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State Public Works Eﬁ@lﬁ@@f
Department of Acgounting anﬁ :
General Services

P.0.

ﬁgnaiulu, HI 96810

Dear

Box 1192

M. Tomihaga:

Variance Amailcafzan (€8$ 13y

Variance from Minimum Front Earé eéback§ 
Taxz Map Koy §~6-10:9 & 12 ' .

%%tﬁz V%Vl@@lﬁ% y@vv_3§mliﬁat1@ﬁ and the infcrmatlcn %ﬁbﬁlﬁi%ﬁ

in behalf of i%, the ?l&ﬁﬁlﬁ@ Director. hy this letter hereby -

gertifies the approval of your variance reguest 4o allow the
congtruction of a 10-foot high chainlink fence along the front

property line in liew of the minimum 30-~foobt front vard setback ms
reguired within the. Unplanned zoned district. Thé subject

pron@rtias, which consists of 2,037 and 1,996 acres and 1éant*fi@é -
by TME: 8~-6-~10:9% & 12, is located on the ﬁc@f&ma Eleaentary School
ogrounds, Kauhako, South Kona, Hawazl. : i o USRI

;ﬁbﬁ approval is hazed on the foli@wiﬁgz o S TR

_S? CL%L R%ﬁ U%USURL CI?CU%ST@NCE

That there are special and unusual Fircuﬂatanceg whlch
apply to the subject propertyv which exist to a degree that would
othervise be avallable or to a dedree which cobviously interfares
with the best use or manner of development of the property. Yh%
mxlstlng property, which contains a total land area of 4.033
acreg, iz balow the present Devartnent of Education r&guix@m@
of & acres for an elementary schonl complex. The praseni
buildings are located across the middle of the wroperty with the
plaggfcnﬁé area. l@gai@ﬁ @@ tween them anﬂ the fzﬁnt yraﬁertg
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line. The average depth of the existing plavground iz
a@@geziﬁately i50 feet,. Due te the present usage of the
property, this area is the only area that is available for the
schoalfs recreational pregram. The proposed 10-foot high fence

‘along the fromt of the property line would prevent balls from

going onto the main highway (Mamalahoa Highway) which would
create a traffic haezard. In addition by keeping the. S&ii%"_
within the propertv it would eliminate the danger of stuéanbs
being hit by cars in retrieving errant balls that go ev@r tﬁ@
evxgtzng 4 foot high fpns%, BUEE . _

”haz@fﬁze, ba%ea @n tne above clrcuﬁﬁ%anc@sf %@_hav& C
determined that there are special and unusual circumstance
applving to the subject property which exist either to a ﬁegree-

which deprives the petitloner of substantial property rights

that would otherwise be available or to a degree which cbviously
interferes with the best use Or manneyr of deveimgment of the

%ubj@ct property.

ALTERNATIVES

The m@titicﬁ@r has 11%1%@@ @@slgn al%arnﬁtivas £o r&sﬁlve
the present situation. They could construct an 8~foot high

"ahainlin% fence along the front property line without &@aﬁiﬁg _T

with the 30~foot front vard sethack requirement.  However, in
doing so, the @etitiaﬁﬂr would not minimize the present
situation in. preventing balls from going over the fence onto th
highway. As such the propos éd 10-foot high fénce would be a
reagonable alternative in light of the present situation. .
Although it could be argueé that other reasonable’ &?téfnﬁtlv&a_
are available to the petitioner, the reasonablgn@ss and
practical apﬁlzcatian of those alternatives have to be @valuaﬁe@
with respect to the land characteristics and its present usage. .
In this particular case, the imposition of other alternatives 1s.

- considered to be exc@$81ve, when a. ‘more- reasonable solution is
navallaﬁlég S : Co i S _ e

IWTENT AND bURPQSE S .
The intent and purpose of the getback r@quirgment iz to

‘ensure that light, air, phvsical and visual clrculdtory

functions are available between structural development and
property lines. It is a regulatory tool which is also used in
determining design compatibility and functional solutions. In
this @articalar'apmliﬁatien, the proposed design scolution will
still provide a reasonable area for these functions, l%hﬁagﬂ it
would nﬁt meet the minimum requirements imposed by the a@?lﬁ%

Code.
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Consequ@ntiv, we have determined thdl tm@ gzantlnq of the
variance shall be congistent with the general purpese of the
zoning districk, the intent and purposes of the Zoning Code and
the General Plan. Alsn, the analysis of the above issues have
concurred that the granting of the variance will not be
materislly ﬁﬁ&rxm&nﬁal to the public's wﬁlfafp nor ¢ause any
substantial or adverse impact to the area's welfare or to.

adjoining pr@pertie

The variance r@@a@?t is appxaweﬁ subj&at to the fellcwiﬁg
canﬁitﬁonS° : ' :

1. The petitioner, its sucdessors, or assigns shall be
respongible for complying with all stated conditions of
approval.

2. A building permit for the addition must be secured within
one vear of the effective date of the variance and shall be

com@leteé within two vears th@r&&ﬁt@:.

3. all othef applicable State and Countv ful@s anﬁ reﬁulatiéns
mh&ll be cmmpileé w;th :

Should any of the fazegaiﬁg esnﬁi%zens not be ﬂetf tha vazianC@
shal? be %m@meﬁ null and vslﬁ

T oL have any queations on this natter; please feel free to
centaﬁt thls office. .

Sinceraly,
T4 7
/
{00 Mf::\ ar
Nt PAPEIR N T

ALBERT LOWO. ?aﬁﬁ
ﬁJPlannlng ﬁlxectox' .
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