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The Planning Commisaisn at its @ﬁ?y h@lé yg%iig hearing on
Beplhember 23, 1987, voted bo approve vour application, Shoreline
Zethack Variance Pernmit No. 638, €to construnt a retaining seawall
and related improvemenits within thae ninimun 40-foot shoreline
setabok avea at Lalamilo, South Kohals, Hawali.

%§§§a$éi of this request is %agﬁﬁ on the following:

' The Shoreline Setback Lav was snaotad v the State
-é%@i%iﬁt&?& in 1970 for the ?5@&%@&&&& af the ahoreline from

'ganﬁua man-made improvements., Many of the iﬁ?f@?%&@ﬁﬁ& have
“Histurbaed the natural shoveline @zggg%% ‘and have caused srosion
of the shoreline. To prevent @ﬁﬁ%&@gg&ay snarcachment af
sgeruckures and abner zmpxa%&%@ ks upon the %ﬁ@f%ziﬂﬁp the
legislature felt that it is in the besgt interest of the publie
- to establish sheveliné setbacks and o f&g%iﬁi@ tha usen and
agtivities within the shorsline &@%&gg% BERE,

The Legislature, h@%@?@f; alsn 5@6&@%35@@ that certain
activities and improvemsnis may be reguired to be done or
emngtzumteﬁ within the shoreline setback arsa for protesction of
certain shoreline propértiss. In recognizing this need, the
Legisiature authorized the respective authorities within the
various counties, 1n this cese the Planning Commission, fo grant
variances for certain activities and improvements within the
shoreline sethask area. In accoerdance with Section 205-35(%) of
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ﬁh% i&w&iz Revised Statvtes, and
Uommission's Bule Ho. B, reietd

%ﬁi?g Commisgien wmay grant va
hack ares If it ig found that

1z ﬂm$% ”tzﬁwﬁyzaa activities or fanilities are in the
REE S“QQ%EE% Eﬁt%fﬁﬁi FA - o S

Zs ﬁ@?@%%é' @izz b ?ﬁag@% v & i-§§@i;@§@ 1f the
_gg@§§%%§ gheickira, @féﬁvéag.ﬁw Eamility id not
Cdallpved on thai portion of iﬁ@'zaﬁﬁ within the

@h@fﬁziﬁﬁ Be %%%ﬁkﬁ ' - Lo

The applicant ﬁ&@ﬁﬁ g0 $$ﬁ§i§$éﬁ @ Ates¥ wide retalning
geawall with &&ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ?iﬂ% within the minimem 40-fool shoreline
gatback arda. " Ifis the Intent of the dpplicant € brevent
further erosion of lgnd iate the azean. %&t&§h§-_3ﬁ@ﬁﬁ§§§§h3 of
the shoreline and a2 field i%ﬁ?ﬁwﬁ;ﬁﬁ OF ?@ﬁertv-z%w@ai@@
axposed roots and fallen trees aﬁg%@u:ﬁg'ggﬁﬁaaﬂ and high surf
action. The proposed action would ¢lear the ares of debris and

provide safer passage for Welles Bay users, A permavent gsawall.

should prevent .gi%%%&_ﬁgﬁﬁi@ﬂ fTron @ﬁ%ﬁigif@ and would
siabilige th@ @éﬁgﬁiiﬁ@ ﬁﬁﬁiéiﬁﬁaa :

: ?h1@ §§@?$¥&i %§&%@im@ & aondition whigh za$ﬁu&zﬁ@ f Ao
'aa 3@33 ank Lo excged ZTe89 in %@1@ 1k, mindfol of itz potentisl
use: by %b% public daring pericds of high surf and winter
-%%§§%$a ﬁ%ii%% ﬁﬁﬁ.ﬁﬂgivﬁﬁg wﬁli&;'%ﬁ@ proposed seawall will
net dengarounly &aa%a*§ the publio on ihe seavard sides of the
@K%&ﬁit?zz' Furiher, the applicant hag stated that avosss end
uze of the wall by the public will not be restricked., This,
E60, hAs besn ipcludsd su & condition of &ggrav&i and will ﬁaﬁ
with the land. 1Tt is felt that existing asccess to and along the
ﬁﬁ@fa?zﬁe on state ys@@%xty 18 ad %@Q&%ﬁly available, _ -

The landgcapiny laprovements wﬁaié provide a ground cover
to khe gilteash solls which have agyravated alr and watecr
gualitv. This gituation hag begons & sericus concesrn of local
ragidants sinces the. r&aﬁmt fire.

Therefore, in looking st the proposal, it is determined
that the %ﬁ%ﬁﬁ?&i af the subiect z@guﬁgt will %@ lﬁ the public
intarest,

The 1imited sotion will ereste %iﬁi%ﬁl interference with
natural shoreline provesea. The seawall plans were drawn by a
structural engineer in lipe with comménts from the U.8. drmy
Corpe of Enginesrs, The engivesr has provided written




instruovions Loz mit’gyaivé measures during zlte preparation and
sonstruction. Glven these considerationg, the zeswall has besn
enginesred to withetend as well as disgipate wave action.

Finally, the applicent has ooordinated bis afforts with the
ediavant properly owneyr toe the south. Thig hag ansbled 2
SoHng i%%wﬁ? saawall demigu, which would he  zssthetically better.

Bazed on ﬁ%@ forsgeing, it Is %@i@r% ngd that ths nropossd
ga&%mzé and éﬁ?@??&ﬁiﬁﬁ improvementa will @ Taongistent with the
Zhoreline Betback Law pursiant o é%&gtaf #08.41, HEY, and the
griteria sstablighed in Hule No. 8 of ﬁh% Planiking Commimsion's
Bulszs of Practioes and Procedure,

Approval of this request is subject to the following conditionss

i. The petitionsr, lte %weﬁaﬁgﬂis or aasiyne shall be
2%$§$ﬁ$ié?% for complving with all of the stated conditions
of apoproval,

2a The petitionsr, it sucoemscrs or ﬁ%ﬁigﬁﬁ 3%@11 indemnify
and hold the County of Hawail hatwmless from and against any
logg, liabllity, claim or demand for t&% propariy damage,
jgﬁggaaaé indjury and dasth &f?£&ﬁ§ ault of any agi er

omiggion of the apolicant, ite successars, assigns,

%ﬁfi ers, enplovees, &ﬁﬁigag%@?g gnd agents undar this
pEcmit oy ggﬁ%&xﬁg t& @v ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁezﬁﬁ g&m %ﬁﬁ §?&ﬁﬁiﬁ§ of
ehis perslit. : T :

3,  Ths ﬁgﬁgﬁﬁéﬁ ﬁ%a@&ii shall not eucsed a height of 27-8%
fz@& the existing natural @?&gé é@@% ng landward {east).

4. Public use of the seawall shall ﬁ@t he restricted or
ebatructed in any manner, _ =

5e Comply with all of the conditions set forth in BMa Hinor
Use Permit Ho, 87-27.

g Blans for the proposed ilmprovesents shall be submitied to
the Planning Depariment within six months from the
effective date of the shoreline sethack variance.

T Congstruction of the $§§§$$@§ 1%?§§Vﬁ@®ﬁt$ shall commence
within slx montheg from the date of Planning Depariment
approval and he gompleted within one year shereafeer. The
Department shall be notified of the project’s completion
within two weeks from the ﬁ%%@ of complétion., &1L




rleass fesl Ffree to oontact the Planning Department if Lhere
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g Thelvaan of the
%%a?& nf Land Pebruary S, 1987,
Comply with all obbey applicable rules, regulations and
zmﬂg%?fﬁw 5 o

An %xi@n it of time for the g%g fornanoe of conditions
within the permit way be granted by the planning director
upon the following ¢ircumstances: &) the hon-performanca
iz the rssult of conditions that could rot have bDoeh
fotasean of are bevoend the contiol of the applicante,
guCcessors, or assigns, and that are not the result of
%&ﬁiz fanlt or negligence; b} granting of the fims

Ztension would nob be conbrary to the general plan or
gaﬁ%nﬁ cofder @) granting of the tims extension would &@h
be contrary to the original reasons for the granting of the
parnity and 4)  the tine extension granted shall be for a
periodl not to excesd the period. ﬁfi@iﬁ&ii? granbed for
performanue {(l.e., 2 wﬁx@ité%ﬁ to e performed within ane
yaur may be extended Tor ap to one &ﬁﬁiti&ﬁmi FEar)
Purther, should any of the condltions not be met or
gubatantislly complied vwith in a timely fg&hiaﬁ§ the
Divaector mav initiate procaedures to nulllify the permit.
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any guestions on thisg matter.

Thomas A. Krileger
Chairman, Planning Comaission _

oc: Depariment of Public Works
Bapartment of Water Bupply
Counlty Raal Property Taxw Division
Planning Office - K@ﬁa
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