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Variance from Minimum Front E@ga g@tbac& E@ruirﬁm@nt
_'?&X'%&? K&y.é+§«l§:l§§

After . z&vgm% ”g yﬁ&” mp@1iwati¢ ‘and t?@ in&@ri tz&n _ _
S gubminted in behalf of “it, the ﬁﬁniﬁﬁ ﬁir@ﬁt@r' ¥y o this l@tt@f
‘hareby certifies %h@ approval ﬁf your variance: ﬁé&ue 2t to allow -
the construction of a- gimglé f&ﬁll? dwielling with the minimum
front vard setback of 12 feet in lieu of i&m'feﬁazrﬂ% minimum 28
. Fest for Bingle Family Q&Qi&@ntgg? {RE=-10) ‘zoned. %;wtzgct;, The
:_gu%zagt,pxgy@tty which congists of 16,540 aga&r@ feet and
Cidentified by THME: 4-5-10:109, is located on the west side of
Plumerin ?Q%ﬁ'gr§goy1w@tm’” 700 feet makal ‘0f the Mamalahoa .
High way!Plu%@rzﬁ Road int@r@@ctign, gamaka, H&%aku&, Hawalil,

mb@ ﬂ§9£QV@1 is based ﬁnfgﬁ%'i-ln%alng,

SP%CIAL ANQ ”?*i} Al i”i’i{?’%if“’i%%s:‘l” i:iﬁﬁ% _ : FRAR
There are g%aciﬁl and unusual ﬂirﬂaﬁgtaneﬁa wdlch aggly__f
. k5 the subiect propesrty Final subdivision approval was 0
@raﬁt@ﬁ in 1885 which: z&%altéﬁ in an- irreqular shaped 1ot
congisting of 1% 240 sqguare. fest, . The mzapﬁgﬁj t&%%fw, '
fﬁllﬁ%iﬁg-& %light curve and %lsy@, from 81,64 feet wi i8e at i
the south é@;ﬁéary BG 27,21 fe@% wi&@ at the n%gbﬁ aaarﬁaryd-fu_'
" Since the property fronts two roadways,’ 1& is coneidersd o
o have two Fz@ﬁt yarde, After applying the regair@ﬁ mindmum o o
'nﬁffx&nt vardé setbacks of 20 feet and ﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬁ 10 feet gide yard . v
C setback, the buildable arer resulted to &@@{axz?@h@i 3,@§G+
Cosguare- féﬁb. HMore than 50 yczﬁ@a% 5? the dandé area cealﬁ
;ﬁot be uged &aﬁ, as such; limits bhe avai1ab1¢ area for the
Azgign and construction of the gr@§mse %%1lln§.3 Sae to-  v.
the dirregular ghaped lot, at least perti@a of tba ?f@?@%@@'
Avelling wou1é still e%creach iﬁha the fr@nt y&r& sétbac%
- area, _ 5
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Therefore, hased on the above congiderationsz, it hasg
been determined that there are special and onusual
cirgumstances which apply to the subiect property which
@Ki%t ko 2 degree which deprives the spplicant of

ubstantial proverty rights that %ﬁng othervige be
availamle and to & degres which obvicusly interferes with
~the bsst gge oy panner of devs i@g@%ﬁt of the property.
ALTERAATIVEES . : .
There are ne other reasgonable ﬁéal@ﬁ ﬁlimrnmt‘?@ﬁ Lo
T Tieiresolvé the i%fzcaltg.' The elternative to revise the house
ce the floor ares below 2,000 sgusre feet would

- plans to redo
be an unreasonshle and burdensome %ﬁlut$an to the applicant,
Due to the ilrregular shaped lot and the bulldsble arves of
the gubject property, théﬂpzaﬁgxa* design scheme with a
i nimuan ?ﬁ feat front yard getback for the northwest cornst
portion of the proposed dweliling fronting the Glad Honokas~
A%a&lﬁg Soverns ent Road would be a X%&%@ﬁ&&i% alﬁ%zﬁativ&.

l%?§&ﬁ§ it could hg.&rgaeé that other alt @g%&tiveg Bre
‘svallable to the @§ iia&?t; the regzonableness and practical
application of th slternativy v to be “Vﬁi&ﬂi%ﬁ with
regpect to the land characteristics and its pregent usige,
In this garticulsf'“&@e, the imposition of the other
zlternstiver le consgiderad @@ be groessive, wﬁwﬁ_afa@r@
rﬁaﬁarazlﬂ @Mﬁ t%@ﬁ ig mv%vi & ' :

gm
.?f‘§
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INTENT AND ?H%Pﬁﬁﬁ . : o -
The intent and purposgse of %%r-m@tdﬁsk red uﬂzxmﬁn? is o
Censure that light, air, ;??51@&3 and visual Qlfﬁhamtﬁﬁj
functions sre.avallable bstwesn sbructural developmenis and
nDroperty 1154. It is & regulatory tool which iz also used
in determining design coumpatibility and functional soluotlions,
In thig particular application, the proposed design ‘solution
will srill g&?iﬁ%k& reagonable zrea for ﬁ?f?ﬁ_fwﬁctiaﬁﬂf _
.ﬂlth@ﬁgu_I? would not meet the minimum 10 feet front vaz&T'
sethack reguireme ii’im@ﬁ%&ﬁ by the ?whsﬁg Tode, 5

Qﬁ%&ﬁﬁ@ntlj; zt i% é@t@xﬁgr 4 that t&@_ sranting of the
variance ?%ﬁﬂ@*%'wgﬁl e consistent with &he §%§8f$1 _ '

purpose of the zoning distriet, the intent and purpidse of
ﬁ%a Zoning Code pnd the County General Plan. The analysis
of the above issues aleo has concurred that the granting of
the varisnce will not be materlally detrimental to the |
public's welfare nor cause substantial adverse impact to the
area’s character o¢ to adjoining properties.
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The Planning Dirsctor has concluded that this va

Qm
{

-

1. &ﬁé-ﬁpﬁlzﬁﬁﬂa# it assign Or succeszers, &ha :
. regponsible for complving with all stated co

approval,
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2. The conastruction within the front yard sstback arsa
shall be limited to @n@y the nsxthwavt wozﬁer nrea of
th& @hmllzﬁﬁ.

% bﬁil%ing pﬁzmiﬁ'far t%efﬁwali*mg must be pecured

3.
- within one vear of the effective date of the variance
- and sghall %ﬁ ﬁoﬁglgteﬂ within twe vears thereatfter,
4, All @t&@f'ﬁyxli: hlﬁ_ﬁtgﬁe'&mé County rules and
regulation Bhall be ﬁ@ﬁ?li%ﬁ with,

ti@ﬁ@ not be met, the
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