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CERRTIFIED MAIL
February 1%, 198%
Hy., Jogeph WMattosm
583 Favpana Drive
Hilo, ! 85720
Dear Mr, Mattos: .

pplication

After rveviewing vour s : nforn 8
in behalf of it, the Plarning Direc lgk el
certifiss the = i your vi te low the
construction dition to a: ling with & #
vard setback E.in lieu of 50 foot. (30 £
20 feet fotur widdning) Erov B oreguirement a
requiresd with Agvicultoral tistrico, . The
sublect prope £ nd ldentified by
THE: 24001 £ Malaal Road
epprovimately d/¥Maizal Road -
interszection, swali. o

The approval is based on the follewing:
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the subjact property which e
inkterferes with the hesbk uss
property.
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O ; ing dwelling wag approved in
1924, the minimum front yard setback as noted on the plansg was
noted st 30 feet,  The dwelling was construocted 357-0% from the
front property line in conformence with the approved plans.,
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Final approval of the dwelling was grané@@ on-August 7, 1984,

and it was assumed that the dwelling complied with all
governmental regulations, The present owner (Mr, Mattos) had no
knowledge of this violaticon since the dwelling was constructed
3y the priocr owners {(Mr, & Hrs. Darrell Lee) of the propertv.
Therefore, the denial of the variance from the sminimum frant

vard setback would lmpose an undue economic, as vwell ms a design
harég%ig on ths applicant. :
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_ That there are rnatives to resolve the
Aifficulty. The &lternative weuld be to relocate-the entire
dwelling to cspfﬁﬁm to the sinimus 50 foob front vard setback
irement, Thils ternative would be putting an excessive
demand upon. ths @pglicar-, gince the existing w&lliﬁg.%a%
COng ‘raﬁﬁ@ﬂ b@ t%& Pris: owners of the Eiﬁg%zty 2&@ had the _
§ eX on

The actid
the ﬁ%rSﬂ%gm@ mng t@ allow an
existing building line and

ﬁarianﬂ, iy abhey
suid only be putting
: %grw rEs s @3@@1@'

&f tp$ a§m?@%aat ig te
addition wbiﬂh wruld ma g
o In wigw of izﬂ A ST RRer:

he : ansure that al i1
and ry faﬁ@tﬁﬁﬁf are avallable | i
developm _ erey t is & reguls ich
iz also. ﬁw&é b e T copmabinility and -ional
scluticons., ig pa ication, the propos @é desian

selution will @tizi Br naple srea for these
qunctjﬁnu although it et the minisym f@@ﬂii@ﬁ@ui

i the Zoning Code, T 5 foct front vard iE
of Malazl Road would g nd afford the azz, 113 1t and
civevlatery functions bazis of requiring setbacks.

Additionally, since the area is not being provcsed for
o &

intensgive development and the County does not have an
implementation f&%&ﬂLl@ for the proposed ropad widening of Halaad
Road, it would be unreasconable to impose zuch conditions upon

the applicant at this time. .

: granting of the

Congequently, ve have dete £ e
ral purpcse of the

Sf's = & t :it.«
variance shall be consistent with the gener




Hr., Joseph Mattos
Page 3
Fabreary 15, 198%

zoning district, the intent and purpose of the Zoning Code and
the General Plan. The analvsiz of the sbove izszues slso has
cgoncurred that granting of ﬁé@ variance will not Le materially
detrimental to the public's welfare nor cavse any substantial or
adverse impact to the area's $M&§aat@f or to adioining
pr@ﬁ@rtlrk : - : -
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L. The appligant, its successors or assigns, gﬁall be
regponsible for complving with all stated conditions of
apProva AN - '

2. The plans for the proposed addition shall be submitted for
building permit a;mfaval within one vesr f£rom the date of
receipt of this variance ;a:ﬁit.' :

3. Tre constriaction of Lhe oroposed improvemsnts shall.
Teommancs andg e ooppleted within Lwo veasre bthergalter.

4. 211 other spplicable State and nﬁarty rules arnd regulations

;
he complied

IT wou have any gues! this matter, pledse feel frae Lo

contact us.




