© ' CERTIFIED MAIL

August 17, 1989

s, Chrystal Thomas Yamasaki, R.L.S.

Wes Thomas & Associates, Inc, |

75-5722 Kalawa Street o

Kalluamﬁona, Hi 96740 _' o ' )

Bear Nq Yamasaki:

. Variance Aypllcation (V89 l)
- - Daniel T. Doran
;ag ﬁa@ K@y - 5 23271

After rmvzewing your BppllCatloﬂ ané the infcrmatian submltteﬁ

“in behalf of it, the Planning: Director by this. letter hereby -
C@rtifieg the approval of your variance request to allow an eﬁz&ting
2=ptory mingle family dwelling to remain with a side vard setback of

“_J,lO feet in lieu 'of the minimum required 10 feet side vard setback;
“and to allcw the. existing deck roef ovaxhang with a side vard clear
“space of 3,76 ft. in lleu of ‘the reguired 5 feet clear space setback

allowed for projections, The subject property is 10,186 sg. ft. in

~area and identified by tax map key 7- 6-23:71.- It is located at
76-6301 Kaheiau Street on the northeast side (mauka) of the Kahelau
Street cul-de-sac turnaround, approzimately 950 feet from its
intersection with Lako Street in the Komohana Kai Unit I
SubéiV1a10n, Holmaloa I, North Kona, Hawali :

_@he approval is ba&eé on the fellaﬁ;ng:

o SP&CIA& AﬂD UEUSUAL “IRCUHST&ﬁpEb

: 'mhera are speclal or unusual circumstances which apply tc_l
'fthe subj@ct property which exist to a degree which d@@riveg the
“applicant of substantial property rights that would otherwise be
_Tavailablg and to a degree which obV1ouslg interferes: with the
Tbest use or. manner of " ﬁevelopment of the proyerty._-

o with 12 years @xp@rience ag & license@ gen@ral ccntractcr,
‘the applicant exercised every precautions to accurately site and
measure the §1ac$memt of the dwelling. The applicant assumed
that the §welling siting and construction complied with all
governmental regulationz zs appropriate building permit and
— subsequent construction ingpectian were approvad upon ccmpletion.
of the dwelling.

13

Tead

ot
bk 1

pos2*E



He, Phrvwfal Thomas Yamasakl, B.L.B.
Agga%t 17, 1983
Page 2 -

'-aszgcult?. The alternative to relocate th
to comply with the minimum 10 faet side jwf@

space prodection b

However, a field survey aﬁﬁégctaﬁ_in Coetober 1%88 on the
adjacent parcel north of the subject property and subsequently
additlenal survey on bthe subject property 1&?vﬁ¢”a that only the

‘northwest corner of the existing dwelling and not an entire wall

wimately 10.8 ilasches

€w¥

encroached into the side . yvard setback, appr

&

or 0,3 foot.

.

The applicant recognized the importance of Eetba
distances and realized that the resultant epror isg his
responsibility, UHeverthe 1@&% ‘the denial of the variance to
“retain the ezzgtlmg Gwelling with 2 9,10 foot side vard sstback
wvould impose an-undues ﬂcmﬁamlc as well as a design -bhardship on

tha a;plza&nu.

gt and ex?anaiv@magg of the deck roof

nce allow the 3.76-fo0t clear
fenied, . “%@ agmzlﬂan? agreas to comply with
Qﬁi?siat?Oﬁ thet the projection be reduced to the conformin g %
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overhang, the var

isaex_ﬁ &r wﬁaeﬁ setback z@wuirémﬁﬁt. -

ALTERNATIVE

8 to resolve the
=h ol ai;g dwelling -
zethack reculrement -
or to remove 10 inc ies of the northwest corner would be an - '
unreazonable and burde :ngcme solution to the applicant. The
action taken by the applicant to Zwﬁlﬁialga the &txuﬁtuz@ iz one
which is being done of his own accord. In view of the .
gorﬁgelng, any other @1t@rnat1v@g in zeS©1V1ng this $1tuation-
would be puttingiexcessive demands upon Lhe app 11awn» when a
%Qerfﬁggﬂﬁ able SQ“Q%ESH is available, :

'“ﬂaf@ are no other reasonable aitfrnéﬁ;k

”K}\x
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: @ Ldeck's roof préxiﬁity st 1ts 15 or 15 feet ﬁﬁiﬁﬁi_i%.
ﬁei@rm ed to he iwp@mlm@ and disturbking to the a&“ eni '

{

%‘%.

”p;a@%ttV. Therefore, the corner of fthe deck roof v%fﬁﬁnb'iﬁ
reguired to bﬁ gtgactuzallg re%uréé;aggvmxmmatﬁ¢g 14.88 inches,
80 as to conform to the Gléﬁz &@mc&'grsjea zan gsethback
~requiremsnt. : - S . o

THTEHT Agm PﬁR?G$E

ﬂh@ granting 6f the variance is consistent with the general
purpose of the ?anlng districk, the intent and purpose of the
zoning Code and the County General Plan., The intent and purpose
of the setback requirements are to ensure that sufficient light,
air, circulation, and visual and spatial considerations are
available between structures and property lines., In this
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'partlcul&r request, tna lGG&LTOR of this existlﬁg ﬁwelllﬁg w11l
- still provide for these functlons, although it would not meet

the minimum 10 Foot setback as reguired by the Zoning Code.-. Tﬁé ;

“adjacent lot to the north 1s presently vacant., However, should
~a proposed dwelling be constructed on the premises with its

building wall extending to the minimun 10 foot side vard

- gethack, there will be approiimately 13.1 feet between the t@o
*structures-which wonld still be sufficient. . Thus, the existing

location would still employ and afford the air, light and .
01rculatory functions that is th@ basxs of requiring getbacks.

In view of *h@ above issu@s, it is fuzther éetermlned that

””tha granting of the variance would not be considered to be

materially detrimental to the public's welfare? and will not =
cause sgubstantial aévers& impact te uhe area & character or to
adgc*n;ng prggertieg. : _ :

"”he z@ek roof ovarhang will c&ns;ﬁ&ramlg cause ﬁabstdntlal SR

 '@§ver5e impact to the adjoining property, As such, it is

determined that the variance request to allow the 3,76~ fsct

-~ ¢lear spac@ proj@ctisn be denied.

_ ;'iﬁ% variance recupgt is aywroved, 3ubject o the g@llowing
fﬁenéitions- N SR . _ _ .

_1.:_ A bu;lalng pexmlt encsmpagsing th@ £oof's alt@rati@n shall

" pe obtained within 30 days of recelipt of this variance,

. Removal of the northwevt corner of the deck'’s roof to the
_extend where it conforms with the required 5 feet clear
‘gpace shall be_ csmpleteé w1thin 0 éag% Of recelpt of thl@ '
.variance... i _ _ :

2. ,Co&@lianca with all athex &9§11cab1@ State and County
rﬁpegulatgﬁﬁs.' S : :

."3.'T-8h¢u1§ ang of the - fotﬁgelng cénﬁltiehé“net be net,"%%é

'jfﬁirectcr may prec@eﬁ_;o declare this variance null and vcla,_f

If you nava any qu%stlcng on thl% mmtt@r, pi ase '@1 free Lu

.contact us._”

DUANE KANUHK
Planning Director

MO:aeb

ces Building Division, DPW

Daniel T, Doran



