CERTIFIED MAIL

June 13, 1%%0

Vayne Kukita
P.O. Box 1004
Healakekua, HI 45750

Dear Mr, Fukita:
Variance Application (V 89%~14)

Bullding Setback
Tax Map Feyv: B-2-8: 37

We regret to inform vou that after reviewing vour application
and the information premented in its bebalf, the Planning Director
A8 hereby denving your variancs request. The ressongs for the denial
are as Qﬁjﬁwv° : : :

?E DIuGE %ﬁﬁ RECOMMEHDATIONS

avipﬂ r@vi@w tf@ subjiect variance reguest, the Planping
Divrector has concluded that the variance reguest to a2llow side
a%thac%s for a single family residence to-be 10 ft,. in 1i%u of t;@
reguired 20 £t, in an Bn;laﬁr@ﬂ zone éiwuriwt be danied,

SPECIAL AND UNUSUAL CIRCUMETANCES

é are not i@uﬁﬁ to be ?h? epecinl and upusual clroumstances

Theay
applying to t%@ ﬂ&;?@wt property wvhich deprive the pﬂ%ltiﬁn@f of
gubstantial property rights that would otherwise be available, or
which intérfeé é’%ith the best use or manner of development of the -
vroperty. ' N L : ST T

élt&@ﬁgh the subilect property is unusual in shape, the lot was
cplatted priocr to deparimental records being kept, ?gagvéfg 5 of the
“surreounding 10 lots in the immediate viginity bave similar '
-Qgﬁfﬁﬁiéxlﬁticgg and they all have reasonable building area

* locationss 1t iz poseible to situate 2 residentlal dwelling on the
property without encroachment into the building setbacks and
therefore, preoperty rights would not be deprived of nor would
development of the property be foreclosed,
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There are peasonable alternativeps available to the applicant.

1. The structure could be shortened from its 40 ft.,
to fit the set back requirements;

2. Its shape could be an "L" or a "T" or some variation of
them; or :

3. It could be turned 50 degrees or less s8¢ the long axis
of the lot would be more utilized., Ag appllied for, the
leng axis of the dwelling would use the short aules of
the lot.

Finally , there lg no compelling reason gliven for the propoged
giting. This particular lot even while meeting the 20 ft, szidevard
‘reqgulrement s8till can eontain a 50 ft, wide dwelling up to 1235 ft,
long while centered in the wide portion of the lot if 1t were turn

G0 degrees., Described another wav, this 1,200 sg. ft, dwelling has
sgpproximately 6,000 sg. ft. of land for siting purpose on this
parcel, s0 the applicant’s choice of this precise location
necessitating sideyard variances need not be solelv restricted o
just his preferences. :

The applicant was aware of the lot's shape and dimensions when
it was purchased in 1989,

INTENT AHND PURPOSE

The intent and purpese of the building setback distance is to
afford a faivrly consistent standard amount of open space, light, air
circulation and related spatizl considerations between adiacent
properties at a scale appropriate to the area. In this case,
Unplannaed zones have a % acre nminimum lot size with agriculture zone
‘sethacks of 30 ft. front and rear, 20 fr. sides. The request would
2llow a residential zize setbhack equivalent to RE-10, to z2pply to
this 1.2 a2cre 1ot in thisg fairly remote and rural area.

Bv utilizing the long avis of the lot for the long axis of the
structure which iz a very reascnable expectation for most home
builders, the 1,200 sg, ft. dwelling can readily be accommodated
while respecting *n@ agricultural setback reguirements.

——
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- The Directorte desclsion dg final, except that within tbirty days
2fter vecelipt of this letter, vou may appeal the degcision in wzétgng
to the ?l&ﬁdiﬁ@ Commission in eccordance with the followling
procedurss

i. Hon-refundshle f£iling fee of one bundred éollars (§100);

2. Ten coples of a statement of the specif
the appesal, : ' ' )

Should you decide te sppeal, the Planning Commis
conduct & publleo hearing within a pervicd of ninety &

date of recgivt of & mzﬁwﬁrly_fiiﬁﬁ appeal. .?i@}iﬁ

Lhe public %@wziﬁﬁ or within such longer period as
'§f3iﬁﬁ.§%rﬁ2?v?;§ the Planning Commisszion zhall

reverse the Director’s @iﬁzéw, A decizion teo

‘reverde the Director's action ghall require a
“total menbership of the @lgﬂﬂ&?@ Copmigsion
sotion on the 2 shall require & mador
Commisrion menb present 'zt the time of mot
S I the 1aa?1%g cmmiseion fails to render & decision
modify, or Tﬁ?ﬁfﬁé the Director's action within the |
:ﬁgzjﬁag'ﬁi Dir &ﬁ%ﬁr 2 action ghall be @@%%€w¢r$ e

B11 &ﬁ?i?nﬁ of the Planning Commission are final ezxcept thatb,
within thirty davs after notlce of action, the applicant or zn
interested party as delined 1ln Bectlor 20B-27.2 of this article in
Lhe gfﬁﬁﬁﬁrihv before P, sission may sppeal such aﬁﬁigﬁ
of the Board 0¥ Appes th o dte znl@m, R R R

actions of the Boar
v

2311
lwz? my%&i&%éa to the Thi?
‘ the akaiﬁ Reviged Statutes.
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