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CERTIFIED MAIL

June 1, 1989

Ma. Sandra Pechter Schutte
101 Aupuni Strest, Suite 124
Hilo, HI 96720 -

Tier

r Mz, Schutbter.

Variance Application (VES-4)
Eohala by the Sega
Tax Map Kev 5-9 G%

After reviewing your ap mlzﬂafzﬁﬁ an@ the information submitted
in behalf of it, the ?1ann1ng Director by thie letter hereby —
certifies the approval of your variance r@que%t to allow the
creation of a subdivigion with 28 lﬁtc'bﬂing sérved by a privately
anad 1,3&@ —-ft long cul ~de-gac in lisu of the maximum 18 lots,
GO0-Ti, r@qus?@m nt,; and 7. lots being served by a private 20-ft. .
wide road in lieu of the maximum of & lOﬁ» reguirement of the
gubdivigion Code.. : '
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The approval is based on the Lallozi ar L L

'Faiﬁl%QQ ANE ?F”OMFE&Q%TI&H&

_ %avzng r@VTBWﬂ@ the wubjavt'V@rianc@g; the ldnﬁiﬁg Director has
concluded that both t@cu&%tss'a_v“rianrg Lo construct a 1,300-foot
leng cul-de-sac serving twenty-six (26) lots, and a variance to:
aliaw accezs to ssven (7} lots from a twenty (20} foot wide prlvate

gﬂ enﬂ gtreet, bhe approved for the lelOWlng LEAsOns: S

SPECIAL AND UﬂU&QRL CIRFU%S@A?CES

Thers are specl 21 and umhsual GliCQmStdnC@¢;ﬁ§93?1ng to the .
“ubj@cﬁ property which interfers with the best use or manner of
mvelcpm@nt of the mropertv.

The State Department of Traneportation has reduced the number of -
letteﬁ access points to the property along the Akoni Pule Highway
fr@w twe €0 one, This has shifted the access point to the center of
the pzea@rty frontage, and has constrained the interior 01rculat o

network to a Sewzgn orzént@d eff t? is single access 90lnt :
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for thosa lots which are partially encumbered by the drainage
easement, - R '

- The oonbi doess’ topographic and
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street which already serves as %?Cﬁ%% Lo th
p@rnltt@é ander tmy coﬁ@ réﬁulﬁéﬁﬁnté
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_ There are ho roasonable alternatives ave
regolive Lhe dziz;muityL
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ilable that would

. " Therse ig no otheg aract1eal alignment alternative for Hosad o,
which should have functiorned. as an. 1nt&§1er ﬁamnr%ter petween the
proposed development and the adjacent Xehalas Estates Subdivision.
With that opticn foreclozed, Road "C" must now be designed as 2
&

& S
cul-de~gac, whereasz If it were constructed & stub out, Poad "C°
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vould not be constrained bv the readway le %ﬁt% and numher of lots
served, The excessive length of proposed QQ«W-”&“'is alaso related .
to providing access and allowing reasonabls L&ll%lﬁg aregs for thoge
16te along the northern boundary of the development which are e

Fa?tiaﬁlf encumbered by drainage Qﬁqé$€nt@c

Wstﬁ r@garﬁ to the vmrithQ r@qu st to ellow one. a&ﬁltzena? 19'
Lo access Road "D, otheyr alternatives are available, The mz1vat
roadway rm@uirsm&ﬁt@ permit a flg%t~ef~w@vﬁwzﬂth e 2i=feet and
lé~foot pavement Lo gerve & maximum of six (6} lots. If there are
more than siy lots accessing & private roadway, then the next higher
standard jnvolves a right-of-way width of 506-feet and 20-fuct
ravemenk, This alternative would result in additional coste to the
applicant but at the same time would also reduce the already minimal
brildable ares for lots 23 and 28 by the increased right-of-wav and
Cimprovement widths, ' : ' R

Tt is also possivle to re-configure the entire subdivision or
. rednce the number of lots in oriden t@ comply with code reguirements
o for cul-de-sac lengths and lot access to private streets, Given the

topographic, 4rainag

e, and circulatory constraints imposed on the
property, however, it is doubtful that tﬁ%&@ alternatives are viable
cor redasonogbles to imgiﬂﬁ@nt. o " B : :

_ Given the above sit% congl
cgranting of these variances will st 191
la@a@ral purpose of the agriculture @1str?¢ts_ the intent and purpose
of the Subdivision Cede, and the County General Plan. Furtier,
these approvals will not be materially detrimental to the public
welfare or cause substantial adverse impact to the. cha aracter of the
develcpment nor to surrounding §r®m@z l@m.: ' T R TEY

ﬁeratiﬁng}fiﬁ'iﬁ g %rflﬂgﬂ that the
sban
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tfant with the

-The overall development iz an a@ricui%uraWJE sider rial gi@ﬁmtt“-
congisting of lots of at least one {1} acre in size. Approval of
variances from the Subdivision Code for private roadwavs within the
project -itgelf would allow the development of this agricultural
subdivision in a2 manner that maximizes the use of the grapfr'°‘fﬁg
its intended purpose in consideration of the topographic, drainag
and circulatory constraints that are in evidence,

Further, the reguested varisnces are deemed nedemsary in order
to provide a better and zafer development pattern for the occupants
within the project, and thus, do not materially inpact upon the
public welfare, EBecause the project must now pe c@nta%nﬁr within -
the property itself, impacts to surrounding properties, which are
similar in character, will be non-existent.
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The variance reguests as described hersin are approved subject
tions

to the follewing conditions

@

1. The applicant, its assigns, or successors shall be _
- responsible $@z complying with aTl stated conditlons of
&?gf@?wl : :

Z. . 21l %thér_x@quirem@ﬂt% of the Subdivision Code shall be
complied with, including but not limited to minimum %trﬁ&
frontage, the Fire Department’s cul-de-sac turning
radivees, and minimum buildaple sreas. Ho Lvrth@r
varlances from bullding sethacks or Sitiﬁg lagues Vt%ulﬁiﬁ?
from the final lot configuration shall be consideread.

3. 0 A1l etééf'apglicabl@ State and County ordinances, rules and
- regulations ghall be complied with. _ e

should anv of the foregoing condibions not be met, the Director
may initiate action to declare the variances null and void,

If vou have ﬁﬂ? quumtaﬁn on this matter, please fesl free to
contact us. :
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