























Discussion: Commissioner Gregg asked whether it would be right and proper to
make a motion contrary to what was worded in the application and agreeable to
applicant. He was answered by the Legal Counsel, who stated that if an oral
amendment or agreement by the applicant was made it would be all right.

At this time Mr. Sing was called upon and he agreed to the motion made by
Commissioner Sunn with the understanding that the wording was not the same as
stated in his application, but that the outcome would be what was requested in
the application.

APPLICATION OF MINEO KOYANAGI (SP(T) 62-26), FOR SPECIAL PERMIT FOR CREATION OF
ONE RESIDENTIAL LOT FROM 4 LARGER LOT COMPRISED OF 36.8 ACRES LOCATED IN
HIENALOLI 6, NORTH KONA, HAWAII: Described as TMK 7-5-11: 1.

Action to defer was requested by Mr. Frank Takao, Administrative Assistant to
the Lieutenant Governor, representing Mr. Koyanagi due to the fact that the
applicant had signified that he had additional testimony to submit. There was
no objection by the Commission and action was deferred.

APPLICATION OF JOSEPH R. SOUZA (SP(T) 62-27), FOR SPECIAL PERMIT TO CONSTRUCT
TWO NEW SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLINGS ON LAND LOCATED IN LUALUALEI HOMESTEADS, 3rd
SERIES, WAIANAE, OAHU: Described as First Division, TMK 3-6-11: 3.

The FO outlined the area involved on the map, and briefly described the request.
The staff recommendation was for denial because of the possibility of the
creation of an urban area in an Agricultural district. 1In essence, the problem
was where to hold the line.

Chairman Bryan questioned the difference between this application and the appli-
cation (Mr. Sing's) the Commission just approved. The FO replied that the
difference between the two was that in the case of Mr, Sing, the houses were
already approved before the Land Use Commission regulations and boundaries were
in effect; while in this case, Mr. Souza is requesting to construct two new
dwellings.

Chairman Bryan asked for the City Planning Commission's recommendation and the
FO stated that the County recommended denial of the special permit for the
reason that permitting additional construction on these properties would be in
violation of the concept of retaining agricultural uses in this area.

The FO read a communication from the Hicks Construction Company giving a general
description of the request and property; and a communication received from the
City and County Public Works Committee, informing that the matter has been
referred to the Committee of the Whole and that a report will be forwarded to
the Land Use Commission.

Commissioner Sunn moved to deny the Special Permit. Commissioner Kanemoto
seconded the motion.



Discussion: Mr. Albert Shibuya introduced himself and spoke in behalf of

Mr. Souza. He stated that he checked into this matter with Mr. Kim of the City
Planning Department prior to the Land Use Act and inquired as to what the regu-
lation was. Mr. Kim stated that the zoning was Rural Protective. He stated
that the General Plan indicates that this is an agricultural zone, but that it
was his understanding that if the Greenbelt was not in effect, the subdivision
would be approved. He stated that presently the property fell under the Green-
belt and that the Land Use Commission would have to give their approval before
the County would give their approval.

Mr. Shibuya questioned the Commission as to the difference between the applica-
tion approved for Mr. Sing and that of Mr. Souza, which involved approximately
the same thing. This was explained by the Commission that in Mr. Sing's case
the existing homes were already on the lot before the Greenbelt took effect;
while in the case of Mr. Souza he is asking to construct additional homes on
the lot, now that the Greenbelt is in effect.

The Chairman asked whether the Commissioners wished to table the motion before
the Commission or vote on it. Commissioner Chun stated that in view of the
recommendation received from the City Planning Commission for denial, he saw no
reconciliation whereby the County would give their approval for this application.

Commissioner Gregg noted that if additional homes are granted within agricul-
tural zoned area, it will become so that the agricultural people will be
surrounded by residences and will eventually be forced to relocate so that the
end result would be no more agricultural areas left for farmers.

The FO polled the Commissioners. Approved: Commissioners Kanemoto, Sunn, Ige,
Gregg, Chun and Chairman Bryan. Disapproved: Commissioner Friel.

PETITION OF MAMORU AND AIKO TAKITANI (A(T) 62-13), FOR CHANGE OF TEMPORARY DIS-
TRICT BOUNDARY TO RECLASSIFY CERTAIN PROPERTY NEAR ULUMALU, MAKAWAO DISTRICT,
MAUI, FROM AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT TO AN URBAN DISTRICT CLASSIFICATION:
Described as TMK 2-8-01: 7 & 24.

The FO briefly described the area and request of the petitioner which was for
residential development. The FO stated that the staff's recommendation was for
disapproval and that the matter had been deferred pending hearing f wm the con-
sultant. The consultant's recommendation for this area is not for Urban. The
Maui Board of Supervisors voted contrary to the Maui Planning Commission's
first action, which was for denial due to remoteness and lack of water. Omn a
second action, taken by the Maui Planning Commission, they recommended approval
of the request of the petitioner.

Commissioner Gregg moved to disapprove the request and Commissioner Friel
seconded the motion. The FO polled the Commissioners. Approved: Commissioners
Kanemoto, Friel, Sunn, Ige, Gregg, Chun and Chairman Bryan. Disapproved: None.
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APPLICATION OF ALBERT SHIBUYA (SP(T) 62-28) (AGENT FOR THE OWNER, FRANK MONIZ),
FOR SPECIAL PERMIT TO CONSTRUCT THREE ADDITIONAL SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLINGS ON
LAND LOCATED IN LUALUALEI HOMESTEADS, 2nd SERIES, WAIANAE, OAHU: Described as
TMK 8-6-03: 39.

The FO described the area involved. He outlined the request of the applicant
and gave a background of the situation. The recommendation of the City Plan-
ning Commission was for denial and the staff's recommendation was for denial.

Commissioner Sunn moved to deny the application. Commissioner Kanemoto

seconded the motion. The FO polled the Commissioners. Approval: Commissioners
Kanemoto, Sunn, Ige, Gregg, Chun and Chairman Bryan. Disapproval: Commissioner
Friel.

COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were presented by the FO:

1. Correspondence from the Waialua Agriculture Company requesting extension of
their subdivision on the beach. A petition requesting this area be placed
in Urban has been initiated. HB&A's recommendation included this area in
Urban.

2. Communication from Fred Lee, Planning Director, City Planning Department,
requesting the Land Use Commission staff recommendation and comments on the
above subject.

3. Reply to Planning Department's letter, from X0, suggesting that three
courses of actions were open to the developer.

4, Letter from the Attorney General's Office dated December 12, 1962 clari-
fying that requests for Change of Boundary or Special Permit not be
changed to the other.

5. Copy of letter from City Council to Stanley Ling, Corporation Council,
requesting an opinion whether any Special Permit issued by the Land Use
Commission supersedes any action by the Council.

APPLICATION OF MICHAEL P. L. CHUN (SP(T) 62-39), TO CONSTRUCT TWO ADDITIONAL
HOMES ON A ONE-ACRE PARCEL IN WAIMANALO, OAHU, HAWAII: Described as TMK
4-1-25: 51.

Request for permission to use an Agricultural lot for temporary storage of

buildings was before the Commission for consideration. Chairman Bryan cautioned
the Commission on such permission.
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