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Ex18t1na BL11£1F% getback - SlC@y&iG S
ax Map Eey 2-6=-10:13

. Afreyr reviewing ;Guz @pp110¢L1@n anc th@ 1n€0rmatlen Eurwinte&
cn behalf of it, the Planning Director by this letter herebv -
certifies the spproval of your variance request to permit an _
existing single E@Elly dwelling built in 1984 to remain sited %lth
12.96¢ foot sideyard in lieun of the required 1% foot sideyard for a

lot of this size. The sublject prcgérty is 41,643 square feet in

area, identified by Tax Mep Key: Z-6-10:13 and is located alcng _
upper Kaiwiki Road, 2,100 feet vest (macka) of Keiwiki Park, Kaiwiki
Hemes %EQQQ, anih FzT&. : L o -

The apprOVal i h&q@@:@ﬁ the following:

CPECIAL AND UEU UAL QIRCLEQTA HCEDS

Thera are special and untsual circumatance applying to the
subiject property whichk deprive the petitioner of substantial
property rights that would otherwise ke aveilable or which interfere
with the best use or manner of development of the property.

There is just one high, level gpot on this lot, and it wes
chosern for the dwelling's location, about %0 feet from the front
property line which ie Kaiwiki PRoad. Besides ite presenting the
only location for a view of Hile Bay and the ocean, the remainder of
the lot is moderately to very steeply sloping. The applicant chose
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this cne cbvicus building gite, hut at the same tipe, his Car§@pter_”
ventured 2 feet more westward than thev should have and, ir coiﬁg
&0, intruded into the required sideyard diztance of 1% feet, The | .
steepness of the slope at the front is such that a vehicle can only

negotiate the 6xive%a} in first gear and t%@ y&ré tﬁ the east

(makai) is a +30 percent slope at Ieast,-

The builﬁingg_the:&for@, haé_tc be bullt ag close to the west
boundary as possible. In this case, it exceeded the sidevard
re%&irgment by 2 feet with the error attriputed to the epplicantts
carpenters’ messurements, The present inbabitante (new owhers) of
the dwelling had no part in the siting nor construction of the
tuildipg., The criginal owner-builéer, Fenry DefSa, built and then

ola the bautm and lot in 1988 to the present QCC&E&?&S.T

To tha west of the dwelling is where the only affected adijacent
property is lovated., That lot®s owner has vritten a letter to the
department stating that he does not mind the incursion toward his
‘parcel.  His land is vacant, 3.4 acres in size and rises akove the
applicant's lot.

‘Based on the foregoing, it has been determined that there are
special and unusual circumstances ay@lviﬁq to the subdect property
mkmcb ex1at te & degree which deprive the cwner of substantial
property rights that would othervisze be available or which :
aﬁr&&scﬁahlg interfere with the best usze or ﬁanner of &QV@TGFﬂent of
the.gr&@%rty*_.'- :

ALT ERY TIVES

fhére are limited alternatives. One is to move or cut off part
of the dwelling, and that 1s considered unreasonable given the cause

.. of . the. problem and the effect ¢f that alternative. . Furthermore, the

innocent party would bear the brunt of the effects of those actions
even though the dollar cost would bhe the reap@nsihillty cf the
previous owner.

Acuuiring land or easement from the adjacent owner ig ncot an
option. %hat owner prefers not to have hig present straight
boundary line altered, and he has not objected to the Z foot
shertaa@ ¢f the agplicaat*a mutuai sidevard.

Kke V&llanC@ aitarnﬁtmve is deemed: reasonabia given the
situation, the consent from the affected aé;&cent land owner ana tk@
open, low density character of the general area, where the clog
dwelling being across the reoad 100 vards distant.,
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INTENT AMD PURPQSE

The intent ané purpose of the gldeyvard requirement, in this case
15 feet, is to afford a certain amount of light, zir, open space and
relsted spatial considerations hetween both properties in an arount
S ¢ quantity appropriate to the neighborbood, The disparity in thisg.
case ls approyimately 2 feet, With thig 1ot being .95%¢ acre in |
gize, it iu regquired by the culy Qéoytea é@hlﬁ@ Coce te Y&VE 2 15
foot ulG@%QEG.

The efiect of the Z foot deficiency is not apperent to the
neighhorhood and, importantly, dees not disturb the affected
adjecent neighbor to the west. The neighbor kas, in fact, written a
letter to the éepartment steting that the 2 fecot difference does not
disturb him. Furthermore, the neighbor's property is vacant, and
the 2 isot ﬁl%fance ie mot &1<C&rplblﬁ :

. There weould b& ne &iminuti@n of the purpose of the Zoning Code
oy the General Plan nor any negative eififects on the surrounding
copmunity or adliacent properties ag a result of the variasnce belng
granted, The closest dwelling is across the reoad and 100 vards avav.

The verience reguest is spproved subject to the following
condltions: '

1. The applicant, kis asgigng or successors shell be
respongible foy complying with all stated conditiens of
approveal.

2. 211 Furtler ipprovensnts shall observe the ninimum gethack
reguirenants.,. R

K ALl other applicabkle State and County rules and regulations

ghall be complied with,

Sheould eny of the foregoing copditions not be met, the Director
may initileate proceedings to reveke this permit,

1f you bave any questiong on this matter, please feel fres to
centact us, ' '

Sineerél?,.
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