
CERTIFIED ~IAIL

November 27, 1987

Mr.
RR '-,
Captain Cook, HI 96704

"'lr. Watson:

Variance Application (V87-48)
Variance from Side Yard

"'lap Key 8-2 :JoO: 15
irements

reviewing your application and th"" information submitted
of it,thePlanning Director by this letter hereby

ies approval of your variance request
uotion of six. buildings. (5 :!'"arm Dwellings and 1 Covered

rking Shed) with setbacks of 10 feet and 1 than 20 in ieu
the minimum 20 foot B k requirement within the

--Agricultural (A-la) . d strict. The subject property is 9.9
acres in area, identified tax map key 8-3-10:15 and is located on
themakai (west) side of Mamalahoa Highway and north side of
Honaunau Ele.mentary School, Keei, 2nd, South Kona, 1.

approval on the following:

SPEcIAL AiJDuNUStlAL CIRCUMSTANCES
.There are special and unusual circumstances

sUbjectproperty.whichdeprive the petitioner of
ty rights that would otherwise be

wi the best use or manner

on his deser
bounds in te plan showing 5
a·loading/park Their siting complied with

ing However, after constructing the
concrete aocess , house pads and cesspools for
based on the original site plan, the adjacent proper
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contes the straight line boundary (running
contended that it was, instead, the meandering

If the boundary the stone wall, then
opose buildings would become ten instead of the

nally platted twenty feet from the "new" boundary. Should
, now before the court, be settled in the applicant's

favor, no variances from the setbaCk requirements would be
necessary.

In order to proceed with the development while the boundary
___..d~sputeis being settled in court, the applicant has requested

·vadancefrom the zoning code' s20ft.side yard setback in
order to accommodate the ~lOrst.casecscenario,a<.lOf.t •.shiftto

south,of the property's north boundary. Boundary disputes
nature can take years to settle. Such delay would

ire , the developed

ing
be rendered totally

boundary based on the
property line.

costly .<::onsider
unnecessary, should
icant's deed, be cons

for
be 10

shed itself would be 27 ft.
dwelling, swell 60 ft. a~jay on a

each dwelling site is, in addition, 5 to
boun.dary g'rade. The owner to the nqrth who is
the boundary, has no objections to the requested

•
other;

lowest si
plane and
the north
disputing
variance.
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this variance request
purpose of the zoning

Zoning Code and the
lmental to the

substantial adverse impact
ties.

purpose
1 'flill not bo

will not causo
r and adjoining

forego
consistent ~!i th

intent
County
public's welfaroF
to the areas char

Therefore, the Planning Director
be approved subject the following tions:

th r

1. The applicant,
responsible
approval.

its assigns or successors, shall be
with all stated conditions of-

s
tted \'ii thinitions shall

area
met.

structures or
s

irementszon

2.

?->. dwellings shall be
ing/par ing str

in overall hoight sited
October 16, 87.

truction
18 ft.

received

dwell
vIi thin

be oompleted
s

Ll-.

5. All other
shall

te county rules and ions

Should any foregoing cgnditions not be met, Varla!!C;"
Permit shall be deemed null and void.

If you
oontact us.

tions on is matter, ee to

Sincerely, _

"Ali I /J ~ '="~ -1;;fj:::;;- "
~'. ZQ

LONO LYI4AN
Director

Dfh ",
L •


