for HILO SUGAR CO., LTD.

. EWART, G.R.
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May 11, 1966

Mr. G. R. Ewart, III
Assistant Secretary

Hilo Sugar Company, Ltd.
P. 0, Box 3470
Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Mr. Ewart:

Transmitted herewith are the findings, conclusions and
decision of the Land Use Commission in the matter of your
petition (A65-82).

Very truly yours,

GEORGE S. MORIGUCHI
Executive Officer
Enel,
cc: Chairman Thompson
Roy Takeyama, Legal Counsel



LAND USE COMMISSION
STATZ OF HAWAIIL

IN THE MATTZR OF THE PITITION)
BY HILO SUGAR COMPANY, A65-82)

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF
LAW AND DECISION

The above Petition to amend the Land Use District Boundaries
from agricultural to urban having come on for hearing, and the
Land Use Commission having duly considered the evidence now

finds and concludes as follows:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. That the Petition encompasses a 2-acre tract and a
5.8-acre tract which is in the Agricultural District, situated
at Hilo, Hawaii. Hereafter, the 2-acre tract is referred to as
Tract "A" (TMK 2-3-35) and the 5.,8-acre tract as Tract "B" (TMK
2~3=44 and 2-3-38),

2., That the Pretitioner proposes to develop the subject
lands for residential purposes,

3. That all of Tract "A" is owned by the Petitioner and
that only a portion of Tract "B" is owned by the Petitioner,

4, That Tract "A" is completely planted to cane and that
portions of Tract "B" have about 2 acres planted in cane, and
about 3.8 acres partly vacant and partly in pasture.

5. That the soils in Tract "A" are generally of the Hilo
silty clay loam 12 to 16 inches thick. sSuch soils are chiefly

used for cane cultivation,
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6. That the soils in Tract "B" are of the Hilo family
with soils 4 to 12 inches thick in an area with a high propor-
tion of Pahoehoe lava outcropns. The soil is suitable for
machine cultivation of cane and for forage crops.

7. That the average annual rainfall in the area is approx-
imately 150 inches.

8. That water service is available to both tracts of land,

9. That the tracts are accessible by urban standard roads
and are in close proximity to a high school, a hospital, a
library, a police station, and various offices of government
agencies and urban facilities of iilo,

10, That Tracts "A" and "B" do include lands with a high
capacity for intensive cultivation,

11, That sufficient reserve areas for a 1l0~year urban
growth have already been provided in Hilo.

12, That the overall density of residential lands in the
dilo Urban District is less than one housing unit for each 1,2
acres., That this density is considerably less than the standard
for Rural District lot sizes, indicating that an excessive

amount of land has been placed in Urban Districts.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. That the Petitioner has failed to prove that the land
is needed for use other than that for which the district in which

it is situated is classified.
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2. That sufficient urban areas for foreseeable urban growth
in close proximity to the lands under consideration have already
been placed in the Urban District,

3. That conditions and trends of development have not
changed materially since the adoption of the present classifi-
cation so as to justify the amendment of the present boundary
to permit urban uses of the lands under consideration.

4, While there is evidence that said lands could be
developed for urban uses, there is overriding evidence that an
agricultural classification is the proper classification of the

lands under petition in the interest and welfare of the public.
DECISION

Based on the evidence presented and the findings of facts
and conclusions of law, it is the decision of the Land Use
Commission that the Petition for change from an Agricultural
District to an Urban District be denied.

Dated at Honolulu, Hawaii, this ___ day of April, 1966.

LAND USE COMMISSION
STATE OF HAWAII

By

Myron Thompson, Chairman




ADDRESS REPLY TO
‘‘THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF HAWAII'"
AND REFER TO
INITIALS AND NUMBER

CABLE ADDRESS:
ATTGEN

. BERT T. KOBAYASHI
RYT: ] hs ATTORNEY GENERAL
12b
STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 [ N TES ) T "
h { i .‘.:) (= U\ i=s i1 Ly
May 2, 1966 U 4/
MEMORANDUM " -
TO: Mr. George S. Moriguchi
Executive Officer
Land Use Commission
FROM: Roy Y. Takeyama

Deputy Attorney General

SUBJECT: Approval as to Form
(Land Use Petitions)

The findings of fact, conclusions of law and
decision In the Matter of the Petitions by Hilo Sugar
Company (A-65-82) and Earl V. Truex (A-64-78) are
approved as to form subject to the following:

Whether conclusions of law Nos. 2, 3, 5, 6
and 7 stated In the Matter of the Petition by
Molly D. Zimring (A-64-72), with modifications,
are applicable in the instant petitions.

ra
/) i7 ) » .
/ ,»,’177 ¢ //,7[’ ',//&z«,.» I S
ROY Y. /TAKEYAMA '
Deputy Attorney General

encls.



" LAND USE COMMISSION
STATE OF HAWAII -

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITI0Ng7_
BY HILO SﬁQAR.CQMPﬁNf,vgﬁﬁﬁﬁz;'

FTRBIHGS OF FACT, CONGLHBIONb oF
il LAW,%gﬂ DEEISI@N

i

The abova Petitioa ta amend the Land Use Diatrict Boundaries

' fth agrieuktural to urban haviﬂg coﬁu on fer haaring, and thn

”*_finag and goneludes as fallewse"' 2t ay

5 FINBIﬁGS OF FACT

1. That the Potitien encampasses a 2-acra traet and a

._vsua-acre tract vhich 19 in thﬁ Agricultural Distriet, situated

at. Hilo, ﬂawaii. Heraaftar, the 2-a¢re tract 13 refarred ta as
‘*Traut am (THK 2-3-35) and the S.B-acre traet as Tract wg (TMK
’2~3~44 and'2~8-38). s
' 2 That tha Petltioner proposes to develop the subJact
'“1anﬂs for residential purposas.; S i 1
““3; That all of Tract "A" is owned by the Petitioner and
J-nthat iny a pertian of Tract ”B“ is owned by the. Petitioner.
4, That Tr&ct “A” is eampletely planted to eane and that
'pertionn of Tract ”B” have about 2 acres planted in aann, and
 nbout 38 acres partly vacant and partly in paeturaa‘
| 5, That the goils in Tract "A" are gonerally of the Hilo
iailty alay loam 13 to 16 inchss thick. Sueh soiln are chiefly;.

o used far cana eultivatinna



- 6 That the gnils in Tract 5" ke of the Hila family
with nnila 4 to 12 1nehaa thick in an area with a high prapor~ ,

yf; tion of Pahaehoe 1ava @utarﬂps. The soil 15 suitabla far i

gnnehina cultivatien af eana and for foraso craps. _+3*._ _
e 7. That the avarage annual raiwfnll in the abea is approx~_
vinatoly 150 inehen. ’ g '_ Lt
. "~Ja; That water service is available tﬁ bath tracts of land.'
| . That the tracts are aecessibla by urban standard roaﬂa f
lfand are in claa& pruximity to a high achﬂal, a hoapital, a
|  library, a poliee station‘ and varieﬂs atfices of government »
'agehcian and urban facilities of Hilo,. ‘ :
 -'10. That Tracta "A“ and "B" do include lands with a high

"q@pacitv for intansive cultivatian. a2 _'
5 ﬂli. That suffici&nt ramarvg areas for ‘flo-ygéé arban' i,
vgrowth have already baen provided in Hila. : . _'~ |

| ‘°12, ‘That the averall danaity @f resideatial lands in the
.Hilo Grhan Bistrict is less than one hou51ng unit for each 1, g
”acres._ That this density is censiderably lesa than the standard
far Rurai Diatriet lnt sizes, 1nd1cating that an. exeessive

~ amount Qfllapd‘haa been placed inCUrban Districts.

1. That #ﬁﬂ Petitienar ha& failed to nrove that the land

is needed for 353; §n£n than tpat for which the distriet in ‘which
i igg is_Bituated_is_claasified.M ¢

,5.2'.1-.7:5 é s
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ﬁ" {;in close proximity to th@ lands under consideration ‘have alraady

2. That Suffieient'urban aréas for‘fdresaeable'urban"growth

been placed in the Urhan Eiﬁtrict.

3. That cendltiona and trends ot develgpment have nat

o

{"ehanged materially since the aduptlan of the present classifi-“.'

'uation 80 as ta Justify the amendment of the present bound&ry

' to purmit urhan uses of the lands undar canaid@ratinu.__

'4g Whila there is evidence. that ﬁaid lands could be

‘davelaped ror urban uses, there is averri&ing evidence that an ; 

'agrlcultural classificatian is the prapar classifieation of the

- lands under petltion 1n the interest and wolfara of thn publie.

v'aggi,:eu

- Based on the evidenme preaented and the tindings ‘of facta .

and eonclusiong af law, it is th@ dec1aien of tha Land Usa ‘

Cummission that the Petition fﬂr change from an Agricultural

r;niatriet ta an Urhan Distriet be deniud.v'

 °Cert1f1cat1on':_ ,

,;I do hereb} certlfy that the

Bat&d at Hﬂnﬂlulu, Hawaii, thia g';i'fday b£»ﬁpril, 1966,

-;Qp LAND USE COMMISSION
" STATE OF HAWAIT

foregoing is a full, true and

‘scorregt copy of the orlglnal

) e e. f. ‘..“" J‘

"'3““'

on %{19 i thlﬁ,off

o
'~"£ £

._ zmﬁ/ Se
- George,. ﬁ,bﬁorlguchl //,g~@? i ‘
X cutlve Offlce£/ VAL G T e e

S Qﬁ&'Takeyamh
Deputy &ttorney General
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LAND USE COMMISSION
S?AT%ZQ?,E&%&II

IN THE MATTER OF THE ﬁmwxrxea;
. BY_HILO SUGAR COMPANY a,sm,;_,,*

FINDINGS ﬂF FﬁCT,fcﬁwﬂLUSIﬁﬂb oF

_ Thﬁ aheve P%titton ta anand tho Lanﬁ ﬂsg ﬁistriat Baundurion it
“‘frou agriqultaral to nrban havlng cuma ua“ier haaring, and tha '
Land Uaa Baﬂﬁiniiun having dnly eonsiﬁered the evidence now

finﬁs and can&indna as fnllawuz '

1. Thnt thﬁ Pctitian ennampasaas a 3-aara traet and a |

.75.8-aera tract whieh is 1n th‘ Agrienltural nistriet, situated

»*‘._at ﬁilo. E&wnii. Htrsaft-r, the 2-acre traet 13 refﬁrvad to as

. Tract "A"™ (TMK 2-3-35) and the 5. a-uara tract as Traet "y (rux- ‘
;a-a~44 and 2~3-aa). ' e |
» ﬁg !hat the Pbtitianar praposoa ta ﬁgvnlap the suhjaet
'landn fﬁr raﬁidantial purpenau. '
| 3. That all of Tract "A" is owned by thﬁ Pntitianer and
;that anly a purttan of Tract “B“ is owned by thm Petitioner.
’ ,4. That Tra@t "&” is aaaﬁletaly plantad tc aana nudAthat »
- portions af Traot “B“ have about 2 acres planted in aanw, and
‘.ahaut 3.8 acres partly vaaaat and partly in panture. »
5o That the sailn in Traut "A" are gﬁnerally af the Hila %
.ailty clay loam 12 to 16 inehea thick.‘ Such aaila:ara ahiarly

 used tar‘egna_eultivation..



s e H ¢ .

“lBw

. That zha soils in. Priet “B“ gra of tha Hila fanily

‘wq,fgwath a¢11u 4 to 12 inches thick in an areu wiﬁh a ‘high propor-

 15,’t1an uf Pahuahoa lava 0utcr@pm. Thc nnil 1a tuitﬁble for

'l;m_nnahiaa eultlvation nf‘cana and tar tamagq arapa.;, ‘

5 i ,?;ﬁj§ _t tha avaga;«ahn;7”
s;inatcly 150 inches., - ',Hi_ ; =
8 Thnt tainr ninvigi tu awailnblewgaihéth traatl of lanﬁ ¥

"“’T(ig; Tﬂat tha tragtg ara acaeaaihla by u#han standard raads 5

maﬂﬁxnll in thﬁ area 1: apprax-

Cahd are 1n elnao  75}

nylibrary, a p@liea statinn, and variauu @tfiaea at gavnrnneat i

biufty ta a high swhnal, a h&spital, a‘

‘ agausiaa and nrbun facikitiea ar Hilo. Wt e ,
That Tractq man a ﬂnﬂ a« inainda Landn with a high

'*fggﬁayaeity fnr 1uten¢iv¢ cultivatiom.--

| ‘~1.11;,_?jft sufficient reserve abaas fnr a lﬂwynar urban
: f-grawth have alreaﬂy been pr@vid»d in Hil¢¢ A -
ot th@ overall density of ruaidnﬂtiui laada in the

" §11a<Urban mistriat ix less than one hﬂusiﬂg unit. rar each 1, 2

:ﬁaa acr¢a.° ?hat this daasity i& ean&iﬁer&bly less than the stundard

~for Rurai ﬂiatriet lat sizes, 1nﬁient1ng that an axccssivai“

"7amaunt at land has baen plaaad in Urban Districts.,‘

; mmw:smm w ,mw i

"1; That the Pesitioner has failed e five that the land
“ ,13 uaudad rar use uthar than that far whieh the diutriat in whieh
e ia &1tﬂatad is olassified.



i i S

3

‘__‘a; That sufficient urban ar@aa for forese»able urban srawth
in close praxiuity ta tha 1andu undar eanaidaratiaﬁ hava alraaﬂy

"been\placed in the Urban ﬂigtriet. | i
| o -;,3.' That aan&itianﬂ and tr&nda of devulnpnnnt hava not | ”-  -ﬂ :T4
v iehanged materially utuca the adaptinn of tha prasent clamatti~ e
ﬁheatiea 80 aa to juatify the aienﬂaent of the praaont boundary
ai ta parﬁit urban uses et thc lands andar ﬁanaiﬂeratinn.
' ?;4; Ehila thﬁrq is evidanee that aaiﬁ lands conld be |
davalﬁpaﬁ f@r urban ussa, thnre 1a everriding evidaaaa that an

" agriau1tura1 claa&ifiaatian 13 thu proper elassifiaatian of the 0

 “';  1aud; unﬁer patitina 1n the intareat and walfara at tha public.f“"”

: Baaad on thn aviﬂﬁn@a gresantad and tha finéings nf tautnlt

"uéand canelnsiama of law, it is the dae*siﬁn at the Langd Use.

‘“ [Certif1cat1on--“ :

‘  60aniasian that the Petition f@r ehangs fram an Agrlcultural_"
Bistriat ta an Urban Diatrict he ﬂeniaﬂ,,_~;w ‘
' mzea at %mmm, Hmmli this day m‘ April. 1966,

LAHB trfs:s‘: COMMISSION
. STATR OF BAWAIT

Hyron Thanpaen,.a f'

I do hereby certify that thg /
foregoing is a full, true an& :

. _correct copy of the ariginal

on flle in th1$ affxce.

.';0riguch1
Lxecutlve Qfficer
Lanﬂ Uae Cammiﬁsion

‘ﬁaor e 5,

Apprevad as ta foru and 1egality'

i ﬁa T"keyana
Beputy Attorney General



/' LAND USE COMMISSION
. STATE OF RAWATI

Thc ahavn ﬁbtitian to anond tha Laad D:ﬁ Biatriet Boundaries

,;,“fr@u agrieultﬁral to ﬁrban hnving uﬁne ah Ian*haarins, and the

 , Land.ﬁs¢ Eoua&nninn hsviag duly'agaaiﬁsr&d the oviéenan now

f;_m aw ﬁﬁwlmu “ fﬁllm: } e

w m

ﬁi. That thp Pﬁtiﬁlaﬁ enuampasses a z-anra traet anﬁ a &

, £€7s.a~acro trant uhiﬁh 15 in thm agrinultnral uistrict, nitaatad
  ?7(ut Hllo, Eiwgli. ﬁorgattur, tkt a-aera trnct ia rofcrrod ta as ‘

‘7Trnet “A” (THK aﬁsuaa) anﬂ %hﬂ B ﬁ~aere tract as Tract “B“ (TN&
' ,2~3»44 and g-sqas). | e |
e , .gf. Th&t thn Fﬁtitinner prapnsns te ﬂav&ltg tha aubjuet |
vlguda tur residantial purposes. A | :
Sy That all of Tract "A" is @wnea . the Petitioner and s
’fithnt ealy a partiaa of Tract B 1a ‘owned hy the Pntitiansr._ .
4 That Traet ”A“ is annpietaly plantod ta cane and that

:";partiann ar Traat “B“ hava ahant 2 aaran plantad 1n nane, and

v;_;ahoat 3.& acran p&rtly vaaant and partly in pantnrg._j,:
i ?hst ths sailn in Traat “%” are gtnarnily of the Hilo
“{aalty elay lenu 12 to 16 1n¢heﬂ thick. Sueh suila are anisrly,‘

u :nlwd rar cane aultlvatian.



® e T
6. 'Tyat'tha'aelié in Tract "B" are of the Hﬂloffaaily
" iith3.o11#v4 to 12 inches thick in an area with & high propor—
tion of ?ahaahoe'lava cuterops. The soil is auitnhle,rorv
machine eultivation of cane and tar forugo creps. {4

7o That the average annual rainrall in tha area is apyrox-
;x.m»., 150 inches. L i i
e water service u availablu to both tracts of land.
 ;;‘9. That tho tracts are aeasaaibla by urhan standard roads
“ané'ééa';n Lclose proxiuity ﬂe a nigh sahﬁal. a hospital, a
flihrary, a pa;icé'szutloh, and variuua uttlnoa uf gavornnsnt
_nguncius and urban faeilitia& ef‘ﬂilo.

10, Thut T?aeta “A“ and "8“ do 1nc1udo landu with a high

gapacity for intansiva «altivatlon. ,
% 8 !nut aufrzeient raaarve areas for a lonynar urban |
growth have already haen provided in Hile. : ;
; 12, That the overall density of resiﬁoatinl iands in the
Hilu vrhan ﬁiatrict is less than one hausing unit for oach 1 2
acres. That this density iu conasiderably less than the atandard
fﬁr Rural District lot sizes, 1ndieating that,gn excessive
‘amount of land has been placed in Urban Btstriets.'

 CONCLUSIONS OF y_x_g

1. That the Potitienar hns tatlod to nrove that the land
is noeded for use other than that for which the distriet in which'
-4t is sitnatodAis clagsifiad,



® o o
2. That sufficient urben areas for foresecable urban growth

in eloné'préxiaity to thg lands under considovation'nave already
been placed in the Urban District, s

5. That conditions and trends of development have not
changed naterially since the adoption of ﬁhﬁ prcsant clanaift--
ecation so aa to justify the anondnont of the present boundary ;
to yormit urban uses of tha Lund: unﬂwr cansidnration.

4. While there is evidonca that said lanﬁa could be

| f,'d@Vglnpad for urban uses, there is ovovriaingyavidonce that an

sgricultural clagsification is the prépe?»elnssiticntion of the
_lands under petition in the interest and welfare of the public.

DECISION

Based on thﬁ eviﬁeneu praaented and tha findinga of faacn
. and conclusions of law, it 1s tha dae?sian of the Land Hsa
Couniaaian that the Petition Iar chango frog B0 Agriculturul
bi:triat to an Urban District be duuisﬁ.”' ,
_>Hated atAﬂonalnlu, flawail, this ___ day of April, 1966.

LAND USE COMMISSION
STATE, OF HAWAYT

' i . By : |
'Certificationz » e f;ﬂyroa‘Tﬁwnpaong*ahairnan
# i do haroby certiry Shat the - e ‘
_foregoing is a full,’ true and

correct copy of the original
on file inm this otflca. A g

' Georga §. Hbriguchi :
T Executive Officerc . v oquy o pr ey
Lﬂnd Uss qumission i T e g

5 Appraved‘as to form and legality:

Koy Takeyama
Deputy Attorney General



George 8. Hoviguchi

July 30, 1965

Mr. G. R, Bware, III
Agsistant Secretary
fiilo Suger Company, Ltd.
P, 0, Box 3470
Honolulu, Hawaii

Deay Mr. Buart:

The petition (465~82) by the Hilo Sugar Company, Ltd. to imcorporate
- & Z-seve trect (portivm of Third Division parcel THE 243-35:1) and a
g«pere trect (Third Divisiom parcels THMK 2-3-39: 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9 and
10; portion of Third Division parcel TMK 2-3-38: 3; snd portiom of Thivd
Division parcel TME 2+3-44:9) to the Hile Urbam District was demied by
the Land Use Commission at its meeting om July 23, 1965,

Prior to teking sction on your petitiom, the enclosed memo m read
te the Commission. Ny, Bill Hartmenm spoke im favey of the petitionm,
answering questions put to him by members of the Commission.

A motion was made to demy the petition im its estivety. The motion
was passed by a vote of 6 to 2. ; :

Should you desive amy further informstion, ov heve any questions,
please feel free to comtact us. :

Singerely yours,

| S . . GEORGE S, MORIGUCHI
Bnel, - 1 €i5 : . Emecutive 0fficer
ec: Chaiymen Thompsom . : , :
Howail Plamming Commission

Department of Tawstion




STATE OF HAWAIIL
LAND USE COMMISSION

Minutes of Meeting

Lihue Police Station

1:30 P.M., =~ July 23, 1965
Commissioners Myron B. Thompson, Chairman
Present: Jim P. Ferry

Shelley Mark
Robert G. Wenkam
Leslie E. L. Wung
Goro Imaba
Charles Ota

Shiro Nishimura

Absent: C. E. S. Burns
Staff Present: George S. Moriguchi, Executive Officer

Raymond S. Yamashita

Gordon Soh, Associate Planner
Ah Sung Leong, Draftsman

Roy Takeyama, Legal Counsel
Dora Horikawa, Stenographer

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Thompson.

ADOPTION OF MINUTES

Mr. Yamashita requested that the adoption of the minutes of the meetings held
on May 7, 8, 27 and 28, 1965 be taken up first. Chairman asked for corrections,
deletions or additions to the minutes. Commissioner Wenkam referred to page 4,
paragraph 8, of the May 7th meeting. It was his feeling that Mr. Hansen's in-
tent was not as recorded--but that Mr. Hansen felt an obligation to the stock-
holders. Commissioner Wenkan suggested and Chairman Thompson ordered that the
following addition be made: '"He felt he had to be fair to the stockholders as
well,"”

Commissioner Wenkam also referred to page 32 of the May 7th meeting and requested
that an omission be inserted in the minutes--between Mr. Hulten and Commissioner
Ferry's conversation--namely, the fact that he made a motion to adjourn, which
was seconded by Commissioner Mark. :

Chairman Thompson approved the minutes as corrected. Since there were no correc-
tions to the minutes of the May 8, 27 and 28, 1965 meetings, they were approved
as circulated.

ACTION TAKEN

V/PETITION OF HILO SUGAR COMPANY (A65-82) TO INCORPORATE A TWO ACRE TRACT (HERE-
AFTER REFERRED TO AS TRACT A) AND A NINE ACRE TRACT (HEREAFTER REFERRED TO AS
TRACT B) INTO THE HILO URBAN DISTRICT FOR AN UNSPECIFIED URBAN USE



Mr. Gordon Soh presented the memorandum prepared by staff on the above petition
(see memorandum on file). Staff recommended denial of the petition except for
transfer of a 36,000 square foot (0.826 acre) portion of the 5.8 acre tract from
an Agricultural to an Urban District on which they recommended approval. The
denial was based on the lack of evidence on the need for additional urban lands
and the agricultural use and potential of the lands under petition. The reasonms
for approval of the 36,000 square foot portion were the proximity to "city-like"
concentrations, satisfactory topography and drainage and consistency with the
County General Plan.

In reply to Commissioner Wenkam's query as to whether Hilo Sugar had any master
plan of this area, Mr. Soh replied it was part of the County General Plan. Mr.
Soh also agreed that the acres being petitioned by Hilo Sugar Company were part
of the County General Plan for urban use, but that the staff was recommending
urbanization of only a 36,000 square foot portion at this time, in answer to
Chairman Thompson's question. To clarify the 36,000 square foot portion in
question, Mr. Yamashita pointed out the parcel on the wall map and also stated
that all of this parcel was not owned by the Hilo Sugar Company. Commissioner
Wung raised the question of legality in the matter of Hilo Sugar Company peti-
tioning for boundary change of land which did not belong to them.

Upon Chairman's invitation, Mr. Bill Hartman of C. Brewer Company testified in
behalf of Hilo Sugar Company, after he was duly sworn in by the Chairman. Mr.
Hartman proceeded to read a letter addressed to Mr. Martin Black of Hilo Sugar
Co., originating from the office of Ushijima and Nakamoto, attorneys in Hilo,

in which a firm offer had been made for the parcel under petition. Mr. Hartman
continued that there seemed to be a great demand for land in this area. He went
on to cite examples of other developments in the vicinity which had been com-
pletely sold out. He also pointed out that part of the land was now under
planter's lease and assessed at such a high tax rate that the planters could not
afford to raise sugar cane to pay the taxes and were about ready to give up this
venture.

Following a brief question and answer period, Commissioner Ota moved to deny
the petition because the land was being used intensively for agriculture at the
present time, and that there were other lands in the Hilo vicinity which could
be used for urban purposes. Commissioner Nishimura seconded the motion. The
Commissioners were polled as follows:

Ayes: Commissicners Inaba, Ota, Mark, Nishimura, Ferry and Chairman
Thompson

Nays: Commissioners Wung and Wenkam

The motion was carried and the total petition was denied.

PETITION OF LIHUE PLANTATION (A64-79°) TO AMEND THE URBAN DISTRICT BOUNDARY AT
LIHUE SO AS TO PLACE APPROXIMATELY 16.6 -ACRES CURRENTLY IN AN AGRICULTURAL
DISTRICT INTO AN URBAN DISTRICT, AND APPROXIMATELY 11.1 ACRES CURRENTILY IN AN
URBAN DISTRICT INTO AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT IN ORDER TO ACCOMMODATE A SPECIFIC
PLAN FOR RESIDENTIAL AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT: Area described by Fourth -
Division TMK 3-6 and 3-7 (Portion).

The background and analysis on the above petition were presented by Gordon Soh
(copy of report on file). The original staff recommendation of May 7, 1965 to
approve petition was revised as follows:
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a) Approve the addition of 16.6 acres to the Lihue Urban District, and

b) Deny the removal of 11.1 acres from the Lihue Urban District except
for that portion petitioned for between the Hoolaka Street extension
and the Hanamaulu Cutoff Road alignment.

The revision was based on the petitioner's statement in a letter dated May 13,
1965 to the effect that the petition was merely to accommodate engineering re-
quirement s for the development except for the Ahukini triangle; and also on
Regulation 2.7 (d) which requires the inclusion of Urban Districts of sufficient
reserve areas for urban growth in appropriate locations based on a 10-year pro-
jection.

Chairman Thompson opened the floor for discussion. Commissioner Wenkam com-
mented that his familiarity of the Lihue area would lead him to believe that the
present Urban District encompassed by the present boundary lines which Lihue
Plantation believes will be needed for urban growth over the next five years was
a very conservative one. Within the next five years, there would be considerably
more land needed in Lihue; that there was a shortage of land in the Lihue area,
both fee simple and leasehold. He recommended that we should deny the petition
in whole, with the idea that the petitioner will come at a later date to request
a more reasonable amount of land to be rezoned in line with the master plan.

Chairman Thompson asked if any representative of the petitioner was present. Mr.
Sam Keala, Engineer for Lihue Plantation, was duly sworn in and made the follow-
ing presentation in behalf of Lihue Plantation.

Mr. Keala pointed out that unlike Oahu and some of the other highly developed
islands, which communities have already excelled themselves as far as develop-
ment is concerned, Kauai was just getting into the development phase. He stated
that he believed Lihue Plantation was the only landowner on Kauai who had started
such a big development. He felt that urban land presently planted in cane could
accommodate the present needs of the people of Kauai. He emphasized that these
were in fee simple and not leasehold.

Commissioner Ferry moved that urbanization as recommended by the staff report be
accepted. Commissioner Mark seconded the motion. The Commissioners were polled
as follows:

Ayes: Commissioners Wung, Wenkam, Mark, Ferry

Nays: Commissioners Nishimura, Inaba, Ota and Chairman Thompson
The motion to accept staff report was not carried.
Chairman Thompson announced that the Commission would now vote on the total pe-
tition. Commissioner Wung moved for denial of the petition which was seconded
by Commissioner Inaba. The votes were as follows:

Ayes: Commissioners Wung, Inaba, Ota, Wenkam, Nishimura

'~ Nays: Commissioners Mark, Ferry and Chairman Thomps n

The motion for denial was carried.




PETITION OF HAWAIIAN HOMES LAND COMMISSION (A64-72) TO AMEND THE KUHIO (PUUKAPU)
VILLAGE URBAN DISTRICT BOUNDARY IN KAMUELA TO INCORPORATE A SINGLE LOT OF 0.89
ACRES: Described as a portion of Third Division parcel TMK 6-4-04

Mr. Gordon Soh read the memorandum prepared by staff on the above petition. No
additional evidence was submitted to alter original staff findings or recommen-
dations to approve the petition to add a 0.89 acre remnant of an agricultural
subdivision to the adjoining Kuhio Urban District. Since there was no further
discussion or question, Commissioner Wung moved to accept the staff recommenda-
tion, which was seconded by Commissioner Nishimura. The motion was carried
unanimously.

PETITION OF EARL V. TRUEX (A64-78) FOR THE CREATION OF A FIFTY ACRE URBAN DISTRICT
ALONG PECK ROAD IN THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT NEAR MOUNTAIN VIEW: Described as
Third Division Parcel TMK 1-8-06: 92

Staff memorandum on the above petition was presented by Mr. Gordon Soh (See copy
on file). Mr. Soh also read a letter written by the petitioner dated July 16,
1965, in which he expressed his dissenting views concerning staff's recommenda-
tion to deny his petition. Since there was no further discussion, Commissioner
| Wung moved that the petition by Mr. Earl Truex be denied, seconded by Commis-
| sioner Inaba. The Commissioners were polled as follows:

Ayes: Commissioners Wung, Inaba, Ota, Wenkma, Mark, Ferry, Nishimura and
Chairman Thompson

Petition was denied.

PETITION OF DILLINGHAM INVESTMENT CORPORATION (A65-80) FOR AN EXTENSION OF THE
URBAN DISTRICT BOUNDARIES AT CAPTAIN COOK, IN THE SOUTH KONA DISTRICT ON THE
ISLAND OF HAWAII SO AS TO INCORPORATE AN AREA OF APPROXIMATELY NINE ACRES:
Described as a portion of Third Division Parcel TMK 8-0-08: 1

Memorandum prepared by staff was read by Mr. Gordon Soh (See copy on file).
Staff denial of petition was based on the fact that no evidence had been pre-
sented to substantiate a need for the addition of nine acres to the Urban Dis-
trict and that the existing Urban District provided a sufficient reserve area
for foreseeable urban growth. The memorandum also pointed out that the proposed
development was inconsistent with the plan for Kona, scattered ribbon develop-
ments were contrary to the intent and purpose of the Land Use Law and the poten-
tial for economic and urban growth near Captain Cook was currently marginal at
best.

Commissioner Inaba wondered about development of the civic center which was being
planned for the near future in relation to the petitioner's request for exten-
sion of the urban district boundary. Mr. Soh replied thla t he had been unsuccess-
ful in his attempt to contact the architects in Honolulu to get an exact count

of agencies involved and people presently employed.

Mr. Tom Peterson, attorney for the petitioner, asked if it would be possible for
the Commissioners to look at the file containing supporting evidence which had
been submitted by the petitioner. He proceeded to enumerate the several points
outlined in file as follows:
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The land had no agricultural value.

2, Trading and employment facilities stimulate growth in need for
residences at location of lot.

Close location of every urban service necessary.

Lot is adjacent to area already urban.

Vicinity does not have reserve of urban land sufficient for the expected
growth of the next 5 to 10 years.

Good drainage.

Compatible with general plans.

Kona's urban growth will be in the 'highlands".

. Coffee orchards are a spare time, family garden project.

=

(S, S

O 00~y

Chairman Thompson made reference to the public hearing held previously at which
time availability of water had been posed as a problem in this area and the rea-
son for the non-development of adjacent lands. In reply, Mr. Peterson stated
that he did not think this would be a major problem since he had seen pipe lines
that had been recently installed in the area and his belief that they would con-
tinue to put the rest of the line all the way through.

Commissioner Inaba moved to approve the petition, which was seconded by Commis-
sioner Wung. The Commissioners voted as follows:

Ayes: Commissioners Wung, Inaba, Ota, Wenkam, Nishimura, Ferry and
Chairman Thompson

Nay: Commissioner Mark

Motion to approve petition was carried.

PETITION OF MAUI PINEAPPLE COMPANY (A(T)64-70), FOR A BOUNDARY CHANGE TO ADD
ABOUT 178 ACRES PRESENTLY IN AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT AND 136 ACRES PRESENTLY
IN A CONSERVATION DISTRICT TO THE HONOLUA URBAN DISTRICT FOR RESORT, HOUSING
AND OTHER DEVELOPMENTS: Described as a portion of Second Division TMK 4-2-01

Mr. Gordon Soh presented staff memorandum on the above petition. (See copy on
file). Staff recommendation was for incorporation of 93 acres into the Urban
Districts of Honolua and Napili, which together with the existing 85 acres in
the Honolua Urban District, would give a total of 178 acres for urban districet-
ing. Mr. Soh pointed out on the map the areas which would remain in conserva-
tion if staff recommendation were followed, in answer to Commissioner Wenkam's
question.

Commissioner Wenkam expressed his concern over the inaccessibility of beaches and
shorelines to the general public whenever a resort hotel was constructed along
these areas. He felt that broad public use of the beaches and shoreline should
continue to the maximum, and also that the economic well-being of Maui was de~
pendent upon having the shorelines accessible to the general public. He con-

tinued that the staff recommendation to conserve the strip of shoreline would
not in any way infringe on the plans for the proposed construction by Maui Pine-
apple Company.

Commissioner Ferry commented that recently the State auctioned several lots, but
due to the restrictions imposed by the condition of sale, people were very in-
terested in other available fee simple house lots. He said that these were
practically nil in this area. He said that the survival of any business is de-
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pendent upon the land prices that prevail, and with urban districting of this
particular area, there will be a large portion of the acreage devoted to fee
simple residential sale. Commissioner Ferry chose to differ with the impression
given that the retention of a portion of the shoreline in conservation would not
materially affect the development. He stated that in order for the developer to
get the maximum loan possible, the land would have to be unencumbered and free
from impediments.

Commissioner Wenkam felt that land was zoned not to create greater market values,
but rather in the broad interest of the State and community, and where ° there was
no demonstrated injury to the land owner, he felt the public interest should pre-
vail. He continued that the Land Use Commission was charged with setting up and
determining boundaries for conservation to include parks and beaches.

Mr. Colin Cameron, Executive Vice-President of the Maui Pineapple Company, was
sworn in by Chairman Thompson. Mr. Cameron opened his testimony with the state-
ment that he wholly agreed with Commissioner Wenkam's views, that he was ex-
tremely conscious of the long-term desirability of retaining open areas and that
the petitioner's plans called for retention of this area. However, the reason
for their request to have the entire area zoned urban was primarily for the
purpose of facilitating loan negotiatioms. The petitioners could not commit
large sums of money unless they were fairly certain that they could proceed

with the entire development as planned--a plan that would include a well-balanced
community of fee simple homes, commercial co-ops, condominium and resort develop-
ments, which will be a permanent addition to the welfare of the State. Mr.
Cameron stated that the petitioners were looking for long-term improvement and
advantages to the community and that they would not think of jeopardizing - the
long-term plan.

At Chairman Thompson's direction, Mr. Soh pointed out on the map the areas re-
quested for urbanization in the petition, and the areas recommended for urbani-
zation by the staff.

Commissioner Wung wondered whether staff recommendation for urbanization in-
cluded Kapalua Bay. Mr. Soh replied that staff recommendation was to retain
Kapalua Bay in conservation.

Commissioner Mark asked Mr. Cameron how the development would be affected if
Kapalua Bay were kept in conservation. Mr. Cameron replied that they had not
reached a final agreement with the developer operator and that what they had
presented to the Commissioners was just a rough schematic plan.

Chairman Thompson brought up the point that the question before the Commission
was the right of way to Kapalua Bay and other beach areas and not one of conser-
vation or urban.

Commissioner Ota responded that accessibility to any piece of property, be it in
conservation, urban or agriculture, was important if the land were to be of any

use. He felt that there was no problem herc if the petitioners agreed with the

staff recommendation to keep the beach frontage in conservation.

Mr. Cameron stated that he was not a hotel man and could not say what problems
might arise if Kapalua Bay were kept in conservation. However, he pointed out,
the success of the proposed devel opment depended upon their being able to pro-
ceed with the entire plan. In order to make available reasonably-priced fee
simple lots that people could afford, the petitioners.had to allocate costs of
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ma jor improvements such as water and sewer to other areas. At best it was a
slow long-term return project.

Commissioner Ota pointed out that the Commission had granted large areas to peti-
tioners in Kona, Makaha, Kihei without benefit of any proposed plans. However,
Maui Pineapple Co. was proposing development of not only a resort area but a
growing community for which there was a definite need. He could not see the
compatability of public or semi-public use of Kapalua Bay on which petitioners
were proposing to build low-density, high class hotel, and the request to have
this area put in urban was not an unreasonable one.

Commissioner Mark wondered about the highway realignmert in connection with this
petition and when this was going to come about. Commissioner Ferry replied that
an appropriation had been made in the last Legislature and, in answer to Chairman
Thompson's request for clarification, remarked that this was earmarked for im-
provement of existing roads. Mr. Cameron interrupted at this point with the
information that two appropriations had been made under the 1965 CIP, both af-
fecting the roads in this area--one was for improvement of the present highway
and the second was specifically for realignment of the highway.

Mr. Yamashita reminded the Commissioners that about a year ago, the area under
discussion was examined by them and it was their conclusion at that time that
the land below the highway was appropriately zoned in the Conservation District
for reasons of scenic attraction and preservation of recreation and beach faci-
lities. An inquiry was also made as to whether or not the land owners were con-
templating any future projects to which they received no reply.

Commissioner Ferry amended the foregoing impression with the statement that the
Land Use Commission had zoned this area in conservation at the time the final
boundaries were determined, with the thought that the petitioners would wait
until this occasion to present their development plans and request a boundary
change.

Mr. Yamashita felt that the Land Use Commission had provided more than an ade-
quate amount of land for Urban use in this area. Even the findings of the
economic studies made by the petitioners' consultants could only justify the
use of approximately 93 acres.

Referring to the staff report that there were adequate reserve urban lands in

this area, Commissioner Ota stated that this was not the case and the very
reason why prices were going out of hand.

Commissioner Wenkam moved to approve staff recommendations which was seconded
by Commissioner Mark. The votes were recorded as follows:

Ayes: Commissioners Wung, Wenkam, Mark
Nays: Commissioners Inaba, Ota, Nishimura, Ferry and Chairman Thompson

The motion was defeated.

Commissioner Ferry moved to grant the petitioners' request, seconded by Com-
missioner Ota.

Commissioner Mark asked whether Commissioner Ferry would entertain an amendment
to the motion to keep the shorelines in the Conservation District.
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Commissioner Ferry replied that he would not, for the following reasons. The
County of Maui is very well abreast of the development plans of the petitioner
and the engineering firm has cooperated with the County in secing that the
scheme of development would not damage any of the conservation areas, a point
about which the County is very sensitive.

At this point, Commissioner Mark introduced an excerpt from the Honolulu Star

Bulletin which referred to the increasing pressure brought about to turn over
the most desirable island areas into tourist resorts, relegating the resident

to second-class in his own home land. He wondered if this was not a reference
to the petition under discussion.

Commissioner Wenkam made an amendment to the motion to keep the shoreline in
conservation, including Kapalua Bay, seconded by Commissioner Mark. Motion to
amend was carried by the following votes:

Ayes: Commissioners Wenkam, Inaba, Wung, Mark, Nishimura

Nays: Commissioners Ota, Ferry and Chairman Thompson
Commissioner Ota asked whether he could make another amendment to Commissioner
Wenkam's amendment. The Chairman informed him that he could only make an amend-
ment to the original motion which was for urbanization of the total area minus

the shoreline.

Commissioner Ota then made a motion to amend the original motion so that it
would exclude Kapalua Bay.

L% this point, Chairman Thompson called for a short recess.

The meeting resumed in 5 minutes. Chairman Thompson informed Commissioner Ota
that his motion was out of order.

Commissioner Nishimura stated that he would like to reconsidex his vote on the
amendment made by Commissioner Wenkam. Chairman Thompson cal’ed for a show of
hands to signify approval of Commissioner Nishimura's request. Request was
granted.

Chairman Thompson called again for a vote on Commissioner Wenkam's amendment to
include all the shoreline in conservation which resulted as follows:

Ayes: Commissioners Wenkam and Mark

Nays: Commissicners Wung, Inaba, Ota, Nishimura, Ferry and Chairman
Thompson

Motion to amend did not pass.
Commissioner Ota then moved to amend the original motion to include all the
shoreline in conservation except for Kapalua Bay, which was seconded by Commis-

sioner Nishimura. The Commissioners were polled as follows:

Ayes: Commissioners Wung, Inaba, Ota, Ferry, Nishimura and Chairman
Thompson

Nays: Commissioners Wenkam and Mark
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Motion was carried.

Following this, a vote was taken on the original motion as amended, which re-
sulted in the following:

Ayes: Commissioners Wung, Inaba, Ota, Ferry, Nishimura and Chairman
Thompson

Nays: Commissioners Wenkam and Mark

Motion was carried.

MEETING

Chairman Thompson commented that he would prefer to defer the dates of the
general session meeting which was scheduled for August to September. Since
there were no objections, this was agreed upon.

Commissioner Ferry made a few comments regarding the forthcoming Western States
Commissioners' Conference. He felt that this would be a very informative meeting
which would also provide many opportunities for the members to share views re-
garding land use laws with the visiting state officials. He also invited the
Commissioners to join the group on their island-to-island trek.

A1l other matters were deferred until the next meeting.

The meeting was adjourned at 4:30 p.m.

MEETING RECONVENED

The meeting was recomvened at 4:45 p.m. at the request of Mr. Clinton Childs

of Lihue Plantation for reconsideration of the action on the petition. Mr.
Childs appealed to the Commissioners for reconsiderati®dn since their decisinm
would impose a great hardship on the petitioner. Commissione: Wung moved tha.
the Cémmission schedule a special meeting on either Monday, July 26, 1965 or
Tuesday, July 27, 1965, at which time Mr. Childs will present additional testi-
mony in behalf of Lihue Plantation. Commissioner Inaba seconded the motion and
it was carried unanimously.
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COUNTY-DZ HAKALL | Planning Commission February 8, 1965

COUNTY B aﬁiﬁéiéﬁﬁﬁfﬁ§ION | Date of Planning Commission

Meeting _March 31, 1965

oy 1/ Date pstition and recommendations
forwarded %o LUC July 21, 1965

C SION
AMENDUENT OF 7ONh DISTRICT BOUNDARY

v Planning Commission of the County of Hawaeii pursvant to consideration required
y of Act 204, SLE 1963, hersby transmit the petition, comments, and recommenda-
ove request for smendment of zone district boundary of the following described

<

Portion of Third Division TMK 2-3-35:1; portion of Third Division TMK 2-3-38:73;
Third Division TMK: 2-3-39:3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, & 103 and portion of Third
Division TMK 2-3-44:9,

npecunt elassification in aln) Agricultural district

ht
V)

Urban district.

feamission decided to recommend: Unanimously the approval of the zone change.

o of the following findings:

The parcel is bounded by an existing urban zone on three sides.

The area is only a few hundred feet away from an intermediate school and a
high school.

The area surrounding the parcel on three sides is extensively developed by
residential uses and this section is highly desirable for said use. This is
proven by purchases of subdivision lots created in the near vicinity and the
prices paid (90¢ - 95¢ per sq. ft.) Further justification is the number of
new homes that have already been completed upon purchase in a relatively short
period.

Tt was not the intent of Section 1 of Act 187 to curb the development of subdivi-
sions such as this one. It is not without public services nor is it scattering
of developments. It is a known fact that the Halai Hill area and lower Kaumana
areas are about the highest priced residential area due to its close proximity
to all urban services.

The General Plan for the County of Hawaii designates this area for requested
purposes.

The extension of Komohana Street to join with Puuhonu Street will pass through

said parcel. The project is already well under way with funds to be made
available from the 1965 CIP.

(signed) _\L%? '
Acting Director, Sounty Planning iagion



STATE OF HAWAII

LAND USE COMMISSION

July 23, 1965
Lihue, Kauai

MEMORANDUM
TO: LAND USE COMMISSION
FROM: STAFF

SUBJECT: Hilo Sugar Company (A65-82) and Dillingham Investment Corp. (A65-80)

1. Hilo Sugar Company (A65-82)

The public hearing on the petition by Hilo Sugar Company was held in Hilo

on May 28, 1965. At that time your staff recommended denial of the petition
to transfer:

a) a two-acre tract near Hilo High School from an Agricultural to Urban Dis-
trict, and o

b) a 5.8 acre tract near the Kaumana Gardens subdivision from an Agricultural
to an Urban District:

and approval of the transfer of a 36,000 square foot (0.826 acre) portion of
the 5.8 acre tract from an Agricultural to an Urban District.

The recommendation for denial of most of the 7.8 acres was based on the fol-
lowing reasons:

a) Lack of evidence on the need for additional urban lands.

b) The surplus of lands in Urban Districts to meet long term needs for urban
growth.

¢) The use and potential of lands under petition for agriculture.

The recommendation for approval of the reclassification of 36,000 square
feet was based on the following reasons:

a) Proximity to "city-like" concentrations, to centers of trading and em-
ployment facilities and to public facilities.

b) Satisfactory topography and drainage.
¢c) Consistency with the County general plan.

d) The consensus of the County of Hawaii and the Department of Taxation that
this area should now be programmed for urban use.

Subsequent to the public hearing and as a result of petitioner's insistence
that other areas under petition were taxed at urban rates, a staff check was
made with the Department of Taxation. It was learned that the two-acre tract
near Hilo High School was being assessed at a probable market rate of 35 cents
a square foot.
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Notwithstanding the additional evidence obtained, your staff chooses to adhere
to its original recommendation for denial and on the same bases. 1In the
staff's view Section 98H-14, RLH 1955, as amended, provides that "the depart-
ment of taxation shall, when making assessments of property within a district,
give consideration to the use or uses that may be made thereof'; it does not
provide that the Commission's districting shall be based on the judgments of
the tax assessor.

2. Dillingham Investment Corporation (A65-80)

The public hearing on the petition by Dillingham Investment Corporatiorn was
held in Kailua, Kona on May 27, 1965. At that time staff recommended denial
of the petition to transfer nine acres from an Agricultural District to the
Captain Cook Urban District.

The recommendation for denial was based on the following reasons:

a) That no evidence has been presented or found to substantiate a need for-
the addition of nine acres to the Urban District.

b) That the existing Urban District provides a sufficient reserve area for
foreseeable urban growth.

Subsequent to the public hearing, petitioner submitted a file containing
twenty-one exhibits in support of his petition. The exhibits make the fol-
lowing case:

a) That the area under petition is close to commercial facilities, to a pro-
posed civic center, and to places of employment.

b) That the area under petition is '"very poor coffee land with per acre yield
much below the farms in its immediate vicinity", and contributes very
little to the area economy.

c) That the area adjoins existing residential developments, and is readily
developable from the standpoint of topography and drainage.

d) That, on the basis of retail sales, the area shows signs of economic
growth.

Petitioner has also submitted a letter with the exhibits contending that:

a) Insufficient lands have been reserved for population growth in the next
5 to 10 years in the immediate vicinity of Captain Cook.

b) The area under petition offers a better climate for urban growth than the
makai areas of Kona.

¢) Topographic, climatic and other natural conditions and development, and
employment patterns all militate against urban concentrations in the
Kailua area and favor ribbon development.

d) Urban areas are needed as much to support agricultural development as
well as resort development.
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There is no known or definite reason for keeping the area under petition
in a low intensity use.

However, your staff is obliged to point out that:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

The proposed development is inconsistent with the plan for Kona.

Scattered ribbon developments are contrary to the intent and purpose of
the Land Use Law.

In the initial stages of developing the Kona Coast it would be wise to
concentrate development effort in specific priority areas so long as the
containment does not directly or indirectly block or prevent a reasonable
flow of capital resources.

The addition of urban areas for residential purposes should be postponed
until further development of the economic base.

The potential for economic and urban growth near Captain Cook is cur-
rently marginal at best.

Accordingly, your staff chooses to adhere to its original recommendation that
the petition be denied.



© July 14, 1965

My, G, R, Ewart, III
Assistant Secretary
Hilo Sugar Company, Ltd.
P. O, Box 3470
Honmolulu, Hawaii

. Dear Mr. Mrt.

The Land Use Commission mext meets on July 23, 1965, at
10:30 a.m., in the Lihue District Court Room (I'olh:o suem),
Lihm, Kauai, -

At that time the Conmission will conduct a hearing on peti-
tions for boumdary change. Following thie hearing, the Commission
will hold a meeting at which time your petition to change the
- distriect boundaries from sgricultural to urban will bc considered
and action taken.

Although there is no nquiruue for you to be preseant, you
may nevertheless wish to attend the meeting.

Very truly yéurs, ;

RAYMOND 8, YAMASHITA
¢¢: Chairman M. Thompson : Executive Officer
Hewaii Planning Comuission :



STATE OF HAWAIIL
LAND USE COMMISSION

Minutes of Public Hearing and Meeting

County Board Room
County Building, Hilo, Hawaii

May 28, 1965
2:00 P.M.

Commissioners C.E.S. Burns
Present: Clarence Hodge
Goro Inaba
Shiro Nishimura
Charles S. Ota
Leslie E. L. Wung

Absent: James P. Ferry
Myron Thompson
Robert G. Wenkam

Staff Raymond S. Yamashita, Executive Officer
Present: Roy Y. Takeyama, Legal Counsel
Gordon B. H. Soh, Associate Planmer

The meeting was called to order by Commissioner Burns, Chairman Pro Tempore, and
the cormissioners and staff were introduced. All interested persons who would
Le presenting testimony during this hearing were sworn in.

PETITION OF EARL V. TRUEX (A64-78) FOR THE CREATION OF A FIFTY ACRE URBAN DISTRICT
ALONG PECK ROAD IN THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT NEAR MOUNTAIN VIEW: Described as
Third Division parcel TMK 1-8-06: 92

The background and analysis of the above petition were presented by Mr. Gordon Soh
(report on file). The staff pointed out that population decline in the Mountain
View area reflects a diminishing need for residential uses in this area. Further,
staff reported there are strong reasons for limiting low density residential
development to hold down public service costs. Staff also points out that the
soil classification indicates agricultural potential and the proposed change to
residential use will tend to raise tax assessments and thereby discourage legi-
timate agricultural enterprise in this area. On these bases, staff recommended
denial of the petition.

The staff was asked whether the Hawaii Planning Commission has taken any action
in this area in recent years.

Mr. Soh replied that the Planning Commission has proposed zoning maps for the area
in question. The basic zoning ordinance is being adopted about this time; the
maps, however, would have to be adopted on a case by case basis and this seems
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to be yet in the offing. None of the attempts to rezone the area has been fully
materialized.

Mr. Soh also informed the Commission of a letter received from Mr. Truex (letter
on file) acknowledging and thanking the Commission for advising him of the public
hearing and that he will not be able to attend the public hearing because of prior
commitments at this time.

Legal counsel pointed out that Mr. Truex wants to petition 50 acres of which he is
the owner of only 45 acres and that Mr. Truex advised that the requested change
would meet with Mr. Haa's approval. Legal counsel queried whether there is any
evidence of Mr. Haa's approval to this change or is the staff merely accepting

the petitioner's word for it.

Mr. Soh replied that he had spoken to Mr. Haa while on a field trip to this area
two weeks prior and he doesn't think that Mr. Haa is thoroughly advised of the
pros and cons on this matter.

Legal counsel emphasized that the question is whether Mr. Truex had the approval
of Mr. Haa; if not, he can't make it part of the petition. Mr. Soh replied that
it can't be said that Mr. Truex got Mr. Haa's approval.

There were no further questions or testimonies from the public or Commission. The
Chairman announced that the Commission will receive additional written testimonies
and protests within the next 15 days, and will take action on this petition 45 to
90 days from this hearing.

The public hearing on Earl V. Truex's petition was closed.

PETITION OF HILO SUGAR COMPANY (A65-82) TO INCORPORATE A TWO ACRE TRACT (HEREAFTER
REFERRED TO AS TRACT A) AND A NINE ACRE TRACT (HEREAFTER REFERRED TO AS TRACT B)
INTO THE HILO URBAN DISTRICT FOR AN UNSPECIFIED URBAN USE: Tract A described as

a portion of Third Division parcel TMK 2-3-35: 1, Tract B described as Third
Division parcels TMK 2-3-39: 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8, a portion of Third Division
parcel TMK 2-3-38: 3 and Third Division parcel TMK 2-3-44: 9

Mr. Gordon Soh presented the background and analysis of the petition. The staff
recommended approval of only 36,000 square feet of Tract B which has been assigned
a "plus value'" by the Department of Taxation. This recommendation is made because
the 36,000 square foot area meets most of the standards of the Land Use District
Regulations, because the area is vacant and not in agricultural use, and because
the area recommended is negligible with respect to any measure of need.

Mr. Claude Moore of C. Brewer and Company asked which area was assigned a 'plus
value." Mr. Soh pointed to the area on the map. Mr. Moore stated it was econom-
ically not feasible to have only a small portion available for residential use.

He further pointed out that the Kaumana Gardens Subdivision, mauka of Tract B,

has developed rapidly and that this reflects the need for low-priced housing in
that area. In reference to Tract A, Mr. Moore indicated that a housing development
there is desirable because that area is within walking distance to the elementary,
intermediate, and high schools.
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A brief discussion ensued regarding certain areas of the subject parcels. There
were no additional testimonies or comments made and the Chairman announced that
this Commission will receive additional written testimonies or protests within
the next 15 days and will take action on this petition 45 to 90 days from this
hearing.

The public hearing on this matter was closed.

PETITIONS PENDING ACTION

PETITION OF W. H. SHIPMAN, LTD. (A64-75) TO AMEND THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT
BOUNDARIES IN THE VICINITY OF KEAAU SO AS TO INCORPORATE 18.4 ACRES WITHIN THE
KEAAU URBAN DISTRICT FOR DEVELOPMENT OF VARIOUS URBAN USES: Described as portion
of Third Division parcel TMK 1-6-03: 8

Mr. Gordon Soh of the staff presented a memorandum on the petition. The subject
area is not only contiguous to an Urban District but is also close to the heart

of Keaau and is in various urban uses. The staff recommended approval of the
petition on the basis that the lands meet the standards of Regulation 2.7 and that
redistricting would genuinely foster urban growth of Keaau.

Mr. Nevels, representing W. H. Shipman, Ltd., was pleased with the staff's recom-
mendation and had no further comments.

Commissioner Inaba moved to accept the petitioner's request on the staff's recom-
mendation. Commissioner Wung seconded the motion.

The Executive Officer polled the commissioners as follows:

Approval: Commissioners Wung, Inaba, Ota, Nishimura, Hodge and
Chairman Burns

Disapproval: None
The motion for approval was carried.

At this point Mr. Lumen Nevels brought to the attention of the Commission the

fact that he was not informed of this hearing until his client had notified him

at 2:45 this afternoon. Mr. Nevels inquired whether his client's petition
(SP65-13) would be considered at this time. The Executive Officer notified him
that action had already been taken on that petition. Mr. Gordon Soh further
informed Mr. Nevels that the minutes of March 19, 1965, concerning his client's
petition had been adopted yesterday, May 27, 1965. Mr. Nevels informed the
Commission that he will attempt to file a petition again and thanked the Commission
for their time.
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PETITION OF MOLLY D. ZIMRING (A64-73) FOR AMENDMENT OF THE DISTRICT BOUNDARIES
IN THE VICINITY OF THE JUNCTION OF KUPULAU ROAD AND AINALOA DRIVE IN HILO FROM
AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT BOUNDARY TO AN URBAN DISTRICT BOUNDARY SO AS TO
INCORPORATE 25.67 ACRES WITHIN THE HILO URBAN DISTRICT FOR DEVELOPMENT OF A 25
LOT SUBDIVISION: Described as Third Division parcel TMK 2-4-36: 1, containing
25.67 acres 1/

A summary of the MOLLY D. ZIMRING petition as amended was presented by Mr. Soh.
Denial of the petition was recommended on the basis that the lands under petition
did not meet the standards under Regulation 2.7.

Mrs. Zimring stated that findings of facts of the County Planning and Traffic
Commission are directly contrary to those in the staff report and requested that
findings of fact be made on whatever action is taken on this petition.

Mrs. Zimring raised a question in regard to land adjacent to the Camp 6 area. She
asked if it were reasonable to have a land use boundary which is urban on one side
of Kupulau Street and agricultural on the other side of the street. Mrs. Zimring
further requested written findings to the following four questions when action is
taken:

1. 1Is the parcel of land in agricultural use?
2. 1Is the parcel of land adjacent to an urban area?

3. Are the areas surrounding the parcel in question presently in
agricultural use?

4. Is the present district boundary a reasonable boundary which
provides for urban use on one side of the street and agricultural
use on the other side?

Commissioner Wung asked why is there a difference between the County's recommendation
and the staff's recommendation. Mrs. Zimring stated she was bothered by the fact
that staff's reports are made upon the basis of one examination by a person not
familiar with the area, and where facts are conflicting with the local body and

with testimonies presented before the Commission, the Commission should be more
careful in its decisions.

Mrs. Zimring stated that some of the reasons in the staff's report for denial of
the petition were untrue and misleading.

Commissioner Ota informed Mrs. Zimring for the record that at the time of the public
hearing, the commissioners made a field trip to the subject parcel and that prior

to today's meeting, a number of the commissioners again made an inspection of the
parcel and its surrounding area.

Commissioner Nishimura asked Mrs. Zimring if she did not concur with the staff
that the area was suitable for grazing. Mrs. Zimring agreed and explained that

1/ Summary of original petition ‘subsequently amended.
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she tried to lease the land for grazing to Mr. Yagi who is the only person in
that area in agriculture and who has a slaughterhouse and that he was paying
Mrs. Zimring only enough to pay taxes of $87.50 every six months.

Mrs. Zimring further added that during the six years she has owned the land and
for 15 years under a previous owner, the land was rarely used for grazing because
it is poor grazing land and is therefore economically not feasible.

Commissioner Nishimura further asked if staff's statement that 96 percent of the
area is not occupied is correct. Mr. Soh explained that specific subdivisions
located in the immediate vicinity of the subject parcel are 96 percent or more
unoccupied.

In rebuttal, Mrs. Zimring stated that in a two-year period 15 new houses were

added in an area and that only 600 units were added in all of the City of Hilo over
a three-year period. She further stated that locally this is a big percentage to
add in two years and is a tremendous increase in one area. Mrs. Zimring emphasized
the demand for cheaper building lots. She stated that although staff report says
there are many lots available at 45 to 50 cents a sq. ft. which are unoccupied,

the reason they are unoccupied is that the people's income won't permit them to
build small homes. She stated that her reason in wanting to subdivide the area

is to permit these people to purchase homes at a reasonable cost.

Although staff report says progress is slow in Hilo, Mrs. Zimring feels it other-
wise.

In response to Commissioner Hodge's question asking which portions of the staff
report were inaccurate, Mrs. Zimring referred to page 9 of the staff's report
"that the land in question is as much if not more so, surrounded by agricultural
uses as urban uses.'" Mrs. Zimring claims this statement to be a misstatement
because the land in question is not in agricultural use, but is idle land. 1In
reference to staff observations that the area is not clearly identifiable with the
existence of Camp 6, Mrs. Zimring stated that she went over that question earlier
in the meeting.

To clarify Mrs. Zimring's concept of an agricultural use the Executive Officer, at
Chairman Burns' request reviewed the standards used in districting certain areas
in Hilo and throughout the State.

Commissioner Nishimura pointed to subject parcel on map and posed some questions
to Mrs. Zimring and she replied.

Legal counsel asked Mrs. Zimring if it would be objectionable to her if page 9,
sub-paragraph a, of staff's report be amended to read as follows: "That the land
in question is as much if not more so, surrounded by agricultural lands as urban
lands.' Mrs. Zimring replied that there would be no objection but preferred it

to read ... surrounded by lands zoned for agricultural uses ... Legal counsel
asked also if the Hawaii Planning Commission has submitted, in writing, to the

Land Use Commission any findings of fact. Mrs. Zimring replied in the affirmative.



- 6- o

In discussing the relevance of findings of facts, the Executive Officer informed
Mrs. Zimring that there are certain bases upon which the Commission must react
in making their decisions as set forth in the Commission's Rules and Regulations
whereas, the county's listing of findings of fact need not necessarily follow
the same bases that this Commission must consider.

In response to Commissioner Inaba's question as to how it is determined which lands
should be in an agricultural district or not, the Executive Officer cited some
of the Rules and Regulations.

Mrs. Zimring ended her testimony by reiterating her request for answers to the
four questions she mentioned earlier. Chairman Burns informed Mrs. Zimring that
after these questions are submitted in writing, the Commission will be happy to
give them consideration.

Commissioner Nishimura asked Mrs. Zimring if she considered the area in question
to be a rural district more than a densely populated subdivision. Mrs. Zimring
responded that she would consider the area, with the exception of the old Camp 6
directly opposite in which the lots average about 5,000 sq. ft. with approximately
46 houses placed there, to be rural. A brief discussion ensued.

Commissioner Ota asked if there were any drainage problems. Mrs. Zimring replied
that there has been a drainage problem in one certain area (pointing to map).
However, as far as her area was concerned, Mrs. Zimring stated that there is no
problem.

When asked by Commissioner Nishimura if Mrs. Zimring would provide the necessary
improvements for drainage, she replied that she would as soon as the subject area
is redistricted.

Before action is taken, the Executive Officer pointed out the fact that as amended,
the petition indicates two separate lots contiguous to each other and to the
existing urban district.

Commissioner Hodge had a question in connection with the proximity of the chicken
farm to the subdivision. He asked what the health regulation was in connection
with the distance in which a new subdivision should be with reference to certain
types of activities such as this which creates a health hazard.

The Executive Officer replied that once an area is districted urban, the problem
of whether it can or cannot be subdivided and under what restrictions becomes a
county responsibility. Commissioner Nishimura added that when urban pressures
are applied to an agricultural district, the farmer is compelled to move out.

Commissioner Ota made a motion to deny petition A64-73 as amended, on the basis of
staff's recommendation. Commissioner Nishimura seconded the motion.

The Executive Officer polled the commissioners as follows:
Approval: Commissioners Burns, Hodge, Inaba, Nishimura, Ota

Disapproval: Commissioner Wung
The motion to deny the petition was carried.

The meeting was adjourned.



Jobts e
i ®
oiber and ompany,
LINIAERD,) ,f;ﬁ/
FOUNDED 1826 , /
POST OFFICE BOX 3470 ¢ HONOLULU, HAWATI 96801
June 14, 1965
il
181!
State Land Use Commission
426 Queen Street P
Honolulu, Hawaii State ©F T35 A 12SION

Gentlemen:

With reference to our land reclassification request which was
discussed at the May 28, 1965 public hearing in Hilo, the following additional
information is presented after hearing your staff report that was read into
the record.

Tract "A" (TMK 2-3-35)

This parcel has been stripped 150 feet deep along Punahele Street
and the Tax Office has placed a '"plus value" of 24 1/2 cents per square foot
(less 50%) for 1965 and 16 cents per square foot (less 50%) for 1964. The
present County zoning is residential.

Tract "B" (TMK 2-3-44:9 por. and 2-3-38:3 por.)

Due to the rock and pahoehoe lava in the soil, machine cultivatiopn is
extremely limited and only about 30% of the area is now able to be planted to
cane. The existing electric, telephone and water service lines within the
extension of Omao Street can serve the proposed urban area.

General Comments:

It is felt that there is a definite need for additional residential
development in this general area of Hilo which is located in close proximity to
existing schools and other municipal services. Lands now classed Urban and
zoned Residential under development as Kaumana Gardens is adjacent to Tract ''B"
and is nearly all sold and the Sidney Kaide development of 12 lots in the
vicinity of our Tract "A'" has been sold out for some time. The interest expressed
by the rapid development and sale of lots in this area has shown the demand and
reflects the need for additional urban lands in this area.

Very truly yours,
HILO SUGAR COMPANY, LIMITED

b & g finel_

James C. Stopford
DLH:vw President
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FOUNDED 1826 ,
POST OFFICE BOX 3470 ¢ HONOLULU, HAWAII 96801

June 14, 1965

426 Queen Street

_ Homolulu, Hawaii

Gentleman

With reference to our land reclassification request which was

‘ dincussed at the May 28, 1965 public hearing in Hilo, the following additional

information is preaeuted after hearing your staff report that was read into
the record.

Trace "A" gggg 2=3=35)

This parcel has been stripped 150 feet deep along Punahele Street

~ @nd the Tax Office has placed a "plus value" of 24 1/2 cents per square foot
(less 50%) for 1965 and 16 cents per square feot (less 50%) for 1964, The
present County zoning is residential.

- Due to the rock and pahoehoe lava in the soil, machine cultivation is -
extremely limited and only about 30% of the area is now able to be planted to
cane, The existing electric, telﬁphene and water service lines within the
extension of Omao Street can serve the proposed urban area.

Ceneral Cénmenti:

It is felt that there is a definite need for additional rasidential
devulepmcnt in this general area of Hilo which ig located in close proximity to
existing schools and other municipal services. Lande now clessed Urbam and
zoned Residential under development as Kaumana Gardens is adjacent to Tract "B"
and is nearly all sold and the Sidney Kaide development of 12 leots in the :

‘vicinity of our Tract "A" has been sold out for some time. The interest expressed

by the rapid development and sale of lots in this area has shown the demand and
reflects the need for. additional urban lands in this area,

Very truly yours,
HILO SUGAR COMPANY, LIMITED
éﬁjé;zsamcs C. Stopford »

DLHsvw President
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STATE OF HAWAII
LAND USE COMMISSION

County Board Room 2:00 P.M.
Hilo, Hawaii May 28, 1965

STAFF REPORT

A65-82 - HILO SUGAR COMPANY District Classification: AGRICULTURAL

BACKGROUND

Hilo Sugar Company, Ltd. submits a petition to incorporate a two acre

tract (hereafter referred to as Tract A) and a nine acre tract (hereafter
referred to as Tract B) into the Hilo Urban District for an unspecified
urban use. The petitioner's reason for requesting the change is that the
tracts are adjacent to urban uses; are serviced by streets and water lines;
are located near the center of Hilo and to schools and major streets; and

are assessed at residential tax rates.

Tract A is located near Hilo High School across Punahele Street from the
county jail. The tract is identifiable as a portion of Third Division
parcel TMK 2-3-35: 1 which is entirely owned by the petitioner. The
Department of Taxation has not advised that a 'plus value" has been

assigned to any portion of Tract A.

Tract A is completely planted to cane. It is in an Agricultural District

in a pocket between protrusions of the Hilo Urban District. Makai is

Halai hill which is about half developed into residential use; the remainder
of the hill appears to be too steep for further development. To the north

is the county jail and an intensively developed section of Hilo. Mauka
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ig the fringe of housing development. To the south are perhaps between

100 and 200 acres of cane.

Tract B is located immediately makai of the Kaumana Gardens Subdivision
and about 2000 feet mauka of Tract A. The tract is identifiable as a

3.8 acre portion of Third Divisibn, ﬁarcel TMK 2-3-44: 9, a 2.0 acre
portion of Third Division parcel TMK 2—3-38:’3 and Third Division parcels

TMK 2-3-39: 3,4,5,6,7, and 8. The last six parcels are not owned by the

~ e —

petitioner but lie between petitioner's lands and the Urban District.

The Department of Taxation has advised that 36,000 square feet of the first
parcel (Third TMK 2-3-44: 9) - vacant land adjoining Wiliwili Street - have
been assigned a "plus value." It has also advised that the six parcels

adjoining petitioner's land have also been assigned "plus values."

Tract B is now in an Agricultural District but is adjacent to the upper
reaches of the Hilo Urban District. One of the six parcels in Tract B
but not owned by petitioner is a roadway; two of the remaining five
parcels are undeveloped. Of the two parcel fragments owned by petitioner,
the two acre fragmemt is entirely in cane; the 3.8 acre fragment is

partly vacant and partly in pasture.

South of Tract B is cane land with pasture and virgin, undeveloped land
adjoining if. Mauka is the 102 lot, 22 acre, Kaumana Gardens Subdivision
which contains about forty new homes and was begun in about 1962. To

the north is the compact older development of the Hilo Urban District. Makai

is a cane field of which the two acre fragment under petition is a part.
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The soils in Tract A are generally of the Hilo silty clay loam with
gentle slopes of less than 10%. The soils are 12 to 16 inches thick

and are highly organic. Where soils have washed down from upper areas,
the top layer may be as much asfi6 inches thick. Chief use of such soils
is for raising cane. The soil is also moderately suitabie for raising

vegetables and can also be used for pastures.

The soils in Tract B are of the Hilo family. Soils are organic but only
4 to 12 inches thick and with a high propoftion of Pahoehoe lava outcrops.
Machine cultivation of cane is nevertheless possible. The soil is also
suitable for large amount of forage crops but is not suitable for cattle
fattening. Slopes are less than 10%. Rainfall averages about 150 inches

a year.

An 8" main runs along Kaumana drive carrying water from various sources
above Hilo such as the Pukamaui, Kahoama, and Lyman Spring intakes.
Various lines run along Wiliwili, Akekehe and Omao Streets to carry water
from the 8" main to Tract B. A 4" main branches off from the 8" main

and runs downhill along Punahele to and beyond Tract A.

Both Tracts A and B are accessible by urban standard roads. Hilo High

School, Hilo Memorial Hospital, Hilo Library, the police station, the

offices of various government agencies and the urban facilities of Hilo

are generally within a mile and a half of Tract B and about three-fourths of a

mile from Tract A.
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Preliminary measurements.indicate that the Hilo Urban District together
with its satellite Urban Districtsl/ total nearly 9,000 acres. The Hilo
population was 27,198 in 1950 and 25,966 in 1960.2/ Average household

size in Hilo in 1960 was 3.9 persons.

There were 6,755 housing units in Hilo in 1960 of which 6,373 were occupied
and 3,794 were owned by the occupants. About 3,904 housing units were
built prior to 194C. Construction during the quinquennial period of 1955
to 1960 dropped to 554 housing units as compared to 1,016 in the 1950 to
1954 period. In 1960 the median value of owner occupied housing was
$12,000 in Hilo. Median gross rent was $51 a month. Of the 382 vacant
units 83 were dilapidated, 162 were held for various reasons and 137 were

available. Of the 137 available, 123 were for rent and only 14 for sale.

In 1961 median family income is estimated to have been $5,674. Occupancy
turnover is estimated to have been nearly a sixth and dilapidated housing

over a sixth.

ANALYSIS

The petition at hand can be approved on the basis that it meets several
of the standards set forth in Part II of the "State Land Use District
Regulations."  The petition involves lands abutting lands characterized
by "city-like" concentrations.3/ The lands under petition are close to
centers of trading and employment facilities and are readily serviced by

public facilities.4/ The topography and drainage conditions of Tracts &

1/ Cf. Official LUC map -- City of Hilo.

2/ Assumes entire population falls in Urban Districts. Census data
for Hilo refers to an area of 292.4 square miles.

3/ Cf. Regulation 2.7(a) and 2.7(f)

4/ Cf. Regulation 2.7(b)
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and B are satisfactory for development and the tracts are reasonably free
from flood danger.é/ The tracts are appropriately located for new urban
concentrations, and the proposed uses are consistent with plans published
for the County of Hawaii.®/ The tracts are essentially small in comparison
with the Urban District and do adjoin'existing urban develoPments.Z/ The
development of these tracts will not contribute to scattered urban
development. Approval of the petition, however, does mean that more

lands will be added to the Urban‘bistrict and will contribute to density
problems in Hilo.g/ The overall density of-the Hilo Urban

Districts is less than one housing unit per 1.2 acres. That this density
is considerably less than the standard for Rural District lot sizes
suggests that an excessive amount of iand has been placed in Urban
Districts. Existing Urban areas in Hilo could be reduced by a third and

still provide substantial areas for urban growth and still accommodate

large lot developments common to Hilo.

Moreover, Tracts A and B do include lands with a high capacity for
intensive cultivation and there are other lands available which would
more than serve urban needs.gj Reserve areas for a ten year urban

growth have already been provided in Hilo.lg/

Staff examination of housing data has not led to any conclusion of a

significant need for additional housing areas. There may be a marginal

5/ Cf. Regulation 2.7(e)

6/ Cf. Regulation 2.7(g)
7/ Cf. Regulation 2.7(i)
8/ Ci. Regulation 2.7(j)
9/ Cf. Regulation 2.7(h)
10/ Cf. Regulation 2.7(d)
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need for lower cost and rental housing, but ample low cost areas have
already been provided for this purpose. The market for replacement
housing, which may in turn increase the availability of lower cost and
rental housing has not been gauged, but it is believed that cultivating
this market depends not so much on land availability but on income and

financing.

The petitioner has not submitted specific evidence as to why the lands
under petition are needed for urban use and has not demonstrated that

this need cannot be accommodated on available Urban lands. Staff inquiry
into this matter has failed to substantiate a need. County Planning
Commission has expressed. its approval of this petition but has

failed to inject into the record proof of need. The Deparﬁment of
Taxation which has assigned a “plus value’ to 36,000 square feet of Tract B

has also not elaborated on why it has done so.

RECOMMENDATION

Your staff recommends approval of the petition only for the 36,000 square
feet of Tract B which has been assigned a ''plus value' by the Department
of Taxation. This recommendation is made because the 36,000 square &4ﬂj
area meets most of the standards of the Land Use District Regulationms,
because the area is vacant and not in agricultural use, and because the
area recommended is negligible with respect to any measure of need.

The reclassification of the 36,000 square feet is concurred in by both
the Department of Taxation and the County Planning Commission; your

staff, therefore, feels compelled to join in this opinion.
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TO CO\QTDTR PPTII’i
OF DISTRICT BOUNDATY WITHIN THE

COUNTY OF HAWAII BEFORE THE LAND '

'f2 USIY COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF HA-
i1 WAIL

, NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN of public
4 hearings to be held in the County of Hawaii by
'\ the Land Use Commission of the State of Ha-
+ wail to consider petitions for a Change in the
District Boundary as provided for in Section

f;i ed.

TIME AND PLACE
In the Hale Halawai Cultural Center, Coun-
ty of Hawaii, Kailua-Kona, on May 27, 1965,
at 3:30 p.m., or as soon thereafter as inter-
ested persons may be. heard.
(1) , (2)
Docket Number
and Petitioner
A64-72 Hawaitan Homes A65-80 Dillingham
Land Investment Corpo-
ration
Tax Map Key
Portion of Third Divi-  Portion of Third Di-
sion TMK 6-4-04 vision TMK §-1-08: 1
Present District
;1 Classification =
1 Agricultural Agricultural

1 Change Requested -

To incorporate a 0.89 To incorporate a 9
acre lot to the Kuhio Vil- acre tract to the Xa-
lage Urban District for awaloa Urban Dis-
the purpose of convert- trict for the purpose
ing a remnant parcel of developing a sub-
into a houselot, division containing

20 lots.

TIME AND PLACE

In the County Board Room, County Build-

ing, Hilo, Hawalii, on May 28 1965, at 2:00

p.m.,, or as soon thereafter as interested

persons may be heard.

) ) () .

1 Docket Number : ‘

and Petitioner _
AB4-78 Earl Truex . AB5-82 Hilo Sugar

! Company

: Tax Map Key

Third Division TMK
1-8-06: 92, 129 & 130

Portion of Third Di-
vision TMK 2-3-35:
1; portion of Third
Division TMK 2-3-38:
3; Third Division
TMK 2-3-39: 3, 4, 5,

6,78 9 & 10; and i}
portion of Third Di-

vision TMK 2-3-44:

9.
Present District
Classification
Agricultural

Agricultural

Change Requested

IOR cmv;& | TO CONSIDER. TR

| {i OF DISTRICT Bt‘ﬂ
! COUNTY OF HAWAIlI BEFORE THE LAND i
i USE COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF HA- |
& WAIL

{i NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN of public hear-
i1 ings to be held in the County of Hawail by the
i1 Land Use Commission of the State of Hawaii to
'} consider petitions for a Change in the District
1 Boundary as provided for in Section 98-H-4,
| Revised Laws of Hawaii 1935, as amended.
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98H-4, Revised Laws of Hawail 1955, as amend- |

il Docket Number
i1 and Petitioner
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| Tax] /Iap Key
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'IONS. FOR CHANGE [
INDARY WITHIN THE ||

TIME AND PLACE ¥
In the Hale Halawai Cultural Cnnter Coun- |
ty of Hawaii, Kailua-Kona, on May 27 1965,
at 3:30 p.m., Or as soon thereafl;er as inter-
ested persons may be heard.

o - (2)

AB4-72 Hawalian Homes A65-80 Dillingham
Land - Investment Corpo-
" ration

: Tax Map Key

Portion of Third Divi-  Portion of Third Di-
sion TMK 6-4-04 vision TMK. 8-1-08; 1

Present District
Classification
Agricultural Agricultural
Change Requested
To incorporate a 0.89 To incorporate a 9 |
acre lot to the Kuhio Vil- acre tract to the Ka- |
lage Urban District for awaloa Urban Dis-
. the purpose of convert- trict for the purpose |
ing a remnant parcel of develcping a sub-
into a houselot. division containing i
20 lots.

TIME AND PLACE ¢
In the County Board Room, County Bmld-
ing, Hilo, Hawaii, on May 28 1965, at 2:00 |
p.m., or as soon thereafter as mterested 4
persons may be heard.

(1) : (%)
Docket Number
and Petitioner
A64-78 Earl Truex A65-82 Hilo Sugar
Company

Third Division TMK
" 1-8-06: 92, 129 & 130 vision TMK 2-3-35:
1; portion of Third
D1v1 sion TMK 2-3-38:

3; Third Division
TMK 2-3-39: 3, 4, 5,
6,7, 8,9, & 10; and
portion of Third Di-
vision TMX 2-3-44:
9.

Agricultural

Agrluu; ur ai

1 Change Requested

To establish a 50 acre - To incorporate a 2
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Portion of Third Di- |

BRI Bt AN e A e R oy R Y s s K A S

T AR

To establish a 50 acre
Urban District in the

Agricultural District

near Mt. View for the
purpose of developing
2 subdivision contain-
ing one acre lots.

To incorporate a 2 |
.acre tract and a 9 |
acre tract to the Hilo
Urban District near

Kaumana Drive for
an unspecified Ur-
ban use.

Urban District in the

Agricultural District

near Mt. View for the
purpose of developing
a subdivision contain-
ing one acre lots.

acre tract and a 9
acre tract to the Hilo
Urban Distriet near
Kaumana Drive for
an unspecified Ur-
ban use.
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Maps showing the areas under considera- |
tion for change of District Boundary, and cop-
ies of the Rules and Regulations governing |
the petitions above are on file in the offices of |

the Planning Commission, County of Hawalii,

. and the Land Use Commission and are open
| to the public during office hours from 7:45 7

a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.
All written protests or comments regard-
ing the above petitions may be filed with the

Land Use Commission, 426 Queen Street, Ho- !
nolulu, Hawaii before the date of public hear- |
ing or subniitted in person at the time of the

public hearing, or up to fifteen (15) days fol-
lowing the heauncr

LAND USE COMMISSION

M. THOMPSON, Chairman

- R, YAMASHITA, Executive Officer

(Hon. Adv.: May 17, 25, 1965)

=

the hearing.
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: Maps showing the areas under consideration
& for change of District Bounday, and copies of
| the Rules and Regulations governing the peti-
1 tions above are on file in the offices of the
 Planning Commission, County of Hawaii, and
i the Land Use Comimission and are open to the
i public during office hours from 7:456 a.m, to
i 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.

All written protests or' comments regarding

% the above petitions may be filed with the Land
1l Use Commission, 426 Queen Street, Honolulu,
" I* Hawaii before the date of public hearing or
- submitted in person at the time of the pub- |

lic hearing, or up to fifteen (15) days following

LAND USE COMMISSION !
M. THOMPSON, Chairman H
R. YAMASHITA, Executive Officer
| (S.-B.: ’\Iay 17, 25, 1965) b
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i 70 CONSIDER PETITIONS FOR CHANGE

¥ OF DISTRICT

BOUNDARY WITHIN THE

COUNTY OF HAWAII BEFORE THE LAND
. USE COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF HA-

WAIIL

4 NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN of public hear-

Z A e LA SRR TR A

| Bl
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RE

" Docket Number

f  1:3:06: 92, 129°& 130

| Planning Commission, County of Hawaii, and

| Use Commission, 426 Queen Street, Honoluly,

ings to be held in the County of Hawaii by the

't Land Use Commission of the State of Hawali to
consider petitions for a Change in- the District §

Boundary as provided for in Section 98-H-4;
Revised Laws of Hawail 1955, as amended.

TIME AND PLACE :
. In the Hale Halawai Cultural Center, Coun-
ty of Hawaii, Kailua-Kona, on May 27, 1965,
at 3:30 p.m,, or as soon thereafter as inter--
ested persons may be heard.

(1) ()
Docket Number
and Petitioner : ;
AB4-72 Hawailan Homes A65-80 Dillingham
Land Investment Corpo-

ration
Tax Map Key :
Portion of Third Divi-  Portion of Third Di-
sion TMK 6-4-04 - vision. TMK 8-1-08; 1 °
Present District
Classification
Agricultural Agricultural
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Change Requested
To incorporate a 0.89
acre lot to the Kuhio Vil
lage Urban District for
the purpose of convert-
ing a remnant parcel
into a houselot,

+To incorporate a 9
acre tract to the Ka-
awaloa Urban Dis-

of developing a sub- !
division containing
, 20 lots.

TIME AND PLACE
In the County Board Room, County Build-
ing, Hilo, Hawaii, on May 28, 1965, .at 2:00
p.m., or as soon thereafter as interested
persons may be heard.

(1) )

and Petitioner
 A64-78 Earl Truex AG65-82 Hilo Sugar

~ Company

Tax Map Key

Third Division TMK Portion of Third Di-
vision TMK 2-3-35:
1; portion of Third
Division TMK 2-3-38:
3: Third Division
TMK 2-3-39: 3, 4, 5,
6,7 8 9, & 10; and
portion of Third Di-
vision TMK 2-3-44:
‘ 9.
Present District
Classification

Agricultural

 Agricultural

Change Requested

To establish a 50 acre
Urban District in the

Agricultural District

near Mt. View for the
purpose of developing
a subdivision contain-
ing one acre lots.

To incorporate a 2
acre fract and a @
acre tract to the Hilo
Urban District near
Kaumana Drive for
an unspecified Ur-
ban use.

e

Maps showing the areas under consideration
for change of Distriet Bounday, and copics of
the Rules. and Regulations governing the peti:
tions above are on file in the offices of the

the Land Use Commission and are open to the
public during office hours from 7:45 a.m. to
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.

All written protests or comments regarding
the above petitions may be filed with the Land

Hawaili before the date of public hearing or
submitted in person at the time of the pub-
lic hearing, or up to fifteen (15) days following
the hearing.

LAND USE COMMISSION

M. THOMPSON, Chairman

trict for the purpose |
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R. YAMASHITA, Executive Officer §

(S.-B.: May 17, 25, 1965)
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| NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN of public
¥ hearings to be held in the County of Hawall by
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: OI" DISTRICT THE
! COUNTY OF HAWAII BEFORE THE LAND
L USIE COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF HA-

the Land Use Commission of the State of Ha-
waii to consider petitions for a Change in the
District Boundary as provided for in Section
98H-4, Revised Laws of Hawail 1955, as amend-

Tax Map Key . . .
. Portion of Third Divi- -~ Portion of Third Di- #

Present District _
Classification

Change Requested
" aere lot to the Kuhio Vil- acre tract to the Ka-

_ the purpose of convert-

Docket Number

1« 2 subdivision contain-

! and the Land Use Commission and are open
il to.the public during office hours from 7:45 §
i a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.
¥ All written protests or comments regard- §
{ ing the above petitions may be filed with the §
il Land Use Commission, 426 Queen Street, Ho- §
nolulu, Hawaii before the date of public hear- §
ing or submitted in person at the time of the P
public hearing, -or up to fifteen (15) days fol- W
i lowing the hearing.

-

el e S
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§ Notice of P‘%’E@ Hearing %
: |

TO CONSIDER PE

ONS FOR 'CHANGE |
BOUNDARY WITHIN THE

i

| ed. : :
i TIME AND PLACE
In the Hale Halawai Cultural Center, Coun- |

ty of Hawaii, Kailua-Kona, on May 27, 1965, "3
at 3:30 p.m., or as soon thereafter as inter- ¥
ested persons' may be heard. ; ¥

1

5
(1 REREN () |

Docket Number i
and Petitioner g

A64-72 Hawaiian Homes A65-80 Dillingham
Land Investment Corpo-
ration

sion TMK 6-4-04 vision TMK 81-1~08_: 1

Agricultural - Agricultural

To incorporate a 0.89 - To incorporale & 9

awaloa Urban Dis-
_trict for the purpose
ing a remnant parcel of developing a . sub-

. lage Urban District for .

into a houselot, - division containing
. 20 lots,
TIME AND PLACE
In the County Board Room, County Build-
" ing, Hilo, Hawaii, on May 28, 1965, at 2:00
“p.m., or as- soon thereafter. as. interested
persons may be heard. :

m ar

e

and Petitioner i 4 g
AB64-78 Earl Truex . A65-82 Hilo Sugar

Company
Tax Map Key |
Third Division TMK
1-8-06: 92, 129 & 130

- Portion of Third Di-
vision TMK 2-3-35:
1; portion of Third !
Division TMK 2-3-38;
3; Third Division .
TMK 2-3-39: 3, 4, 5,

6,7 8 9 & 10; and §
portion of Third Di-
vision TMK 2-3-44: |

9- .
i Present District . '
! Classification ) o
[;% Agricultural Agriculfural
3 | )

Change Requested

To establish a 50 acre

_ Urban District in the

Agricultural District

near Mt. View for the
purpose of developing

To incorporate a 2
acre tract and a 9
Kaumana Drive for

ing one acre lots. ° ban use.
Maps showing the areas under considera-

¢ tion for change of District Boundary, and cop- |
4 jes of the Rules and Regulations governing g
i the petitions above are on file in the offices of

the Planning Commission, County of Hawaii,

LAND USE COMMISSION
M, THOMPSON, Chairman ;
R. YAMASHITA, Executive Oificer
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acre tract to the Hilo §
Urban District near {

an unspecified Ur- - &
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(Hon. Adv.: May 17, 25, 1965) 8




COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

County of Hawaii

1. February 15, 1965

REPORTS "fja
L (=)
1. Zoning Committee ;%/ 19
2. Master Plan Committee

3. Subdivision Committee

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

NEW BUSINESS

1'00 pnﬂlc -

1315 pem. =

1:30 p.me =

1’#5 p.m- -

2‘00 p.m. od

2:15 p.me =

Public hearing on the request of Thomas and Margaret Orlin for a
variance to allow the development and comstruction of a 557 x 357
building to be used as a restaurant. The proposed use will be
located on a lot approximately 38,825 square feet in ares, being

Lot 1, portion of R. P, 68, L. C. Award 4886, portion of R. F. 7395,
L. C. Award 4038 and portion of Grant 5975, VWaimea Town, South Kohala.

Public hearing on the request of Koichi Kondo for & warience to sllow
the development and construction of an addition to an existing singlee-
family building for the purpose of a duplex use. The prope
vill be located on a lot approximately 14,914 square feet in ~xo
being Lot 106, a portion of L. C. Award 1120, Map 12, Hawi, !'zx*h
Kohala.

varignee
Public hearing on the request of Wideo Naitg/ggrailow the €evelopment

and construction of a Drive Inn Fountain. The proposed ue: -
located on a lot approximately 45,110 square feet in area, - Lon
Kynnersley Road Tract 1, File Plan 651, portion of Hansulas, Fort:
Kohala ¢

Public hearing on the request of Yoso Ryusaki for a variance to allow
the development and construction of a 20! x 40' Dining Room Addition
to an existing restaurant. The proposed use will be located on a lot
approximately 17,000 square feet in area, being Lot é-A, portion of
Grant 7276, Waimea Vomesteads, South Kohala.

Public hesring on the request of Captain Cook Building Supply, Inc.,

for a variance to allow the development and construction of an addition
to the existing service station building. The proposed usc will be
located on a lot approximately 14,089 square feet in area, being Lot A-1,
a portion of Keawaloa (makai), South Kona.

Public hearing on the request of Island Holidays, Ltd., for = variance
to allow the development and construction of a second elevator. The
proposed use will be located on a lot approximately 1.616 acres in
area, being Lot 1-B, L. C. Application No. 420, portion of Leniheu dnd,
North Kona.



2330 p.m.

2345 p.m.

3:00 p.m.

3315 pom.

3:30 p.m.

3345 p.m.

4:00 p.m.

4330 p.m.

Publig hearing on the request of American Factors, Ltd., for a variance
to allow the development end construction of an enelosure withi
building for office use and storage of materials. The propcsed use
will be located on a lot approximately 0.599 acre in srsa,‘ ing Lot 1
a portion of land Court Commission 91, Lanihou 1st, Worth Xona. !

Public hearing on the request of Shizue Miurs for a vorianc: to sllow
the renovation of a store building and cockiail lounge. %hc proposed
use will be located on a lot approximately 5,533 square feet in area,
being Lot 8, a portion of New Pahoa Section, Waigkahiula, Puna.

Public hearing on the vequest of Akeshi and Mitsuko Hashimoto for s
variance to allow the development and construction of a 2-stoxy, l6-unit
apartment, laundromat, fountain end office building. The proposed use
will be located on a lot approximetely 27,636 square feet in area,

being Lot 23, a portion of L. C. Aw. 11216, Apana 40, Part 2, = portion
of Waiskahiula, Puna.

Public hearing on the requeat of Charies Makaweo for s warisnce to
allow the development and construction of a 16-unit spariment hotel
complex. The proposed use will be loceted on & lot approximstely
14,376 square feet in area, being Lot C, a portion of Fem IV Deed,
Kawaihae Village, Kawaihae lst, South Kohals.

Public hearing on the request of David Ota for a Specisl Pernit to
allov the comstruction of an addition to the existing genersl rotail
and restaurant building to be used as a barber shop on a parcel of
land containing 13.852 acres, being a portion of L. C. Aw. 7228,
Holusloa 4th, North Kons.

Public hearing on the request of Kohala Kim Chee, Inec., for - Sroeial
Permit to allow a 5° x 18" addition to the existing building on s
parcel of land containing approximately 6.U447 acres, bein; o poriion

of L. C. Aw, 10863, Kokoiki Homesteads, North Kohals.

Public hearing on the vequest of Madeline Leslie an@ Robcy' Laslie, Jr.,
for a Special Permit to allow the development and conatyuciion of a

general retail store on a parcel of land approximately 7.30 rncres, being
a portion of Kealie lst, South Kona.

Public hearing on the request of Marie T. Lee, Kiyoko Watansbe, and
Eijiro Kaneshiro for a change in zoning of approximately 2% acves of
land situsted at Waiszkea Homesteasds House lots from a portion of Resi-
dential Zones "A"™ and "B" to a Neighbtorhood Shopping District.

1. Election of Planning Commission Viee Chaimman.

2. Request for approval by Mr. Koga to construct a secomd dwelling on 2 cne~acre
parcel in Kurtistown.

3. Scheduling of a special meeting in April to discuss emendment to the Planning
Commission's rules of practice and procedure.




PLANNING AND TRAFFIC COMMISSION
County of Hawaii

March 22, 1965
The Zoning Committee of the Whole meeting was called to order at 11247 a.n., in

the Conference Room of the Planning snd Traffic Commission by Chairman Pro tem. Haxine
Carlsmith. S \ :

PRESENT: Maxine Carlsmith . ABSENT: Seiji Aoyagi
Miyoshi Mntsushita : ; Jom T. Preitas
Robert M, Yamada : Walter W. Kimura
Raymond H. Suefuji Robert J. Santos
MINUTES The minutes of the meeting held on Februavy 5, 1945, were

accepted as circulated.

1., MINIMOM DENSITY STUDY At its last meeting, the Commission referrved to the Come
¥ULTI.FPAMILY DEVELOPMENT mittee for further study on the minimum density requirement
] for multi-family development under the Inferim Zoning Veri-
ance requests.

The Committee recommended that the following he used as the guidelinet

1. The variance granted under the Interim Zoning Oxdinamce is for the 3o and not
a change in requirement. :

2., The density stipulated in the proposed Comprehensive Zoning Ozdinencs chall be
upheld snd requivred to comply with the 1,250 square feet pex unit.

3s If the denéity of 1,250 square feet per umit is considered unrensscnn

then
a veriavce of not move than 107 shall be geented in cases Involving 2
hardship.  ° Rl ST _

2. LAND USE COMMISSION ' The land Use Commission requested comments and rocrmmendae
REZONING RECQUEST tions on the application of Hile Sugar Company fox onende
HILO SUGAR COMPANY ment of the land Use Distriet Boundaries from foricultural

- to Myban District on two parcels. One is {zonting om

Punahele Street, between Halai"\gnd ;Puriami Streets, situsted on the Puna side; nnd the
other is loeated off Kaumars Drive, between Wiliwili and Bualilili Streets ¢n the Puna
side, ‘,‘ o e .

The staff reportéd that the land in question is not being used for growing sugar
cene but presently used es a pasture land. : b S :

~ On the basis of the staff report, Wy, Matoushita moved to recommend to the Land
Use Commission for change of zone boundaries to Urben Disirict. The motion was seconded
by Mrs. Carlsmith, and carried. :

AMENDMENT A discussion folbwed on the Commisgion's acticn o emend
STATE LAND USE LaW , Ordinancde No. 23 {Zoning Ordinance) pexrteining to enactmert
_ R, of provisions relating to residentislesgricultural and
agricultural districts as proposed in the pending Comprehensive Zoning Ondinrnce. The
County Attorney informed the Commission thot in order to effectuste the minimum srea
vequirement within the “Grecnbel t" area.}(agricultu;al,:_zoni,ng-under the S¢nte Tand Use
Low) paxegraph (b) of Section 98H=5, Revised Laws of Hawall 1955, pelating to ihe

Land Use Commission, should be amended. There is a question whether the miniinm 1o0%




size imposed by County ordinance in 1965 can be given retroactive stetus as of May 1,
1963, which is used as the cuteoff date in the statute, In other words, the County
cannot enforce the amendments being considered for incorporstion in Ordinence Yo, 23
becsuse the statute supersedes the County ordinance.

The Committee recommended that the Boaxd of Supervisors be requested to take sction
to eamend the statute by Legislative Act to delete the phrase "existing as of Mey 1,
1963," on a motion of Mr. Matsushits and second of Mrs. Carlemith.

4, ZONWING PROPOSAL The staff recoumended a public hearing for zoning proposals
WAIMEA DISTRICT of Waimea Distriet instead of » meeting to deleruine ares
requirement of the vardious areas as previously rreeed.
The establishment of zoning boundaries will eliminate processing of variances from the
Interim Zoning Ordinance, It was felt thet undesireble uses will not result vhen zoning
is established Hr Vaimea ares. ' ‘

The date of the publis hearing will need to be determined 2t the Commission meeting
ADJOURNMENT The meeting was adjourned at 12325 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

(¥rs,) Lei A, Teujd

ATTEST:

(Mrs.) Maxine Carlsmith, Choirmen Pro tem.
Master Plan Committee of the
Planning and Tyaffic Commission



PLANNING AND TRAFFIC COMMISSION
Gounty of Hawaii

Mexch 22, 1965
The Master Plon Committee of the Whole meeting wes called to oxder at 11:10 n.m.,
in the Conference Boom of the Plamning and Traffic Commission by Chairmen Pro tom.
Maxine Carlumith.

PRESENT: Maxine Carlemitn ABSENTs Seiji Aoymgi

Miyoshi Matsushite Jonn T. Preitas
Robert M. Yamzda ; Walter W, Kimurs

Rgymond H. Svefuji Robert J. Santos
Charles L. Sgﬁustér, State Nighways Div, |
MITGTES e i SR The minutes of the meeting held on Februery 5, 1965, were
accepted as circulated.

Beeruse of the lack of membership on the Master Plan Committee, the Commiszion
Chaiymen %cok action to hold a meeting on the basis of a Committee of the Whole,

1. AMENTVENT At its last meeting, the Commission went on rccowd fo
WAIMZA MASTER PLAN withhold any asction on the request to climinatc Industrial
INDUSTRIAL SITE designation on the Waimea Master Plem until a public

henring is held and the wishes of the people avs expresseds

The State Highway representative attended the meeting to request the retentiocn of
the irdustrial designation because the Depaytment may want to expand its fecllities in
the sear future without ineveasing the area for the use. The represeniabive nontioned
the% the Department would like to maintein the present operation for the purposs of
hijhway maintenance. Ya pointed out that it is located centrally and at the lub of
t'eir operation which makes it impracticel for them to situate at Kawaihae. 712 noople
vorking for the baseyard o1l live in Waoimea and the relocation will inconvenicuce theme
‘he representative also spoke in behalf of the Hilo Elegtyic Light Company which has its
power generating unit, switohing station, and the pole yerd adjacent to the Siniels
baseyard. ‘The utility compuny is proposing to expand their operation and hnd cxpressed
the desire to remain at tie present site. o il Xl

The Gomnit,tée‘reoomanded no éction until after the pubiic hearing.

2, AMENDMENT ' Tre members édnsidgered the following requests for amende
KATLUA-TONALO. ment of the Kailus-Fonalo Kona Master Plen from gingle-
KONA MASTER FLAN family residentiel to multi-family residential situsted
' gt along Alii Dedwer .. &

g.,g,”uum,mmungs. : The property owned by Iwao Jyo, et al., is locaticd on the

TWAO JYO, ET AL mauke side of Alii Drive and in the vieinity of Tolunloa
Bay. The regquest is to change the .?hlmacre prrezl from

single-fauily residertial to multi-family vesidentisl.

The property i1 question abuts the tvo-fomily residential designation oo “ho Master
Plan. The st~ff rejommended that the Master Plan be amended to veflect multi-family
residential from tle end of the two-family residential designation and extending noxth
to align with the sulti-family residential shown makai of Alii Drive.

; Mr. Matsushita moved to recommend the staff's suggestion for smerdment fo the
Moster Plan. Th: motion was seconded by Mrs. Carlemith, and carried.

2-b, WILTI.FAMILY RES. The property owned by T. D. Woo is located meksi =7 A1ii
7. D. WOO Drive about a mile from Keilua Villsge. The zcor 2l is
for a change from single-family residential %v » muléie

family residen tial .



The Committee recommended approval since the pavcel is located within {lo recently
extended multi-family ares.

ADJOURWMENT The meeting was adjourned at 11247 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

(Mrs.) Lei A. Teuji

ATTEST:

Maxine Caxrlsmith, Chaiwman Pro tem.
Master Plan Committee of the
Planning and Traffic Commission



PLANNING AND TRAFFIC COMMIS3ION
County of Hawali

March 22, 1965
The Subdivision Committes of the Whole meeting was called to crder &%

1:22 p.m., in the Conference Room of the FPlanning and Traffic Commission Ly
Chairman John T, Freltas.

PRESENT: John T. Freitae ABSENT: Seijl Aoyagl
Walter Wo Kimura Yaxine Carlsmith
Miyoshi Matsushita Robert J. Santos

Robert M., Yamada
Raymond H. Suefujl
Mary F. Hara

Howard Ogi, Blg Island Engineers
Thomas Nakahsara

MINUTES The minutes of the meeting held on
Februvary 5, 1965, were approved as cire
culsted on a motion of ¥r. Kimura, sscond of Mr, Mstsushita, and carried.

DISCUSSION The following svbdivis on maticrs oo
Item Nos. 33 and 36 were discusced vith
their respective representatives present:
a, Thomas T. Nokahara, et al.

b. Harold S. Tanouye & Asscciates

1., EXTENSION ReQULST At its last meeting the Commissicn O 1. 1=
ALOHA ESTATES SUBDIV. red action to give the stafl an
ALOHA DEVLLOPMENT INCORP. nity to study the repert on ths:

also on the Road Maintenance Lse

To date, the subdivider has net ER A
an amended Road Censtruction Escrow Fund Agreement to conform with 2 mopiice
rium on the read construction deposit for 13 months,

It was moved by Mr. Freitas, seconded by ¥r. Kimura, and carried that a
withdrawal of the moratorium on the road construction deposit be reconmonded
if the subdivider fails to submit the amsnded Road Censtruction bacrow rond
Agreement within 30 days.

2. RESTRICTED ACCLSS The membars next discusssd the recvect Zor
KUAKINI HOUSE LOTS reconsidération of restriched acceus
BISHOP ESTATE Kuekini Highwaey impesed on Kuaklini

Lots, kxtension No, 2 subdivision

North Kena, Hawaii. The request was based on the problem ef the terroin

which makes it impossible to gain access to each let from the old Coverant

Road.

The staff reported that an on-site inspection of the area ghoved 37
the entrance of Let 4 was feasible, The Committee recommended ths constioo
tion of a service road parallel to Kuakini Highway with one entrance gt 1ot 4
to ssrve Lets 3 to 7 inclusive.
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3, PUULO, KIOLOKAA= Pre iminary approval of the preposed
KEAA, KAU "Kamaoa Faven Subdivisdon," Lot 12 of
NORMAN N. INABA, LT AL. Kiolokaa-Keaa Homestoads Lote, land
THE:  9=hOh:l patent (Grant) No. 11,084, Puuec, Kic-

lokaa-Kean, Kau, Hawuli, into 32 lobs
all over 3.00 acres.

The Committee reccmmended preliminary approval te the propessd gubtivi
sion provided a revised plan is submitted showlng two lateral rosds I ]
South Point Covernment Road in order to econform to the block lenghh o ~iu-
ject to each and every provision of Ordinance No. 24, excepting Lhoge »iovi-
picns which are specifically modified as follows:

1. The usual modificatioens on sidewalks and sewers.

2. Base course shall be constructed according to Section 25 of Hawnil
Highway Department Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge
Construction, editicn of May, 1957, and oll~ireated surface aas
described in said book and subject to the foilowing conditiens:

a, bngineered plan, profile, and section ap-roved by the Chiel
: Ekngineer.

b. Considerstion given in design for proper drainage.

3, Portions of road where grades are 8% or groater must be paved with
cold-mix or better.

L. Roadways within the subdivision shall be kept in private ocvner:iip
and perpetual righteof-way for ingress and egress to 2 public 0. T-
way shall be granted to all the lois.

As a condition of approval, the subdivider is required of the follic i e

1. Construction of two lateral roads in order to comply with ho @loud
length requirement.

2. All lot corners shall be marked by one-half (3) inch galver!
pipe, or equal, firmly set on the ground.

3e Submissicn of a Road Maintenance Escrow Fund Agreemsnt accoriir.y
to the Commission's requirement.

4, Subdividsr shall notify buyers of land in this subdivision aboub
the use of oil-treated surface and the present lack of water,
sewer systems, and electric pover. All advertising shall call
attention to the modifications of gtandards and the lack of faci-
iities. j

Land shall not be offered for sale, lease or rent until recordation of
the final subdivision map.

Construction drawings for rcadway shall be submitted to the Deparicant
of Public Works and the Planning Cemmission, and construction work e tartzd
upon the approval thereof.

Final approval for recordation shall be granted upen 1) submisalen of
final plat plans, 2) posting of surety bond to pay for the full cost of wn-
struction of road or completion of the aforementioned improvement, znd )
submission of a signed Road Maintenance Lscrow Fund Agreement.

cZo



A discussion ensued on the type of surface
pavement to be required of subdivisions
serving five or less numbsr of lots. For
s Len=oived lots, it wes recommended that the subdivider be required to
with cold-mix or better and that no road maintenance be required of the
Civider, Subdivisions with more than five lots shall be constructed to
e 1

1e standards. Agricultural lots shall be required to install oil-

} aurf{sce pavement and that road maintenance by the subdivider shall be

imnosed,

The ninimen road right-of-way for subdivisions up to five lots shall be

es follows:

2. FRoadway serving 1 lot 12 feet with 8-foot pavement

bs Roadway serving 2 lots 14 feet with 10=foot pavement

¢. Roadway serving 3 lots 16 feet with 12-foot pavement

do Roadway serving 4 lots 18 feet with li=foot pavement

8. Rosdway serving § iots 20 feet with l6-foot pavement

he  SIDEWALK ‘ The Commission recommended to the Board of
CRITERIA Supervisors in October of last year to re-

quire sidewalks on all ncwly created sube
o0 f2lling (1) within the Urban District as established by the State
L. su Commission for the city of Hile and (2) within the County Zoning
Piouoieta of Glass By, Cy D Residential, Hotel and Apartment, Restrictive
. nwss, Helghborhood Shopping, Business, Waterfront Business, Light Indus-
. General Industrial, and Noxious Industrisl. The construction of side-

YiticBe

ip, Freitas moved to reconsider and to recommend that the requirement of
sileuali be based on (a) urban district, (b) zoned areas, and (c) adequate
drainage. The motion was seconded by Mr. Kimura, and carried.

PR ]

SIDEWALK The Department of Public Works submitted
SPECIPICATIONS their recommendation for sidewalk specifi-

cations showing various types applicable
acconding to location as follows:

ype I = All urban and rursl minor streets (streets generally not
exceeding 1,300 fest in length) and cul-de-soc (dead end
street) in residential subdivisions located within a radius
of 3 miles from any school. Minimum thickness shall be 1}
inch a.c.

Type II ~ All urban and rural collector streets in residential subdi-
visions located within a radius of 3 miles from any school.
Minimum Thickness shall be 1} inch a.c.

Tepe 111 All urban streets fronting commercial, industrial, schools
% 1V = and points of heavy pedestrial traffic or other special
circumstances whers the need is indicated. Concrete thick-
ness shall be 4 inches.

‘n & motion of ¥r. Freitas and second of ¥r., Kimura, the Committee went

o pecord to recommend adoption of the sidewalk specifications as submitted
b the Department of Public Works.
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PAVEMENT WIDTH The Subdivisicon Ordinance requires & mini-
%.DICABLL ROADWAY mum pavement width of 16 feet for dedicable
roadways built to County standards within
1 subdivisions, The County kngineer requested consideration of a wider
it reruirement of 20 feet because the wider cars now in use have a ten-
7 o break up roadways along the shoulders.,

Hyre Kimura moved to recommend an amendment to the Subdivision Ordinance
cquire the minimum pavement width of 20 feet. The motion was seconded
by Yr, Matsushita, and carried.

OL&k, PUNA Final plan approval of the proposed sub-
QAWQY MATHEWSON division, portlon of COrant 5721, Olaa Sum-
TéK: 1=9=05:4 mer Lots, Oleaa, Puna, Hawaii, into 3 lots

all lover 8,529 square feet.

At its last meeting, the Commission deferred action until a public hear-
s held in Volcance on the minimum area allowable for single-family dis-
L. The staff felt that a hearing waez not warranted at this time and
1% a determination of the areca requirement should be recommended for appro-
val ef the subdivision.

The area requirement of 20,000 square feet under the proposed zoning was
conniderod unrealistic for the surrounding parcels, therefors, the Committes
e nded the granting of a varlance from Ordinance No. 183, as amended, to

Ciielde Inte lobs less than 1 acre for single-family dwelling use.

The Comnmittee recommended final plan approval to t he proposed subdivi-
i, oublect to each and svery provision of Oprdinance No. 24, excepting thos
~risions which are specifically modified as follows:

ie The wusuval modificaticns on sidewalks and sswers.

Z. Installation of a 10=foot pavement of cold-mix or better within the
read right-of-wnay.

3. The roadway shall be kept in privete ownership and perpetual right-
of=vay for ingress and egress to a public highway shall bs granted
to all the lots,

As a condition of approval, the following are required of the subdividery

1. 411 lot corners shall be marked by one=half (4) inch galvanized pipe,
or equal, firmly set on the ground.

2. ERemoval or relocation of structure straddling the boundary.

3. OSubmission of a written document showing perpetual right-of-way
access to the interior lots,

and shall not be offered for sale, lease or rent untll recordation of
nal subdivision map.

Pinel approval for recordation shell be grented upon 1) completion of
wccess roadway and submission of a written notification thereof to the
wing Commission or upon posting of a deposit to pay for the full cost of
instelling the 10-foot pavement built to Cammission’s requirement, 2) the

cval or relocation of the structure straddling the boundary and a written
sotification by the owner so stating and the inspection thereof by the staff
0f the Planning Commission, and 3) submission of a written document on the
porpstual righteof-way access over the private roadway.

-ha



7. WADMEA, S. KCHALA reliminary approval of the proposed cone
NELSON DOI, LT AL. solidation and resubdivision of poxi’

T™K: 6-5=02 of Lots 4, 5, and 6, Block 8 and oY
of lots 1, 2, 3 and 4, Block il, Waim

Homesteads, Waimea, South Kohals, Hawaii, inte 40 lots 21l in excess of ifg(ﬂ@
squars feet.

On a motion of ¥r. Kimura and second of Mr. Freitas, the Commitiee roco-
mended the granting of a variance from Ordinance Ne. 183, as amended, to
divide into lots less than 1 acre for single-family dwelling use aud e
nary approval to the propossd consolidation and resubdivision, sub] 0
each and every provision of Ordinance No. 24, excepting those provision: .1
are specifically modified on sewers and sidewalks.

As a condition of approval, the following are required of the subdividen

1. All lot corners shall be marked by one=half (1) inch galvaniz.d
pipe, or equal, firmiy asst on the ground.

2. Submission of topographic map and hydraulic study calculation with
road construction plan,

Land shall not be offered for sale, leass, or rent until the recordaticn
of the final subdivision map.

Construction drawings for roadways and water system shall be eulrdtfod
to the Department of Public Works, Board of water Supply, and the Planning
Commission and construction work started upon the approval thersof.

Final approval for recordation shall be granted upon l)submissien o
final plat plans and 2) posting of a surety bend to pay for the fvll oot ol
construction of roads and water eystem or completion of the aferemeniicicl
improvements and acceptance thereof by the Departwent of Public Werks an.l
the Board of Water Supply.

8. OLAA, PUNA, HAWAII Preliminary approval of the proposis
KEARILOA BRADLLY BRAUN division of Lot 12, Block "B," ! o
THK: mer Lots, Olaa, Puna, Hawail, intc O 1ol

all in excess of 0.732 acwyes.

The Committee recommended the granting of & variance frem Ordins:
183, as amended, to subdivide into lots less than 1 acre for singl ily
dwelling use and preliminary approval to the proposed subdivision, upci: e
mission of revised maps showing a li-foot rozdwey and subject to each !
every provision of Uprdinance No. 2&, excepting those provisions whlch owe
specifically modified as follows:

1 The usual modifications on sewers and sidewalks,

2. Installation of a 10-foot pavement of cold-mix or betier within the
14=-foot road right-of-way.

3. The lh-foot roadway shall be kept in private evmership end perro
tual right-of-way for ingress and egress Lo a public highwsy shall
be granted to Lots 3 and 4.

As a condition of approval, the following are required of the aubAide o
der: ‘

1. All lot corners shall te marked by ons-half (1) ineh galwer L
pipe, or equal, firmly set on the ground.

2. Submission of revised maps showing a l4-foob road pishiler -

“Bw



lLand shall not bs offered for sale, lease or rent until recordation cf
the final subdivision map.

Final approval for recordation shall be granted wpon complstion of the
access roadway end submission of a written motification thereof to the Flune
ning Commission or upen posting of a deposit to pay for the full cost of in~
stalling the 10=foot pavement built to Commission's requirement.

9., PUUA, PUNA Final plan approval of the propossd
HAWAIX ‘ “Nanawale Letates Subdivision," Unit 13I-%,
NANAWALE ESTATRS CO. being a portion of R. P. 7788, L.C. Av,

8452, Apana 15, being alsc portions of
File Plan 644 and File Plen 780, Puua, Puna, Hawaii, into 580 lots all in
excess of 7,999 square feet.

The Coamittee recommended final plan approval to the proposed subdl <
subject to each and every provision of Urdinance No, 24, excepting those io-
visions which are specifically modified and the conditions listed in the let-
ter of approval, dated January 23, 1962.

As an additional condition of approval, the subdivider is required of
the followlng:

1. Submission of a Road Maintenance Escrow Fund Agreement under the new
policy based on the depoeit with a depository acceptable to the Flon=
ning Commission an amount equal to $5,000 per mile of roadway at 7o
time the request of final approval for recordabion is maide.

2. Completion of Roads A, B, C, and D within Units I and II with A, C.
pavement by June 30, 1965, as stipulated in our letter of time ex=
tension, dated December 22, 196i.

3. Completion of road construction and A. C. Paving within Unit III o%
the time of approval request cn Unit IV.

L. Within one year, final plat plans and constructlon drawings for
Units III=B and IV shall be submitted.

Land shall not be offered for sale, lease or rent until recordatic
the final subdivision map.

Final approval for recordation shall be granted upon 1) subissicn ol 2
signed Road Maintenance Escrow Fund Agreement based under the new recuir
2) sutmission of a signed Road Construction kscrow Fund Agrasment, 3) ¢

mission of a signed Agreemsnt between the County of Hawail and the subd. s

and 4) submission of a signed Road Construction Contract betwssn the subdlivie
der and the contractor,

10. PUUKAPU BMSTDS, Final plan approval of the proposed "Puu
WAIMEA, S. KOHALA Nani Subdivision,® Units XX & IIX, Grant
NOHEA CORPORATION 7475 and being a portion c¢f Puukapu Homo-
T™K: 6=4=02:8 steads, Waimea, South Kohala, Hawali, ivte
154 lots all in excess of 8,250 square
foot.,
It was moved by Mr. Kimura, seconded by ¥r. Matsushita, and carrisd that

final plan approval to ths proposed subdivision be recommended, subject ©
each and every provision of Ordinance Noo 2l,, excepting those provicions
which are specifically modlfied and the conditions listed in the letler o
preliminary approval, dated April 3, 1962,
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Land ghall not be offered for sale, lease or rent until recerdsilon of
the final subdivision mep.

The subdivider is requested to submit street names for approval at Lhe
time of request for final approval for recordation,

Final approval for recordation shall be granted upon campletion of iihe
necessary improvements as set forth in the preliminary approval and upon the
acceptance thereof by the appropriate County Agencies or upon posting of s
surety bond or other guarantee acceptable tc the County Attorney for the Tuvll
cost of the required improvements,

11. EALAOA 3rd, Final plan approval of the proposed "lflona
NORTH KOHALA Coastview Subdivision,® Units IV, U, ol
%ﬂ?f Sgbgl 3LAND, INC, VI, being a portion of Orant 1606 and

Grant 4842, Kalaca 3rd, North Kena, Huwaili,
into 213 lots all in excess of 14,819 square feet.

The Committee reccmmended final plan approval to the proposed subdivi-
sion, subject to each and every provision of Ordinance No. 24, excepling
those provisions which are specifically modified and ths conditions listed
in the letter of preliminary approval, dated January 22, 1962.

Land shall not be offered for sale, lease or rent until recordatlon of
the inal subdivision map.

The subdivider is requested to submit street names for approval at tho
time of request for finel approval for recordation,

Final approval for recordation shall be granted upon completion of i'e
necessary improvements as set forth in the preliminary approval and upen ihe
acceptance thereof by the appropriate County Agencies or upon posting of =
surety bond or other guarantee acceptable to the County Attorney for the [
cost of the required improvements.

12, WAIAKEA HOMESTwADS Final plan approval of the proposed oui~
BOB YANAZAKI division of Grant 11074, Lot 14=D of
TK: 2-2=46:6 Block 801, Waiakea Homesteads, Soulh il'-,

Hawaii, into 9 lots all over 10,000 sovsce
feet., Lxtension of 90 days requested for completion of all lmprovamenl:.

The Committee recommended final plan approval to the proposed subdl e
sion, subject to each and every provision of Ordinance No. 24, excepling
those provisions which are specifically modified and the conditions lisbted
in the letter of preliminary approval, dated March 17, 1964.

by

Land shall not be offered for sale, lease or rent until recordation ¢
the final subdivision map.

The subdivider is requested to submit street name for approval at the
time of request for final approval for recordation if he plan to dedicalc
the roadway to the County.

Final approval for recordation shall be granted upon completion of the
necessary improvements as set forth in the preliminary approval and ujon
acceptance thereof by the appropriate County Agencies or upen post!
surety bond or other guarantee acceptable to the County Attornsy lov the [l
cost of the required improvements.

The Committee also recommended extension of 90 days for completion of
2ll improvements.

o i



- 13. MAKAPALA, KOHAL, Final plan approvel of the proposed sul-

KOHALA SUGAR €O., division of porticns of R.P. L4276, L.C.
WALTLR RODENHURST/ Aw. 10353, Vekapala, North Kohala, MHrvail,
ETHEL P.H. NELSON Lots 5, 7, and 8 for rosd widening pur-

TWK: 5-2=-09 posas end Lot 3 to be consolidated with

adjolning parcel,

The Committee recommended deferment wntil a corrected map iz pvdalt
showlng metes and bounds of Lot 6-4 (4,082 seraes),which 13 not conplel

14. PAAUILD, HAMAKUA . Final appro-al for recordation of the pro-
TATSUHIKO ARAKI posed subdivisien of a portion of Lot 05
TUK:  4=3=12-4 of the Paaullo Homesteads, 2nd Serios,

Paaullo, Hamakuva, Hewail, into 4 lots »11
in excess of 4.26%L acres.

The Committee recommended deferment wmtil a revised map is submitted
showing the entrance to the driveway within the owner'’s lot. The eassiond
as shown on Lot "C" encroaches on Frank de Luz, Jr.'s property.

15, WAIMEA, Final plan approval of the propessd sube
SOUTH KOHALA division of Lot 18, Grant 13413, Lalamiic
NORMAN CRLENWELL House Lots, Second Series, Lalamilo, -
T™Ks 6-6-04 mea, South Kohala, Hawaii, intc 3 lots all

in excess of 10,000 aquare feat.

The Committee recommended the granting of a variance from Ordinance Yo,
183, as amended, to subdivide into lots less than 1 acre for single-fe '
dwelling use and final plan approval to the proposed subdivisgion, subjoct
each and every provision of Ordinance No. 24, excepting thoss provisicns
which are specifically modified as follows:

l. The usual modifications on sewers and sidewslks.

2. Realignment and installation of a 10-foot pavement of cold-niy ov
better within the li-foot Road Lasement.

3. The lh=foot Road vasement shall be kept in private ownership end
perpetual right-of-way for ingress and egress to a public hizhue
shall be granted to lots 18-B and 18<C.

As a condition of approval, all lot corners shall be marked by ano-
(3) inch galvenized pipe, or equal, firmly set on the ground.

=5

Land shall not be offered for sale, leass or rent until recordst’ o o
the final subdivision map.

Final approval for recordation shall be granted upon completion of ©h:
realigned access roadway and submission of a written notlfication thersol %o
the Flanning Commission.

16. WAIAKEA BOUSELOTS Final approval for recordation of %the o
PrTLER HAYASHI posed subdivision of Lot L, Block 13,
TK:  2-2-34-42 Grant 8736, Waiakea Houselots, Scuth 1L
Hawaii, into 2 lots of 11,050 sguars
and 11,450 square feet.

The Comnittee recommended final approval for recordation to the propouod
subdivision, subject to each and every provision of Ordinence No. 24, = o
ing those provisions which are specifically modified on sewers and si.wiiio,

e



As a condition of approval, all lot corners shall be marked by one~holf
(3) inch galvani» ed plpe, or squal, fimmly sst on the ground,

17. WAIAKEA HOUSELOTS Final approval for recordation of the [ e
PLTER HATASHI pesed subdivision of Lot 3, Bleck 3E,
THK: 2=2=37=22 Grant 11669, Walakea Houselots, Scurh 11l
Hawaii, into 2 lots of 10,000 sguars leab

and 12,300 square feet.

The Committes recommended finel approval for recordation to the proocoed
subdivision, subject to each and every provision of Updinance of Ordinance
No. 2, excepting those provisions which are specifically modified on sewar:
and sidewalks,

As a condition of approval, &ll lot corners shall be marked by oneshalf
(%) inch galvanized pipe, or equal, firmly set on the ground.

18, PAHOEHOE 18T, Final approval for recordation of the ;o=
NORTH KONA posed subdivision of a portion of Crant
MINNIEL De GUAIR 2033, Pahoehce lst, North Konz, Hawail,
TK: T7=7=07=9 into 2 lots of 3.936 acres and 6,653 acras,

The Committee recommended final approval for reccrdation to the propyosed
subdivision, subject to each and every provision of Ordinance No. 2, sxucopis
ing those provisions which are specifically medified on sewers and sidevall:

As 8 condition of approval, all lot corners shall be marked by one-h:l7
(3) inch galvanized pipe, or equal, firmly set on the ground,

19, KALAOA, NORTH Final plan approval of the proposcd uile
KONA division of a portion of Granmt 1607,
KALOLO PUNIHAOLE Kalaca, North Kona, Hawaii, into 2 1o1. of
7=3=05:12 (1K) 1,,00 acres and 21.757 acres.

The Committee recommended final plan approval to the propesed suls’ -
sion, subject to each and every provision of Ordinance No. 24, exceplis 5
provisions which are specifically modified on sewers and sidowalls,

As a condition of approval, the subdivider is required of the follc.:lr:

1, All lot corners shall be marked by one-half (%) inch galwenized pipe,
or equal, fimmly set on the ground,

2. Clearance from the Stete Highways Division on the access rlghta.
Land shall not be offered for sale, lease or rent until recordation <f
the final subdivision map.

Final approval for recordation shall be granted upon submlission of o
written notification on the clearance of access pights from the Stale Fipgh-
vays Division.

20. KEEI 1ST, Final approval for recordaticn of the
SOUTHE KONA proposed subdivision of a portion of H,7.
B.P. BISHOP LSTATE 7733, L.C. Aw. 536814, being all of Lot
™K: 8-3-04 kel and a portion of Lot E=2-A, Kool 1:7,

South Kona, Hawaii, for the propecaed ¥icl
rubbish dump site.

-



Germitice recommended final approval for recordation to the proposed
on for the purpose of a County of Hagaii rubbish dunp site in Keei,

. sublect ¢o each and every provision of Ordinance No. 24, excepting those
‘ilons which ave specifically modified on"sewers and sidewalks,

~& & condition of approval, all lot corners shall be marked by one<half

{ . ‘nel galvanized plpe, or equal, firmly set on the ground.

Zle  PONAHAWAX Final approval for recordation of the pro-
g HILOD posed subdivision of a pertion of Lot 22,
MABULL LAWRLNCE Grant 4601, Ponahawai Homesteads, Ponahawdi,
TK: 2-5=06 South Hilo, Hawaii, into 2 lots of 4,913

acres and 5,984 scres.

The Conmittes recommended final approval for recordation to the proposed
suhidlvision, subject to each and every provision of Ordinance No. 2y, except=

g vhose provisions which are specifically medified on sewers and sidewalks,
fe a condition of approwval, all lot corners shall be marked by one=half

4

{3} inch galvanized pipe, or cqual, firmly set on the ground.

3. WADIEA Final approval for recordation of the pro-
SOUTH KOHALA posed subdivision of & portion of Grant
HENRY EQSG%%RKE 6286, Walmea Homesteads, South Kohala,

Hawaii, into 2 lots of 1,104 square feet
70,496 square foet. Parcel 1 of 1,104 square feet is to be consolidated
adjoining ot "B,"

Tz Coumdttee recomrended final approval for recordation to the proposed
Uwislon for the purpose of consolidating Parcel 1 with the adjoining Lot
. nhject to ench and every provision of VYrdinance No. 24, excepting those
costsions which are specifically modified on sewsrs and sidewalks.

. +s & condition of approval, all lot corners shall be merked by one=half
{_ inch galvanized pipe, or oqual, firmly set on the ground.

45« FPARUARU, KAU Final approval for recordation of the pro-
HAWN AGRICUL, CO. posed consolidation and resubdivision of
WL Q=6=05 Iots 23 and 24, Block "M," Pahala Village,

Third Series, being portions of Grant 3533,
Pagueu, Kau, Hawaii, into 3 lots all in excess of 12,447 square feet.

Toe Committes recommsnded fimal approval for recordation to the preposed
cengolidation and resubdivision for commercial purposes, subject to each and
every provision of “rdinance No. 24, excepting thoss provisions which are
zpeclfically modified on sidewalks and sewers.

As a condition of approval, 81l lot corners shall be marked by one<half
(%) inch galvanizsd pipe, or equsl, firmly set on the ground.

2. WAIAKEA Final approval for recordation of the pro-
SOUTH HILO posed censolidation and resubdivision of
H.T, NISHIMOTO lots 28, 29 and 30 of the Halhai Heights
THKs 2elb=h3 Subdivision, being portions of Lot 817,
Crant 11638, Waiskea Homesteads, Walakea,
frutih Hile, Hawall, into 2 lots of 10,01 square feet and 12,820 square feet.



The Conmittee recommended final approval for recordation to the projouud
consclidation and resubdivision, subject to each and every provision of
Opdinance No. 24, excepting thoss provisiuns which are spseifically modilic.

on aidewalks and sewers,

As a condition of approval, all lot corners shall be marked by el 07
(1) inch gelvanized pipe, or equal, fimly sst on the ground.

25, PUUALAEA Final approval for secordation ef tho oro-
NORTH HILO posed subdivision of a portion of tiw
STATE OF HAWAIIL GCovernment Land of Puualaea, North Hilo,
TK: 3«6=11 Hawaii into 2 lots of 34,229 gquars feah

and a remnant.

The Committes recommended final aspproval for recordation to the propose
subdivision, subject to each and every provislon of Updinance No. 24, axcepd

)

ing those provisions which are specifically modified as follows:

1. The usual modifications on sidewalks and SBWeIr3.

2. The 20=foot Road kasement shall be kept in privates ovmership cud
perpetual right-of-way for ingress and egress to a public highewy
shall be granted to the remnznt Goverrment Land.

As a condition of approval, zll lot corners shall be marked by cne-h-lr7
(1) inch galvanized pipe, or equal, firmly set on the ground.

26, HOLUALOA Final approval for recordation of t1s (1o
NORTH KONA posed subdivision of a portion of Io.
EDITH A. SMITH B-1, & 9, Holvaloa 1 & 2 (Hul Lend) uu' -

TK: 7<6=05:12 division, Holualca, North Kena, Fow:!
into 2 lots of 25,86k square feut =
Iy, 855 square feat, Parcel "A" is to be consolidated with Parcel 1.

The Commiitee recommended final approval for recordation to the poi 7.
subdivision for the purpose of consclidating Parcel "A"™ with Parcel 1, oule
ject to each and evury provision of Ordinance No. 24, excepting those provi-
sions which are specifically modified cn sidewalks and sowers.

As a condition of approval, all lot corners shall be marked by one=l2if
(1) inch galvanized pipe, or equal, firmly set on the gramd,

27. MOEAUOA 1ST. Final approval for recordation ef the pro-
NORTH KONA posed subdivision of Lot 3, land Court
ROSALIND KAILI/ Application 1787, Mceauca lst, North ¥ona,

KALIKO B, CHUN Hawaii, into 2 lots of 19,620 squars fvel
TMK: 7=5=04=20 and 112,047 square fest.

The Committes recommsnded fimal approval for rescordatien to the propoaed
subdivision for business use, subject to each and every provision of Ordinonce
No. 24, excepting those provisicns which are specifically modified on tho «ore
struction of sidewalks.

: As a condition of approval, all lot corners shall be marked by ong=rno 1§
(3) inch galvanized pipe, or equal, fimly set on the ground, :

-n-
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28, ONOULI 18T, Final approval for recordation of the pro-
SOUTH KONA posed consolidation and resubdivision of
W. H. CRELN#BLL Iot 6, portion of Crant 4386 and 7146,
TRUST LSTATL L.C. Aw. 8452:11, Cnoull 1st, South Kona,
TUK: 8=1=04 Hawaii, into 2 lots of 4.246 acres and

7.069 acres.

The Committee reccmmendsd final approvel for reccrdation to the propesad
consolidation and resubdivision, subject to each and every provision of Ordi-
nance No. 24, excepting those provisions which are specifically modified on
sldewalks and sewers.

As a condition of approval, all lot corners shall be marked by one-half
() inch galvanized pipe, or equal, firmlye=t on the ground.

29. KLAAU, PUNA Final approval for recordation of the pro-

ar MAS A o2 & w - alllk av i B A
Application 1053, Keaau, Puna, Hawaii, into 5 lots all in excess of 2,600
square feet. Lot A=23-P=2 and A=22-A to be consolidated with adjoining
lot A=23-M to be ussd as the new location of the police and fire staticn
facilities for Keaau Village.

The Coemmittee recommended inal approval for recordation ©
subdivision for the purpose of consolidation Lots A=23=P=2 snd A
the adjoining Lot A-23<M to be used as the new location of th
fire station facilities for Kesau Village, subject to each pre.
gion of Urdinance No., 24, excepting those provisions which are specificall
modified on the installation of sewers.

lot

As a condition of approval, all/corners shall be marked by onc-hall

(k) inch galvanized pipe, or equal, firmly set on the ground.

30, HONALO Final approvel for recordatiecn of the pro-
NORTH KORA posed subdivisicen of poriions
POLLY P. HOOPLR 1173, Honalo, North Kona, Hawedi, inte 7
TMK: 7-9=03 por. 17 lots all in excess of 3.00 acras.

The Conmittee recommended final approval for recordation te the proroced
subdivision, subject to each and every provision of Ordinance No. 24, excunte
1ng‘thoae provisions which are specifically modified as follows:

Pt Mgy duaY modifications on $1dewalks and sewers.
2. Roadways within the subdivision shall bs kept in private ownership
and perpetual right-of-way for ingress and egress to a public hignh-

way shall be granted to all the lote.

As a condition of approval, a1l lot corners shall be marked by one<half
() inch galvanized pipe, or equal, firmly set on the ground.

31, WAIMBEA Final plan approval of the proposed sui=
SOUTH KOHALA division of Lot "A," being a porticn of
JULIA RODENHURST Lot 9, Block 2, Crant 6290, Weimea Homc=
™Ks  6-5-04 steads, Waimea, South Kohala, Hawail,

into 5 lots all in excess of 11,500
square feet.



The Committee recommended the granting of a variance from Ordina ce Ho.
183, as amended, to subdivide into lots lass than 1 acre for single-{ mlij
dwelling use and final plan approval to the proposed subdivision, sub eqb !
each and every provision of Yrdinance No. 24, excepting those provisi ns widh
are specifically modified on sidewalks and sewers.

As a condition of approval, all lot corners shall be marked by ¢ e-iulil
(3) inch galvanized pipe, or equal, firmly set on the ground.

Land shall not be offered for sale, lease or rent until recordat o of
the final subdivision map.

Final approval for recordation shall be granted upon installaticn of
water service laterals to Lots A=1, A=3, A=4,and A~5 and submisgicnol &
written notification thereof to the Planning Commission or upon posting of a
deposit to pay for the full cost of installing seid improvements with the
Board of Water Supply.

32, WAIAKEA HOMESTLADS, Final plan approval of the proposed sub-

SOUTH HILO division of Lot 613-A (Grant 11033),
NOBORU YAMANE Waiakea Homesteads, lst Series, Waiakes,

™K:  2=4=15:1 South Hilo, Hawaii, into 5 lots all over
: 22,404 square feet.

The Committee recommsnded final plan approval to the propesed subdivision,
subject to sach and every provision of Urdinance No, 24, excepting those pro-
visions which are specifically modified on sidewalks and sewers.

As a condition of approval, all lot corners shall be marked by one=half
(3) inch galvanized pipe, or equal, firmly set on the ground.

Land shall not be offered for sale, lease or rent until reccrdaticn of
the final subdivision map.

Final approval for recordation shall be granted upon installatlicn of
water service laterals to Lots 1, 2, and 4 and submission of a writlicr :
fication thereof to the Planning Commission or upon pesting of 2 depco’’ o

pay for the full cost of installing said improvements with the Board ¢ . =toe

Supply.

33, WAIAKLA HOMESTEADS Final approval for recordation of the pro-
HOUSLIOTS, S. HILO posed "Hale Pua Subdivision,® being por-
THOS, T. NAKAHARA, LTAL. tions of Crant 10533, Lot 12, Block 70l of
TK: 2=2-45:1 Walakea Homesteads House Lote, Valakea,

South Hilo, Hawall, into 28 lots &ll in
excess of 9,600 square fest.

The Committee recommended final approval for recordation when ths neces-
sary documents are submitted, subject to each and every provision of Cradi-
nance No. 24, excepting those provisions which are specificel ly modified and
the cggzitions listed in the letter of preliminary approval, dated Dsczuber
28, 1964,

The requirement to construct :idewalks has been walved by the Board of
Supervisors at its meeting of February 3, 1965.

Final approval for recordation shall be granted upon submissicn of tihres
signed copies of the Agreement between the subdivider and the County ol [uwr
and three signed coples of the contract between the subdivider and the coi-
tractor for the construction of road and water system.

19w



3k. WAIAKEA Final plan approval of the proposed sub-
SOUTH HILO division, being portions of Grants 10156
ELROY OSORIO and 10157, Walekea, South Hilo, Hawaii,
TMK: 2-1-14:63 into 2 lots of 8,492 square feet and

7:550 square feet.

The Committee r ecommended final plan approval to the proposed subdivie=
sion, subject to sach and svery provision of “rdinance No. 24, excepting
those provisions which are apecifically modified cn sidewalks and sowsrs.

As a condition of approval, the subdiv1dar 15 required of the following:

1. All lot corners shall bs marked by one-half (}) inch galvanized
pipe, or equal, firmly set on the ground.

2. Realocatlion of the structure straddling the boundary.

3. The Commission shall rscommend to the Board of Supervisors that the
subdivider consider the installation of sidewalks in accordance
with the specifications of the Department of Public Works.

Land shall not be offered for sale, lease, or rent until tha recordetion
of the finel subdivision map.

Final approval for recordation shall be granted upon relocation of the
structure straddling the boundary and a written notification by the owner
so stating and the inspection thereof by the staff of the Plarning Commlssion
or upen posting of a deposit to pay for the full cost of relocating the
house,

(Note: Sidewalk requirement not discussed in Committee.)

35. EXTENS ON ReQUEST The request was considered for an ¢ iici~
HILO COUNTRY CLUB sion until May, 1965 for the legal =of
ESTATE/LOUIS LkE torney to appear to explain the extc
request until November 20, 1965,
plete construction of all roadways and water system for the “Hiln Gous
Club Lstates" subdivision, Unit I, Kukuau 2nd, South Hilo, Hawaiil.

‘‘‘‘‘

The previous extension of 60 days to sulmit definite plans on the come
pletion of the construction of all roadways within Unit I expired on Jonuopyy
16, 1965.

Since the legal attorney is presently tied up with the legislative s~
sion, the Committee recommended the granting of the extension until May,21765.

36. EXTENSION REQUEST The r equest was considered for an anien=-
HAROLD S, TANOUYL & sion of 6 to 9 months on the preliminary
ASSOC, approval and to submit final plal plans
and construction drawings for rcads and
water system for the proposed subdivision of Lot 103, Grant 7192; Puukspu
Homesteads, 2nd Series, ruukapu, South Kohala, Hawalil.

Mr., Freitas moved to refer this matter to the Commissionas & whole In
order for the developer to appsar at the meeting and to assure the Counw
sion that the plans will be completed within the time requested. The noiion
was seconded by ®r. Kimura, and carried.

- Lk w
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37. WAIVLR ON SETBACK The request was considered for a walver
SUBDIVISION OF on the provision of a 10=-feot road rossrve
WATAKEA HOMLSTRADS along Kawallani Street for future roalway
STATE OF HAWAII widening purposes which war imposed on the
T™MK: 2-4-12 proposed subdivision of Lol 617-%, Walskea

Homesteads, lst Series, #aiakea, South i,
Hawaii.

Since the State had already sold the first tier of lota fronting on
Kewailani Street without the 10-foot reserve, the Committes i scommended the
waiver on the requirement.

37-a, WAIAKEA HOMLSTRADS Final approval for r eccrdalion of the pro-
SOUTH HILO posed subdivision of pertions of lLots
STATL OF HAWAII 617-A, T16=B, T17-A, ard 717-8, Walskes
TK: 2=4=12 House Lots, i4th Series, Walakem, South

Hilo, Hawaii, into 40 lots all in excess
of 14,793 square feet.

The Committee recommended final approval for recordation to the proposed
subdivision, subject to each and every provision of Ordinance No. a4, excent~
ing those provisions which are specifically modified as follows:

1. The usual modifications on sidewa ks and severs.

2. V¥inor variance to Lot 19 (Board of Supervisors approved the
variance, 2-21=62)

As a condition of approval, all lot corners shall be rmarked by one-holl
(3) inch galvanized pipe, or equal, firmly set on the greund.

38, SIDLWALK REQUIREMENT The requsst was comsidered for sliminstlca
LANAKILA HGTS. RES, of sidewalk requirement for the proposes
STATE OF HAWAII subdivision of Job No, 3L=L-10, Lanakiliz

Heights Residential Subdivision, Popclo
Street, Waiakea, South Hilo, Haweii.

The Committee recommended that the subdivider be required to comstrucy
sidewalk on both sides of Popolo Street under Type II of the specificaticns
submitted by the Department of Public Works.

39, RECONSIDERATION A verbal request was received by & Stals
SIDEWALK REQUIRMMENT Board of Land official toreconsider the
CAMPS 2=B and 2-C sidewalk requirement within the proposed
STATE OF HAWAILX subdivision of Camps 2-B and 2-C, Walakes,

South Hilo, Hawad 1.

The Committee recommended that the request be reconsidered on the re-
quirements stipulated and thet inasmuch as new standards have been obtained
on the criteria set forth by the Department of Publie Works, the subdivider
be required to construct under Type 11 specification of the Department of
Public Works instead of a concrete type of sidewalk originally stipulated.
The motion was moved by Kr. Freitas, seconded by Mr. Kimura, and carried.

ADJOURNMENT The mesting was adjourned at L:55 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ LI A. TSUJL

S

(:Mrs,) Lei A. Tsuji, Secretary

-15 -
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May 13, 1965

Mr. G. R. Ewart, IIX
Assistant Secretary

Hile 3ugar Company, Limited
P. 0. Box 3470

Henolulu, Hawail

Dear Mr. Ewart:

This is to imform you of the public hearing called by the Land Use
Commission of the State of Hawaii on May 28, 1965, at 2:00 p.m.,

in the County Board Room, County Buildiag, Hilo, Hawaii. Your
petition for change of district boundary from an Agrieultural
district classification to an Urban district classification for
portion of Third Division, TMK 2-3-35: 1; portion of Third Divisiem,
TMR 2-3-38: 3; Third Division, TMK 2-3-39: 3-10; and portiom of
Third Division, TMK 2-3-44: 9, will be heard at that time.

Publication of Legal Notice will appear in the Honmolulu Star-Bulletin
and the Homolulu Advertiser om May 17 and 25, 1965, and will appeat
in the Hawaii Tribune-Herald on May 19 and 26 1965.

Very truly yeours,

RAYMOND 8, YAMASHITA
Executive Officer

ce: Chairmam M. Thompson
Hawaii Plamning Commission
Hilo Sugar Company



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

TO CONSIDER PETITIONS FOR CHANGE OF DISTRICT BOUNDARY WITHIN THE COUNTY
OF HAWAII BEFORE THE LAND USE COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF HAWAIL

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN of public hearings to be held in the County of

Hawaii by the Land Use Commission of the State of Hawaii to consider

petitions for a Change in the District Boundary as provided for in

Section 98H-4, Revised Laws of Hawaii 1955, as amended,

TIME AND PLACE

In the Hale Halawai Cultural Center, County of Hawaii, Kailua-Kona,

on May 27, 1965, at 3:30 p.m., or as soon thereafter as interested

persons may be heard.

Docket Number
and Petitioner

Tax Map Key

Present District
Classification

Change Requested

TIME AND PLACE

(1)

A64~72 Hawaiian Homes
Land

Portion of Third
Division TMK 6-4-04

Agricultural

To incorporate a 0.89
acre lot to the Kuhio
Village Urban District
for the purpose of
converting a remnant
parcel into a houselot.

(2)

A65-80 Dillingham Investment
Corporation

Portion of Third Division
TMK 8-1-08: 1

Agricultural

To incorporate a 9 acre
tract to the Kaawaloa Urban
District for the purpose of
developing a subdivision
containing 20 lots.

In the County Board Room, County Building, Hilo, Hawaii, on May 28,

1965, at 2:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as interested persons may be

heard.

Docket Number
and Petitioner

Tax Map Key

Present District
Classification

Change Requested

(1)

A64~78 Earl Truex

Third Division TMK
1-8-06: 92, 129 &
130

Agricultural

To establish a 50 acre
Urban District in the
Agricultural District
near Mt., View for the
purpose of developing
a subdivision contain=-
ing one acre lots.

(2)

A65~82 Hilo Sugar Company

Portion of Third Division
TMK 2-3-35: 1; portion of
Third Division TMK 2-3-38: 3;
Third Division TMK 2-3-39:

3, %, 5,6,7,8,9, &£10;
and portion of Third Division
TMK 2-3-44: 9,

Agricultural

To incorporate a 2 acre tract
and a 9 acre tract to the
Hilo Urban District near
Kaumana Drive for an
unspecified Urban use.



.,

Maps showing the areas under consideration for change of District
Boundary, and copies of the Rules and Regulations governing the
petitions above are on file in the offices of the Planning Commission,
County of Hawaii, and the Land Use Commission and are open to the public

during office hours from 7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.

All written protests or comments regarding the above petitions may be filed
with the Land Use Commission, 426 Queen Street, Honolulu, Hawaii before
the date of public hearimg or submitted in person at the time of the
public hearing, or up to fifteen (15) days following the hearing.
LAND USE COMMISSION
M, THOMPSON, Chairman

R. YAMASHITA, Executive Officer

(Legal ad - 2 cols. w/border to appear: )
(May 17 and 25, 1965 - HONOLULU STAR-BULLETIN)
( HONOLULU ADVERTISER )

(May 19 and 26, 1965 - HAWAII TRIBUNE-HERALD )






February 4, 1965
Ref. No. LUC 582

Mr. G. R. Ewart, II1
Assistant Secretary

Hilo Sugar Company, Limited
P. 0. Box 3470

Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Mr. Ewart:

This is to acknowledge the receipt of your $50.00 check for
an application to amend the land use district boundaries as shown
on TMK 2-3-35 & 44, Third Division.

In accordance with Section 98H-4 of Act 205, this Commission
must achedule a public hearing om your petition no sooner than 100
days nor more tham 210 days. After 45 but within 90 days following
the public hearing, the Land Use Commission is obliged to render
a decision on your petitien.

A hearing schedule will be determined at a later date to
consider the several pending petitioms, including yours, in the County
of Hawaili. We will inform you of the date of the hearing as soon as
it is determimed.

Should we develop questions inm the meantime, we will contact
you. And, should you have any questions, please fee)free to contact
us.

Very truly yours,

RAYMOND S, YAMASHITA
Executive Officer

ce: Ghairmen M. Thompson




Februacy 4, 1965
Ref. No. LUC 581

Planning and Traffic Commission
County of Hawaii
Hilo, Hawaii

Attention: Mr. Raymond Suefuji
Acting Planning Director

Gentlemen:

Pursuant to Sectiom 98H-4, SLH 1955 (1961 Supplement), a copy of a
petition for an amemdment to the Land Use District Boundaries,
submitted by G. R. Ewart, III on behalf of Hile Sugar Company,
Limited, is forwarded to you for comments and recommendations.

Thank you for your cooperation in this and other matters.

Very truly yours,

RAYMOND S, YAMASHITA
Executive Officer

Enclosure - 1 (petition w/maps)
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POST OFFICE BOX 3470 ¢ HONOLULU, HAWAII 96801

REGEIVE])

State of Hawaii FEB 4 1965

Land Use Commission -

426 Queen Street State of Hawaii
]

Honolulu, Hawaii LAND usg COMMISSION

Gentlemen:

On behalf of Hilo Sugar Company, Limited, we herewith
file a Petition for Amendment to the Land Use Commission boundary
as shown in green on the attached maps, the present boundary between
Agricultural and Urban classifications being shown in red on the
same maps.

Both of these parcels abut existing paved streets, with
water supply lines, where the property on the other side of the
street is already in urban use. They are near the center of the
city of Hilo, near schools and major streets. The parcels also are
assessed at residential tax rates which are too high for economic
agricultural use.

Accompanying this petition is our check for fifty dollars
(650.00) as required by the Commission's general provisions.

Very truly yours,

HILO SUGAR COMPANY, LIMITED

G. R. Ewart, III
Assistant Secretary

WAH :vw
Encl,
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‘ & EGEIVE])

i
Date Petition and FeeiiggeQVed]ggJ

STATE OF HAWAIL by LUC
LAND USE COMMISSION tate of Hawaii
LAND USE COMMISSION
426 Queen Street Date forwarded to County
Honolulu, Hawaii for recommendation

Date Petition, and County
recommendation received
by LUC '

PETITION FOR AMENDMENT TO THE LAND USE COMMISSION DISTRICT BOUNDARY

(kX (We) hereby request an amendment to the Land Use Commission

District Boundary respecting the County of__Hawaii , Island of _Hayaii -
map number and/or name_ T.M.K, 2-3-35 & 44 to change the district

designation of the following described property from its present classification

in a(n) Agricultural district into a(n) Urban district.

Description of property:

See attached maps

Petitioner's interest in subject property:

Owner

Petitioner's reason(s) for requesting boundary change:

See attached letter

(1) The petitioner will attach evidence in support of the following statement:

The subject property is needed for a use other than that for which the
district in which it is located is classified.

(2) The petitioner will attach evidence in support of either of the following
statements (cross out one):

(a) The land is usable and adaptable for the use it is proposed to
be classified. g

(b) -Conditions—and—trends—of-devel
in_z_he_msani— classification +hat the pronosed (-]Ma_t_iea_is_
ekt k) b Y o ) 34 4 -

Siznature(s) HILO SUGAR COMPANY

By:

ssistant Secretary

Address: P, 0, Box 3470, Honolulu

Telephone: 564-461




AMERICAN FACTORS, LTD.
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