessive demands upon
Ltb% agglzh&at when a nore rwddunable sa&utzcn ig available,.

Li”f??:‘}” &%‘M E’UE‘%?{, Ny . : . _ _ o

n hat th@ 3r&ﬁﬁlﬂ§ Gwf the &al@ﬂ@@ ig Qﬁﬂaiguent with tne general
purpose af the zoning district, the inteat and @&r§ase of the Zoning
Code, and the General Flan. The intent and purpose of the setback -
;zequir@ments are to ensure that light, air, physical and visual
circulatory functions are available between structurss and property
Slinesg., In this particualax application, by éeéstablishing a common
sidé yard boundary betweén the subject parcel and the adjoining
- vacant pdtt&l to the esst (Em{b@l 22}, any- future copstruction will -
reguire a minimum 10~-f{oot side yard setback and may ultimately
result in a mininum distance of 19 feet €-5/8 inches bstween
building walls. The existing $ feet 6-5/8 inch side vard setback
meets with the reguirements of the County Housing Code Therefore,
while the existing dwelling does not meet the minimun side vard
sethack requirement as stipulated by the Zoning Code, it is felt in
thig instance, that adeguate air, light, and circulatory Tuncticns
wxll tlll be yxaVIﬁ@é £0re o o :

fn view ef th@ abeve 1ﬂ$u@s, it is fuiﬁﬁ%f a@term1ﬁ@ﬁ that the
granting of the variance wouid not be considsred to be materially
ﬁ%?riﬁ@ﬁtﬁl to the @u%liafs waelfare nor cause any substantial or .
adverse impact to the areas character or to adijoining properties.




M3, Crvstal Thomas Yamasaki
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The variance reguest is approved, subject to the following
conditions:

1. The petitioner, its successors or assigns, shall be .
responsible {or complying with all stated conditicas of
approval. - - -

2 All future additions, renovations and improvemants on the
.. subject property shall be in conformancs with the o :
requirenents of the Zoning code, . Repair and- ‘maintenance of
the non-conforming part of the single fdMllf dwelling shall
be permitted under th@ non- caﬂiormlng y£OV1$an of the
Zoning Code. SRR :

3s - -All other applicable Stateé and'Coﬁhﬁy_rules, regulations Ny
and réquirements shall be complieﬁ withr-__ _ Cma

Should any of the €0rag01ng condltlons not be ccmglled wlth, the
variance shall automatically be deemed void.

If vou have anv questions on this mattez, nleasze feel free to
contact us. :
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cc: 8. Cotta Schognberg o o - R




