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The Planning C@mmzsszon at a duly aﬁVQrtised public h@arlng oa
HMarch- 13, 1985, considered your request for a shoreline setback
varianés in accordance with- Cnaptar 205-35, Hawaii Revised Statutes,
and Section 8.9 of the Planning Cemmissian s Rule 8; to allow the
construction of a s%;%miﬁg pool deck, a 12~fout high reétaining wall,
landscaping and related improvements within the 40-foot 5&03%&15@ _
sethack area at Honalo; ngth Kona, Hawail. S '

The Cﬁmmission voted to. éeny the shcr@line setbaek varlanc@
basaé on the f@llowxng fxﬂﬁlngsv

The csn$tzuctzan of a swxmm;ng pcol d&ck; a 1= ﬁoat hlgh
retaining wall, lanﬁscapzng and related xmprevements within the
S 40-£o0tk shorel;n@ @ethack area will not be in the public .
e interest. The only interest to b@ Berved. by the: aggreval of the
R : subj@ct application %oulé he’ tﬁ% pzz?&ta 1ata§@$t oz th@
L ?zggarty oWner. - _ - o L

_ : ?h@ §@t1tien@r states that “@he bﬁszc f@aﬁﬁﬁ f@r this B

C fequest is. to insure the safety of the single family residence,
3y caﬂsﬁxucting the rovk retaining wall the wave action éuzzng
pariods of high Surf would be sUbstantially reduced and
considerable damage to the residence itself can be &Vﬁiﬁ@ﬁ v It
should be notedy hewaverg that the same wall, foéiiﬂg the same
ievel of protection, could be c@nstsustad without intruding into
the 40~foot shoreline setback area, - 1t should be further noted
that the 1l8-fool elevation above mean sea level, coupled with
the proposed height of 30 feet above mean sea level at the top
of the wall, would greatly a@xceed the li4~foot coastal hazard
deglignation for the subject arsa,
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The petitioner further states that "The overall design and
floor plan layoub of the extensive house 'footprint' requires
the gwlmming peol and deck as located on the enclosed sebt of
drawings. By forcing the owner to comply with the existing
40'-0" shoreline setback, the. dec¢k, the pool and 1andscaping
would be severely. restricted and be a detriment to the overall
éesigﬁ of the residence.®™ On the contrary, the site plan
indicates that the pool and major portions of the deck are
already situated outside of the 40~-foot shoreline setback area.
Furthermore, there is 'a sizable area to the south of the pool
which could be utilized for additional deck space should the
owner desire. It should be further noted that even if the
40-foot ghoreline setback is 1mposed, the petitioner would still

 have a sizable buzléable area, in excess of 15,000 square feet,
C ko enjoy.' As such, it is determined that no. hardsth will be
 caused to the app11¢ant if the subj@ct appllcatlon is denzed

A denial by the CommlssiOﬁ of the desired use shall be '
appealable to the Circuit Court in which the land is situateé_and
ghall be made pursuant to the Hawaii Rules of Civil ?racedure.

B Snﬁald there be further questiong on thls matterf pl@ase fael
free to. coatact the Planﬂlng Department at 961-8238,

Slncerely, .
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Donald Thompson _
Chairman, Planning Commizsioh
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