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_ Aft@r revzewlng your aﬁpllc&tlgn ana th@ 1nf0rmaf10n submitt@@
im behalf of it, the rlanning. Dlrectar by ‘thie letter hereby - o
certifice the. anpxavhl of your variance rfequest to allow the

| " construction. of a bedroom addition to an exzstlng 51ngle famlly

r;éwell;na with ‘a rear vard of 10'-0" in lielu 0f the minimum 207-0% "
Crear yard setback zequlrement w1thin the Slngl@ Pamily: Regadantlal 3

C O (mS-15) zoned district.  The subject. property which consists of = . .

15,000 sqguare. feet,_iu'ldentifxed by Tax Map Key 6-5-07:74, and: is.*-’

located on the notrth side of Hokuula Road approximately 500 feet . =

:  west;0fQHofuu1a/L1ﬂG$ey Raad 1nt@rsection, ﬁalne& Homest@ads, Soutﬁ{ fW“
: Kohala,tﬁawali.,. Sl : : _ : : o

"'?fff?hé?approval ist based on the follow;nq'

'@pzc:AL“ﬁwD UwusuaL cx&cvﬁsrAmCEs f';-f;] "]'":fo.f, l_’ff?fjf]

. That there are special and unusual circum&tanc&s whlcb agply to -
the bubject property which exists to a degree that would otherwise
be available and to a degree which abvxeusly interferes with the '
_]b@st use or manner of. ‘development. of the. pxoperty. Although ther@
Cis adequaz@ land ‘to censtruct the proposed bedroom addition to meet:
"with the sethack. requlrcments, the topography (zlope of apptox. 33%)
of the preper&y is such that snould the ‘addition be built’ in front . i
- of the existing dwelling, extensive Fill would be’ r@qulrmd or-a: twa gffg_
"storv typn of con@ﬁructlaﬁ waul& be requ;rea.,;;_ B i

_ Further, when the house was designed, it was planned and built
to: accommodate the Carlsmltbs and two childrem. After the rasxdence
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was built, the fawily wasg increased by one, The present dwelling as .

designed cannot be renovated to accenﬂaaatﬁ an ad&Ataonal be@rowm_ﬁggf~

'w;theut coﬁwtxuctlng an aédztlmn.

“Baséd on the zoreqslng, it has been &etexﬁin%d ‘that there are
special and unusual circumstances applying te the subject property

" which exists to . a degree which deprives thé cwner of substantxal

property rights that would otherwise be available or which '

. unreasonably. 1nterfares with the best use or’ nann@r of development a :f""

_,:@f:,h@ prapertg,__3

"ALTERNATIVES

Tnarn are no redsoﬂahle @szqn alt@rnativas. As ncteé :
‘previously, the proposed addition could be designed to neet Wth the'
sethback reguirements., This would require the construction of the .
adgdition to the front of the existing dwelling since the dwelllnq is
constructed at the 20 foot rear vard setback line. however, in
doing so, the proposed addition will have to be: c@nstrucceﬂ in frcnt
of the master bedroom or living roem.. Both of these rooms have-'
'ex1st1n@ wz&dews along this wall which pzovidas for. 11ght and:
ventilation for these rooms as required by the Hausznq and uxleing
Codes., . Further, this alternative would require extensiva fli?lne or.
a twvo steory like structire must be constructed,  As guch, the
mreposed design scheme would be a reasonabls altaxnativ & in 11ght of
-~ the t0@oqraphlc constraints and the @r@%éﬁﬁ design ‘0f the existing’

dwelling, Although it could be argued that other alternatives are_._-‘

available to the petitioner, the reasonableness and practical’
application of these alternatives have. Lo be evaluated with ré@pect
- to.the land characteristics and its present design. In this
particular case, the lmroaltimn of the other alternatives is o
conaidered to bhe excessive, when a nore r&assnabi@ ‘solutionyig
available. . . o R S A

THTENT AND DURPQSE

. The intent and purpose of the setback requirements is to ensure
that light, air, physical and visual circulatory functions are 3
available between the proposed addition and the area around it. It
is a regulatory tool which is also used in determining design '
compatibility and functional solutions.. In this'garticulaz
application, the proposed solution will still provide for a
reasonable area for these Ffunctions, although it would neot meet with
the minimunm reguirements 1nposed by the Zanlng Code, The propos&d
10'-0% rear yvard sethack is equal ko the mlnzmhn 1B’~8” gide vara
setback requirement,
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CGﬂQGQQQ%ﬁl%, we havg determined that the granting of the
variance shall be consistent with the general purpose ¢f the 30ﬁlng*
distriet, the intent and purpose of the Zoning Code and the Ceneral
Plan. ' The analysis of the above issueg alsc has concurrced that. the
- granting of the variance will not be materiallv detrimental to the

- public's welfare nor cause any substantial or aﬁverse impact to the
L areas charact&z or t@ adjoining propertieu.

ihe varlance x&qu@st is a§proved, suhject te the follow1ng
c@nﬁitlons. _ _ .

A The péﬁiﬁioner, its succesvors or dssicns; shall he _ o
responsible for complying with all statem cand*tion@ of o
approval. _

'E; A bullﬁing permit for the prepaseﬁ aﬁdition must be secur&dﬂ_ _ _i
one year from the effective date of approval of this _
variance an@ shall be completed within two years ther@after.

C. A1l other applicable rules, regulatlons and requ;rements,.:_
inciuding those of the Demartment of Public ¥Works, shall be
conplied with. .

upould any of the foregoing conditions not be complzeﬁ w1th, tﬁe
variance shall autanatacally he deemed void. _

If jcu have any questions on thia matter, plea&e teel free to”
cent&ct us, _ : -

Sincerely,

ALEERT LONO LYMAN'
Planning Director
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