
March 21, 1985

Mr. Michael Krochina
P. O. BOX 4613
Kailua-Kona, HI 96745

Dear Mr. Krochina:

Shoreline Setback Variance Application
Owner: Robert Brand

TOOK: 7..,9..,05:13

The Planning Commission at a duly advertised public hearing on
March 13, 1985, considered your request for a shoreline setback
variance in accordance with Chapter 205-35, Hawaii Revised Statutes,
and section 8.9 of the Planning Commission's Rule 8, to allow the
construction af a SWimming pool deck, a 12-foot high retaining wall,
landscaping and related improvements within the 40-foat shoreline
setback area at Honalo, North Kona, Hawaii.

The COmmission votedtQ deny the shoreline setback variance
based on the following findings:

The construction of a sv/imming pool deck, a 12-foot igh
retaining wall, landscaping and related improvements \~ithin the
40-foot shoreline ~tbiil~k area vTill not be in the public
interest. The only interest to be served by the approval of the
subject application would be t:he private interest of the
property owner.

TlJe: peti t Loner states thati°'JJ.he reason for
l:eques~is to insure: .thesafetyof the single family r e s Ldunoe ,
By constructing the rock retainil1g .,all the wave action during
per Lods of high i1lurf would •• be sUbstantially reduced and
considerable damage to the residla l1ce itself can be avoided.· It
ahouLd be noted, howevcr , that the same wall, offering the same
level of protection, c9uldbespnstruqted without intruding~nto

the 40-foot shoreline setback area. It should be further noted
that the la-foot elevation above mean sea level, coupled with
the proposed height of 30 feet above mean sea level at the top
of the wall, wou l d greatly exceed the 14-foot coastal hazard

ignation for the subject area.
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The petitioner further si;.ates that "The oVerall design and
floor plan. layout of the extensive house. 'footprint' requires
the swimming pool and deck as located<on the enclosed set of
drawings. By forcing the owner to comply with the existing
40'-0" shoreline setback, the deck, the pool and landscaping
would be severelyresj::ricted and b!':l<ldej::riment to. thep'lerall
design of the residence." On the contrary, the site plan
indicates that the pool and major portions of the deck are
already situated outside of the40-foot shoreline setback area.
Furthermore, the~.e isa 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 shoreline ae t.back is imposed, the petitioner would still
have a sizable buildable area,ineltCEHIS of 15, 000 squar.~ feet,
to enjoy , AS such, it is determined that no. hardship will be
caused to the applicant if the subject application is denied.

A denial by the Commission of theqesired use shall be
appealable to the Circuit court in which the land is situated and
shall be made pursuant to the Hawaii Rules of civil Procedure.

should there be further questions on this matter, please feel
free to (Jontact the Planning Department at 961-8288.

Sincerely,

Donald Thompson
Chairman, Planning Commission

cc: Department of Public Works
Department of water supply
County Real property Tax Division
County of Ha\'laiii Office
DLNR, ."f!ann;njDf:h'{,tl,. ) Hti) > B/j?

bcc: plan Approval Section


