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Mr. William, H. Mansfield
“Captain Cook, Hawail 96704
‘Deatr Mr. Mansfield:

'ggecial Permit éygléﬁ&ﬂi@ﬁ(%&ﬂ%)
. Tax Map Key §~2-01:5%

The Planning COﬁMLS&lOn at its ﬁulv held publiy hgaxlng on Marocn
_11, 1981, considered your apwiication for a Bpecial pPermit

o allow
a caretaker's living guarters on 1.9 acres of

land situated within the State Lana Ise ﬁqziaultural ﬂlStElét ac
'ﬁ&al&kéku&; Soutﬁ Kuna, Hawail.

The-comm;&ulan vut@c to- deny vour special parnit application
basad on the f llow1ng findings; ST . : :

- The petitlﬂnﬂﬁ has noh dem@ngbrateﬁ that the proposed use

-will not be caqtrarf to the objectives sought tou be aca@mﬁixsned
by the State Land Use District Regulations.
are intended to preserve, protecti and
0f lands in the jtate

These regulations
_ gncourage the development
for those uses to whilch these lands are
“best suited in the interest of public ‘health and welfare of the
people of the State of Wawaii. Under the sState Land Use
‘District &egulatiaﬁ tne uses and activities permitted within
the Agricultural District are primarily related to agriéultur
Housing which 1is occupied by'gergaﬁs ngagéﬁ in ayricultural
o activities on the sragart is permitted. In this gazatlauiax '
case, however, there is an existing single family on the subject
‘property. Thé petitioner is now reguesting that he be allowed
to construct a caretaker's living guarters on the §za9%rtys
Although the application form refers to a “caretaker's living
guarters,” in his reasons and the site plan sumetﬁﬁd w1§n iﬁm
-a@glzcutxgn, referesnce is also made to a "guest hous '
Further, in his reasons, the petitioner aldo stated that “tﬁis

building will be for guarters for a farm hand.® Therefore,
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there is a discrepancy as to what the actual use of the propozad
bhuilding will be. In fact, it -is guestionable as to what the

aﬁtuai use mt the wrag@saa builﬁlng ﬁlil Q%.

. Bven 1i a so- callaa'“*arm hand® @i@?@%@g ko reside in the
additional living unit, in this particular case, it is

determined that this l.9-acre lot is not larg@ enaugn to yrovide
 full-scale agricultural activities to support two haa%%aalds.

Furthiermore, an on-site inspection conducted by the staff

Srevealed that the land is not currently being used for active
“agricultural purposes, " Althouygh there are some coffee trees and
‘banana plants on the property, the basic use of this yf@gerty

can be characterized as residential in nature. Further, it is

felt that persons conmucting so=galled “backvard farming®
activities should have no need for assistance, yﬁrtlcularlv
5fv¢iw*zméf live~in @avigy@cs, TE the land was sctively us sed for
Cagricultural purposes, -thenh the @@tltlun@z ‘could have : :
jeenstructeg a farm agalllng for his worker, provided that the

1&%&@: 8 mijE source oi income is irom %&rgiﬁg on the land,

 The 1ntent of. ¥9ewimi F@rﬁlt _ag t@ ﬁzﬁv;@@ Ll@xiglllfg to

accommodate those uses which are deemed tc be both unusial and
‘reasonable and which would not be contrary ko the objectives

o sought to be accomplished by the Land Use Law and Regulations,
It has been found that there are no unusual and reasonable ...

attributes related -to the proposed use wiich would warrant its

approval. Further, the proposed use would be contrary t@ the =

Land Use Law obijective of protechting agrlcultural lands.  The ~
basic large-lot residential use of the land is incongruous to
the Obj@Cth@m of the Land Use Law, ‘The caretakers® guarters or

‘guest cottage will &iiactlval@ intensify the resldential usaye
oL ths subject gr@ﬁazty. In essence, the aubg@aﬁ gr@p&rtg would
Che supporting two residences of two . ‘families instedd of ong .
o family. The yatentinl for surrounding anﬁ/@r gimilar areas to
heve one basit hows eand one "caretaker's living Qud&iars“'@r

Pguest cott@g@“ wouid be undeniable if~ this r@%uwsi were

-_-a@gffveﬁ; éuch a @xallfer&tian wgglé be directly contrary to
“the Land Use Law. It ig therefore felt that the granting of the
 @£$$0&% use will alter or change the @g%@ﬁ;;&i character of the
dand of zus ?zesant use,  The proposs use would also adversely

affect the uvruunﬁLng properties and thelr sxisting uses and
zmpravgmﬁﬁtg. Co : S
In additcion, the granting of this particular reguest will

nave the long-range effect of unreasonably Qufﬁﬁﬁing public
agencies to provide services, lmgrevementg and f&c;lzﬁlam, sach
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as ;Oaﬁg, and fire and police protegition, by orsating an

cunanticipated need for such services. In fact, the existing
roadways are substandard based on the mlui%&m Subdivision Code

ragulrements,

: . Purther, there are no gpvecial or. unusual circumstances
applying to the subject property which do not gensrally apply to
gurrounding properties or lmgxuvéﬁﬁﬁtw in the seme district. It
has been found that the area under consideration has no special
prunusual topoyraphle or similar i&&Lufﬁw wﬁzcﬁ would deprive
“the ‘petitioner of &uggtaniial property rights or which would
S dnterfere wikth the Desih use or manner 0f Jdevelopment of the
csubject propecty. The @@tliian@r iz in fact snjoving his
Cproperty rights in that there is an existing residence on the

operty Becausse nu unusual &Qﬁﬁitlﬁﬁﬁ.wgiﬁu,_iﬁ% a§§§GVal of
the petition %ﬁﬁié{ﬂﬁnghg cute a grant of pesrsonal or ¢§£ﬂ1ai :

cpriviiege i Fﬁa %i‘ -eht with the limitations upon wiher g

ig
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4 circumstances, it is @é'afni%ﬁf that,

: ﬁ@gﬁm Ton the above state
to & degree, the granting of this. &&ZL$ ular reguest will be
contrary to the General Plan, ' ' o o
.ﬁ'a%nlai by the Commlgsion of the desired use Shdl; e
appeaiable Lo the Circuit Court in which the land is situated &ﬁd
snall ke made gdiﬁ&@ﬂt_ﬁﬁ.tnw Hawaill Rules of Civil ?Las¢amfz.
“We will ﬁ&fgaz@arﬁiﬁ Syou a certified bayf'@i'ﬁné ﬁ%ﬁiﬁiﬁﬁ.ﬁf%%: '
Cas Booh dg-iﬁ%j ocument 1 ramﬂzaﬁ. ' RTINS IR TR T
%héaiﬁ the @ bé igztﬁ@f qu&&tiens on amz matﬁéz; slease feel
é} iy to o :

'ﬁ'?"‘%

&éﬁ% t@ &%ai ot the ﬁLdﬁ?&ﬁ”
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