


» "

STATE OF HAWAIIL

LAND USE COMMISSION

VOTE _RECCORD

men SP(T) 431 - %MCVML Co.
DATE H/’vV/la%

pLace_ L UC \W[M (W}

TIME

NAMES ; YES NO ABSTAIN ABSENT

INABA, G,

e

OTA, C.

WENKAM, R.

BUENS, C.E.S,

el . A . o g~ ...1 -~

THOMPSON, M. , E

r » ’ - > 1 '
COMMENTS: M A L dovn, re—rvoe—d. oproed vt g o A
2 VA VA 2/
. ) 4
;



LAND USE COMMISSION
STATE OF HAWAII

Minutes of Meeting
Hearing Room

Honolulu, Hawaii

10:00 A. M. = November 22, 1963

Commissioners C.E.S. Burns
Present: Shelley Mark

Shiro Nishimura
Charles S. Ota
Myron B. Thompson
Robert G. Wenkam
Leslie E. L. Wung

Absent: James P, Ferry

Goro Inaba
Staff Alfred Preis, Planning Coordinator
Present: Planning and Economic Development

Raymond Yamashita, Executive Officer

Roy Takeyama, Legal Counsel

Gordon Sch, Planning & Economic Development
Richard Mar, Assistant Planner

Alberta L. Kai, Stenographer

The Chairman called the meeting to order, followed by a prayer and a tribute
to the past President of the United States.

ELECTION OF OFFICERS

Commissioner Wung moved to defer the election of officers to the next meeting
when all the commissioners would be present; seconded by Commissioner Burms.
Motion carried.

SPECIAL PERMITS

Mr. Soh informed the Commission that the staff reports were prepared and circulated
to the Commission in advance for their review with respect to the five special
permits pending before the Commission for action. He stated that the same
procedure may not be followed in the case for petitions for boundary changes, since
the staff reports will be presented at the time of the public hearing,

A lengthy discussion on the procedure for circulating the staff report was held
and it was pointed out by the Legal Counsel that there is a statutory provision

in the administrative procedures act which prevents a quasi-judicial body of this
nature to have any preconceive idea before a hearing of the staff's recommendation.



The legal counsel felt, however, that it was all right for the Commission to
obtain or receive any background information pertaining to the locale, area.
request, or other facts or information which were not of issue as long as

it did not give the position that the staff would be taking.

Commissioner Burns suggested that the staff provide the Commission in advance
of any hearing factual information that were of issue which would make the
Commission a little more alert to the problems involved and better educated
at the time of the hearing; but not to the point where it would indicate

the staff's recommendation.

Commissioner Wenkam also requested that at the same time the staff provide the
Commission with a very minimum type of sketch map concerning the area.

APPLICATION OF W,H, SHIPMAN, LTD, FOR SPECIAL PERMIT TO SUBDIVIDE AND DEVELOP
AN INDUSTRIAL PARK ON APPROXIMATELY 19 ACRES OF LAND SITUATED IN PUNA JUST SOUTH
OF THE SOUTH HILO JUDICIAL DISTRICT AND APPROXIMATELY 200 YARDS MAUKA OF VOLCANO
ROAD: Described as TMK 1-6-03.

A formal request to the Land Use Commission by L.N. Nevels, Jr. on behalf of his
client, W. H. Shipman, Ltd., to defer action on their request until 1/18/63,
whereby he could be presesmt and be heard, was presented.

Commissioner Burns felt that the Commission should follow the required provision
by law as much as possible in order not to leave the door wide open for everyone.

Commissioner Wung stated that action taken at this time onm this request may have
an effect on the economy of the island of Hawaii, and therefore requested that
Mr. Nevels request for deferral be accepted until he could be heard.

Commissioner Wung moved to defer action on the W.H, Shipman, Ltd. request until
1/18/63; seconded by Commissioner Nishimura. Motion carried unanimously.

APPLICATION OF LIHUE PLANTATION COMPANY (SP(T)63-2), FOR SPECIAL PERMIT TO SUBDIVIDE
A LOT OF APPROXIMATELY 20,000 SQUARE FEET FROM A PARCEL OF 321 ACRES IN SIZE AND

TO CONSOLIDATE THIS LOT WITH A THIRD LOT CONTAINING 30,000 SQUARE FEET ADJACENT TO
IT, FRONTING RICE STREET, LIHUE, KAUAI: Described as TMK 3-6-02: 1

A detailed and descriptive background on the request and area involved was
outlined by Mr. Soh, followed by the staff's recommendation for approval of
the request.

Mr. C. L. Childs introduced himself as representative of the Lihue Plantation
Company. Mr. Childs stated that it was their understanding that the proposed
Land Use Commission final district boundaries had included the area in question

in urban, and they therefore had entered in negotiations with the Salvation Army
in order to effect a land exchange. He stated that the plantation interest is for
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the exchange of lands in the area about a mile and 2 half above the town which

was the old Esenberg residence. He stated that Mrs. Esenberg at the time of her
death willed this to the Salvation Army at the time her daughter gave up residence
in the area. He stated that her daughter was willed 10 acres in the same area.

He stated that Mrs. Esenberg's daughter has now purchased a lot in one of their
stbdivisions, and they have exchanged lands with heér to obtain the 10 acres $he had
in the area. He stated that when she moves then under the will the remaining 14
acres will revert to the Salvation Army. The Salvation Army plans to carry

out the intent of Mrs. Esenberg's will to build a place to house people Of

low income standing, or pensioners and retirees. This cannot be done until
approval is given by this Commission, Mr. Childs pointed out. He also stated

that the plantation operations atre also dependent on this valley for storing

of waste from the stigar canes, and will be affected if the exchange of the land
does not go through.

The Chairman asked, '"Why did the petition come in for a special permit rather tham
a boundary change?" Mr. Childs replied, "Because it is our understanding that

you do not have permanent boundaries yet; therefore we might be operating under

an interim boundary until such time permanent boundaries are adopted; 'How do

we go about these interim boundaries?' The only way. we could see to do it was
first go to the County, and the County advised us to put in a special permit
application."

A lengthy discussion on the possibility that the proposed Land Use Commission
final boundaries will indicate the area in question as urban was held and it was
pointed out by the Executive Officer that to make a decision based on conjectures
what the Commission's decisions will be cannot be done. He stated that the
Commission should not place itself or be obliged to back up decisions of any
person who enters into a kind of agreement based on anticipated moves by this
Commission., He stated that the point to recognize is the overriding principles,
the precedence the Commission sets.

The Legal Counsel who was in accord with the Executive Officer's concept stated
that in this incident some kind of comsideration should be given this petitioner,
because it is really a mistake on the part of the local planning department to
have advised that the petitioner apply for a special permit rather than a boundary
change.

Commissioner Wenkam moved for approval of the special permit: seconded by
Commissioner Wung. The Chairman polled the Commissioners. Approval: Commissioners
Wung, Wenkam, Burns, Nishimura, and Chairman Thompson. Disapproval: Commissioner
Ota.

It was requested that the staff notify all the county planning agencies concerning
the special permit versus boundary change procédures that should be applied and
followed; and request that the county planning agencies at the initiation of a
special permit forward a carbon copy of the application to the Land Use Commission
for review and advisement.




-

APPLICATION OF LIHUE PLANTATION COMPANY (SP(T)63-3), FOR SPECIAL PERMIT TO
SUBDIVIDE A LOT APPROXIMATELY 13,000 SQUARE FEET IN SIZE OUT OF 1,090 ACRE PARCEL,
IN ANINI, HANALEI, KAUAI: Described as TMK 5-3-06: 6

Mr. Soh presented a description of the area and request involved and the staff's
recommendation for denial which was on the basis that the present level of public
services at Anini could not support an intensification of urban uses at Anini
without creating serious problems.

In reply to questions posed by Commissioner Wung concerning the possibility of
using rainfall to curtail the water problem, Mr. Soh replied that he was not
prepared to answer this as he did not make any research in this area.

Mr. Childs informed the Commission that the request is being made because an
individual who came down from the mainland wanted their home in this area. He
stated that inasmuch as this particular area would be cornered by a bluff on one
side and a houselot on the other, the only proper use would be for some kind of
a beach home; and felt that this was consistent with a special permit request.
He stated that he did not think that the Land Use Commission would concern them-
selves with the utility problems as he felt it was in the domain of the county.
He stated that the county had very strong subdivision ordinances. He stated if
this application were to be approved by this Commission, they would then go back
to the county and submit an application for a subdivision at which time the
matter regarding the utility problems would be considered. He stated that they
have talked to the Director of Kauai County Water Department and he has indicated
that if the improvement were to be taken care of, he would have no objection.

He stated that there are some grazing along the flats, and indications are that
the area will eventually go to single family residential.

Commissioner Nishimura asked whether there was enough water at present. Mr. Childs
replied that there is enough water for the type of use involved in this area.

He stated that the full time residential use is not there. He stated, however,
that the pipe would have to be changed to a larger pipe.

Commissioner Ota felt that the request did not fall within the premise of a special
permit. He pointed out that if the Commission allowed this request in this area,
it would leave every other parcel within the agricultural area open for someone

to come in for one beach lot or one house lot, etc. He pointed out that this
request, however, would merit some consideration if a comprehensive plan were
presented.

Mr. Childs stated that the little pocket of land of concern is contiguous to an
already built up beach home and the only use that could be made. He stated that
frankly they were at a loss because they did not know how to proceed with the use
of their own lands, inasmuch as there were no permanent boundaries established as
yet. He stated that they have a master plan for this area which conforms with the
county and state general plans, and that both of these plans indicate that the
area will eventually be urban. He therefore felt that this was within the context
of the proposed framework of the general plan.



Commissioner Burns asked the staff whether the only objection they had as
indicated in their report was the lack of water.

The Executive Officer replied that the staff report points out the fact that the
principle question to consider is, if we allow one lot to develop in this area,
we will open the door to all similar type of developments on lands in this area.
The question that the Commission should ask itself concerning the matter of
utilities is, "Can the Commission accept the responsibility of starting a greater
urbanizing development in this area‘: and how mueh land in this suitable area

will it allow for this type of development at this time."

After a lengthy discussion on the subject Mr. Childs brought out two main points
of impression which he felt was of concern to the Commission.

1. The impression that the plantation was creating a new urban area; and

2. The impression that the County would be faced with the water development
problem in the area.

Mr, Childs pointed out that it is not the intent of the plamtation to create a
new urban area. He stated that their proposal and ideas were based solely that
this was a logical system for extension and for use of a segment of land which

is isolated by houses on one side and a bluff on the other. He added that the
Kauai ordinances require that the subdivider always provide the necessary water

to adequately take care not only of his own lots, but to the demand of the area
that particular lot is contiguous to. He stated that the county would not provide
it, the developer or purchaser would provide it.

Commissioner Nishimura moved to accept this special permit; seconded by Commissioner
Wenkam. The Chairman polled the Commissioners. Approval: Commissioners Wung,
Wenkam, Burns, Nishimura, and Chairman Thompson. Disapproval: Commissioner Ota.

APPLICATION OF JOHN WADE COMPANY (SP(T)63-1), FOR SPECIAL PERMIT TO CONVERT A
SINGLE~FAMILY DWELLING UNIT ON A 0.91 ACRE LOT INTO A DUPLEX AT ANINI BEACH ON
KAUAI: Described as TMK 5-3-07: 12

A detailed background on the area and request involved was outlined by Mr. Soh.
Mr. Soh gave the staff's recommendation which was for denial of the application
for special permit on the basis that the public facilities at Anini Beach were

inadequate to support an intensification of urban uses.

No one was present to represent the John Wade Company.

Mr. Preis recommended that the Commis®ion support the staff's recommendation but
for different reasons. He stated that the creation of duplexes in a beach area
of this nature is undesirable. He stated for sociological and moral reasoms, it
is undesirable to handle this on a special permit basis, exactly because it
requests duplex.



Commissioner Nishimura was not in accord with the comments presented by Mr.
Preis. He stated that the Commission should judge the land use merit of this
property and not commit itself to whether duplexes should be allowed or not
allowed in the area because it is undesirable:; he felt that this rest within the
jurisdiction of the County and not this Commission.

Mr. Preis pointed out that because this is a special use application, all
considerations must be made and weighed to influence this Commission's decision.
Considerations such as whether this is desirable; what influence it will have
to the neighborhood or the proposed use; what will go on or what is the use for;
and will it be rented out and for how long, etc.

The question was raised whether it was within the counsel of this Commission

to consider the ramifications of the land uses. Legal Counsel stated that the
law was very contradictory and ambiguous. He stated that Section 5 of the Act
and Section 138-42 state that the county zoning powers under the law as granted
to them shall apply. He stated that, on the other hand, the Land Use Commission
is quite concerned with the type of uses that the particular applicant is going
to pursue. He stated that this is a question as to whether the Commission should
follow the text as defined in the Act under special permit - whether this is a
reasonable or unusual use other than for which it was districted.

Legal Counsel stated that the concern of the staff about what impact this would
have upon future development in this area should not be limited to only this
because it is already intensified as a residential area.

After a lengthy discussion the question was raised whether intensification came
into play within this Commission's concern.

Legal Counsel stated that if it is an issue on whether this Commission should
approve the request on grounds that it is merely going to be a duplex or not, he
didn't think it was legally within the powers of this Commission. He stated
that as far as uses within the designated district is concerned, it is strictly
within the County.

The Executive Officer stated that this Commission must recognize that this is

a special permit for a special use. He stated that this is the proper procedure
which the applicant has followed in submitting his request to this Commission.
He stated that the special use is for a duplex unit. He stated that in this
particular case the Commission is correct in examining the ramifications of

this particular use. He added that in the previous request by Lihue Plantation
Company, it was stated that the County had zoned the area for single residential
uses, however, here we have a request for a duplex in the same area. He stated
that the County has gone contrary to their stated plan. He also pointed out
that the Commission should also consider the problem of spot zoning which will
occur in this area once a number of grants are issued.

After a lengthy discussion the questions were raised whether it was proper to
vote on the matter or take it into consideration because of insufficient evidence:
and whether the problem concerning the request was the responsibility under the
county jurisdiction or not.



Commissioner Wung moved to deny the special permit application submitted by John
Wade Company for duplex on the basis that the information and facts submitted

by Kauai County Planning and Traffic Commission do not substantiate approval that
it is a reasonable and unusual use. Motion seconded by Commissioner Wenkam.

The Chairman polled the Commissioners. Approval: Commissioners Wung, Ota,
Wenkam, Burns and Chairman Thompson. Disapproval: Commissioner Nishimura.

Mr. Soh requested the Commission's thoughts on partitioning of lands and
partitioning of dwelling units or duplexes. The Chairman requested that this
be deferred and brought up again at the Commission's next meeting.

APPLICATION OF HAWAII AERIAL TRAMWAY CORPORATION 70 CONSTRUCT A GONDOLA AERIAL
TRAMWAY FROM BENCH MARK #15 TO LAUNIUPOKO PEAK, AN ELEVATION OF A LITTLE OVER
800 FEET, LAHAINA DISTRICT, MAUI: Described as TMK 4-7-01: 2.

Mr. Soh outlined the area and request involved and presented the staff's recom-
mendation which was for approval and recommending that the Commission attach
conditions on the special permit grant.

Commissioner Wenkam asked whether the Land Use Commission could legally attach
conditions.

Commissioner Thompson asked whether it was possible to approve the special pemmit
based on conditions outlined by the petitioner and if he deviates from it, then
the permit becomes void.

Legal Counsel requested that he be allowed to look into the matter and have some
time to review this further. Offhand, he stated that, "This Commission grants a
special permit on the grounds that it is a reasonable and unusual use. As far
as what the petitioner does with the land for the type of use, it is not within
this Commission's jurisdiction."

Commissioner Thompson replied that it would be in this Commission's prevue in terms
of the type of use, but specifically what goes into it, as far as conditions, it

is out of our hands. The Chairman requested that the Legal Counsel review this
further.

Mr. Frederick Lee, Director of City Planning Department, informed the Commission
that at the county level conditions can be imposed upon the applicant, which in
turn is forwarded to this Commission together with the map showing his development
plans, application and other documents, for approval or disapproval. He stated
that on this basis your problem is easily solved and this Commission would no
longer worry about the minute detail operation.

Commissioner Thompson stated that in this case the Commission can accept the request
according to the restrictions set by the County.
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Mr., Lee stated that the Land Use legislative act grants the county the power
under .the special permit procedure; the power is given to them, and therefore,
under the legislative act they can do this. He pointed out two things which
the City & County of Honolulu bases the special permit on:

1. That it is an extraordinary use up and above the regular considerationms.

2. That it is a variance classification which the Act spells out that the special
permit is granted by the County and approved by this Commission.

Therefore this gives the County the power to impose any conditions it sees fit
upon the developer or applicant which in turn is transmitted to this Commission.
He stated that as a planner who has done this type of work, he saw no procedural
difference.

Commissioner Thompson questioned whether there was a point of law that needed to
be reviewed.

Commissioner Burns stated that it was his understanding that this Commission approves
the use to be used for this purpose, and that the policing of that use is not our
responsibility but the County's. Therefore the Commission would approve the use

for this land for a tramway and let the county carry on from there.

Mr. Preis stated that the Commission may want to follow the staff's recommendation
to put into the Commission's approval, conditions; or approve the special permit
subject to what Mr. Lee recommends. Therefore, making the approval only valid
after the county presents development plans or submits development plans together
with all other documents for the Commission's protection.

Mr. Lee stated that the procedure for a special permit on all county levels is
as follows:

1. The county holds the hearing; and

2. A package containing the county's restrictions imposed upon the use of the
applicable parcel is transmitted to this Commission for approval or disapproval.

A summary of what is done at the City & County of Honolulu level concerning the
special permit procedure was given by Mr. Lee, who in turn suggested that the
staff get together with the Maui County Planning staff to put these restrictions
into form that would be acceptable by this Commission.

Commissioner Ota moved to defer action on this request for further study and
follow~up by the staff and for representation on December 6, 1963 meeting on Maui;
seconded by Commissioner Burns. Motion carried unanimously.

The staff was instructed to carry the Commission's sentiments that the Commission

is not denying the petition but would like assurance that should this request be
approved it would be carried out in accordance with the statement of the developer.
(The staff was requested to gather information from the County as to how the mechanics
on this operation will take place.)



FOLLOW-UP_MATTERS

1. Chartering of Flights

Legal Counsel reported that as far as legal provisions are concerned there
are none prohibiting the chartering of flights. He stated, however,

that there is a written established policy on the part of the Accounting
and General Services that only on extenuating circumstances should charter
flights be made. He clarified extenuating circumstances to mean that as
much as possible meetings should be scheduled so that the established
airline flights could be met, but in the event that it could not be helped
then possibly this could be termed as an extenuating circumstance. He
reported that on record there is no board or commission in the State that
has chartered flights. He also pointed out that the maximum passenger
carriage by charter flights is 10 people. A breakdown in comparison of
cost was given for the trip to Kauai by the whole commission - Charter
flights: $350.31; scheduled commercial flights: $393.30; a savings of
$42.99 by charter flights.

Commissioner Burns also pointed out that some charter flights do not carry
insurance such as fire, loss, etc.

It was the concensus of the Commission that travel be made by regular
scheduled airlines and whenever necessary then travel by charter flights.

2. Communication to all Counties Asking for their Cooperation

An oral report was given by the Executive Officer stating that he communicated
with each county through personal contact. He outlined the progress that
Kauai had made; the difficulties he was encountering on Hawaii; and the

work he has started for the county of Maui.

The Chairman recommended that whenever the Executive Officer felt that the
Commission should be apprised of any problems he encountered on the county
level which should be brought to the Commission's attention, to include it
on the agenda. '

3. Governor's Recommendation on the Land Use Commission's Stenographer.
This was deferred to the Commission's next meeting.

4, Report on the Protest Communications on File Dating Back to 1962 which the
Commission should be Apprised; and Recommendation from the Staff as to What
Can Be Done About It.

This was deferred to the Commission's next meeting.

5. Procedure for Initiating Communication between the Executive Officer and
the Commission.

The Chairman questioned whether this needed to be clarified. He referred
to a letter from Commissioner Wenkam to the Engineer of the Department of
Transportation. He stated that the impression he got was that it expressed
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the view point of this Commission, although &t waé a éidw'point of one
comuigeioner.
This was deferred to the Commission's next meeting.

With no other business the meeting adjourned at 2:45 p.m.
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December 2, 1963

John Wade Company
P. O, Box 26
Hanalei, Kauai, Hawaii

Attention: Mr. Frank 8. VWade
Gentlemen:

The Land Use Commission of the State of Hawaii has authorized me to serve
notice of the denial of your application for special permit. Action on
your application was taken by the Commission at its meeting on
November 22, 1963.

The motion, to deny specisl use of @ duplex on grounds that facts sub-
mitted do not substantiate approval that the use is reasonable and
unusual, was carried.

Sincerely,

R. TAMASHITA
Executive Officer

cc: Planning and Traffic Commission
County of Keuai



STATE OF HAWAIIL
LAND USE COMMISSION

LUC Hearing Room 10:00 A.M.
426 Queen Street, Honolulu, Hawaii November 22, 1963

STAFF_REPORT
SP(T)63-~1 Temporary District Classification: AGRICULTURAL

Background
The Planning and Traffic Commission of the County of Kauai has referred
to the Land Use Commission their approval of an application for a special

permit by the John Wade Company.

The John Wade Company has an interest in 0.91 acres and in other properties
at Anini Beach oa Kauai. At the present time the company represents that
it has a single-family dwelling unit on the 0.91 acre lot and proposes

that the dwelling be converted into a duplex.

The whole of Anini Beach is either vacant or committed to beach residences
except for a small county beach park. The area lies between the sea and
a bluff above which are lands planted to sugar cane, but there are no

agricultural uses along the beach area.

Access to Anini Beach 1is by a narrow paved road leading from Kuhio Highway
at a point 1.3 miles Hanalei side of Kilauea. The Anini Beach road is

approximately fifteen feet wide traversing in some places narrow ledges

between the beach proper and finger-like protrusions of the Anini bluff.

The nearest school appears to be located at Kilauea.



Water supply is seriously limited. The beach area has its own county
water system leading from a single source, a perched spring with an

estimated capacity of 8,000 gallons per day.l/

Analysis

From the standpofnt of land use the designation of the Anini Beach area
for beach homes is reasonable since it is physically separated from
agricultural uses above the Anini bluff and since the predominant use

of the area is for beach homes. Both the County and State general plans

call for long-term residential development of Anini Beach.

The water situation, however, is precarious sufficient only for some 53
to 64 people. For this reason intensification of urban developments may
necessarily have to be postponed until County capital improvement project

priorities permit this.

The application for a special permit to convert a single-family residence
to a duplex involves essentially the creation of an additional dwelling unit.
The staff feels that such an increase in dwelling units is basically an

intensification of urban uses in the Anini Beach area.

Recommendation
The staff recommendation in this instance is the same as that relating to
the request by the Lihue Plantation Co. to subdivide a lot at Anini for a

beach home and for the same reason.

The staff recommends a denial of the application for special permit on the

basis that public facilities at Anini Beach are inadequate to support an

1/ ct, A Report on the Kauai County Water System by Joel B. Cox, February 1960.



intensification of urban uses.

The staff is aware that a modest portion of Anini Beach, covering the
Wade property but not the Lihue Plantation Company property, is proposed
for urban districting by Harland Bartholomew and Associates. The portion
is modest enough to be supported by the limited water supply available.
The proposal, however, is still under consideration by the staff in

preparing the final district maps, and no conclusions have yet been made.

Redistricting of this small portion of Anini Beach would be subject to
different considerations than that applied to special permit applications,
In the case of redistricting the "unusual and reasonable" test is not
required. The redistricting would chiefly be based on total urban area

requirements sufficient for long term growth of about ten years.

In the immediate instance of an application for special permit, given the
present although temporary agricultural districting and the existing level

of public facilities, the staff recommends denial of the application for
special permit. It can be expected, however, that the staff may effectively
reverse itself in the matter of urban usage of the Wade property when the
final district boundaries are drawn. The staff has not completed this
determination at the date of this report. The possibility of a contradiction
or reversal being made at a later date is not disturbing since considerations
involved in the final districting would be different from considerations of

special permit applications.



m: 18, 1963

Jib_ Wade Company
Hanalei, Kauei, Havaii

~ Attention: Mr, Frank S. Vade
Mlm

The Land Use eo-unm will mt at 10:00 u.u.. this h*uay. November 22,
1963 in the meeting rooem of the Department of Planning and Economic
Development at 426 Queen Street, in Homolulu., Amoang the matters to be
taken up et this meeting is your applicatiom for a special permit to
convert & single-family dwelling into a duplex. ;

mm-uuummummumm-

your application, you are hﬂmuunmmthcurruqu
present your views,

MQ

R, YAMASHITA
Executive uﬂm
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Ref. No. LUC 681

October 16, 1963

John Wade Company
P. 0, Box 26

Attention: Mr. Frank S. Wade
Gentlemen:

This is to advise you of the status of your application for special
permit for a specific use of property situated at Hamalei, Kauai
(tax map key 5-3-07: 12).

The Kauai Plamning and Traffic Commiseion has with favorable comment
forwarded your application to the Land Use Commission for comsideratiom.
Action on your epplication will be taken within 45 days from October 11,
1963. You will be informed of this meeting beforehand. Im additica,
notification of the action taken at that mhz by

sion will be tramsmitted to you and to the

!

¢c: EKauai Planning and Traffic Commission
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TELEPHONE 278!

P. O. BOX 111
LIHUE, KAUAI, HAWAII é)/\\’\
@\Q?\)/?\
. & .»
October 4, 1963 On. G,
(o Ly "
/ /
Ny ’ /
Lﬂkg be ” k\y/
State of Hawaii CG@ F ‘
P Co .o
Land Use Commission O oy
426 Queen Street 42;
Honolulu 13, Hawaii /O,V
Centlemen: Subject: Applications for Special Permits

At the regular meeting of the Planning and Traffic Commission held
on October 3, 1963, the Commission approved the following applications for
special permits:

SP63-1 ~ John Wade Company
SP63-2 - The Lihue Plantation Co,, Ltd.
SP63-3 -~ The Lihue Plantation Co., Ltd.

In accordance with provisions under Section 98H~6 of Act 205,
S.L.H. 1963, we herewith transmit for your consideration the foregoing
application) related transcripts attached.

Respectfully,

PLANNING AND TRAFFIC COMMISSION

David F., Wong
Planning Director
attach.
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KAUAI PLANNING AND TRAFFIC COMMISSION , i
PUBLIC HEARING AND (i S Hogs o
APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL PERMIT - FILE no. SP63-1 3 ML:J:.E,&!;V..,:gxﬂ_O
S6ion

A public hearing on the above Application for Special Permit was opened by Mr. Masashi
Kageyama, chairman, on Thursday, September 5, 1963, at 1:30 p.m. in the County Board
Room, Lihue, Kavai, Hawaii, Foilovi.n; Commission members were present:

Mr. Masashi Kageyama, chairman
Mr. Norman Hashisaka

Mr, Diedrich Prigge, Jr.

Mr. Toshiharu Yama

Others Present: ‘
Mr. David F, Wong, Planning Director ‘
Mr., W, M, Mullahey, Acting Executive Officer, State land
Use Commission

Planning Director David F, Wong pointed out the area wunder consideration on Tax Map Key
5«3-07 and the Kalihiwai-Hanalei-Haena Ceneral Plan; oﬂntinghnduminthcumud
the nature of the request detailed,

No one spoke for or against the request for special permit.

Mr. Wong then presented his staff report dated September 5, 1963 recommending approval
of the application, copy attached hereto and made a part hereof. Commissioner Yama
felt that a field trip should be taken by the group to look over the area in question,
which was agreeable to the Commission.

The Chair announced that according to procedures as set forth in Section 98H-6 of Act
205/63, a minimum of 15 days must be allowed before any action can be taken on the
application; the matter, therefore, was taken under advisement until the next mtm
and the hearing closed at 1:55 p.m. :

I or CO ION: At the regular meeting of the Commission held on October 3,
. pplication for Special Permit as submitted by John Wade Company

. was apprwod by the following vote:

Agg: Asakura, Hashisaka, n)m, Nakamoto, Prigge, Yama, Kageyama -~ ;

NOES: None -
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NOTICE OF FUBLIC HEARTNO LAND G122 ©f Havs
SPECIAL FERMITS, IAND USE - COUNTY OF KAUAX MM?S'-"SION

NOTICE IS HEREBY CIVEN of & public hearing eobehe]ﬂbytbecumtyoflmi
ead Treffic Commispion in the County Building at Lihue en
September 5, 1963, at 1330 p.n., or as soon thercafter as thoge interested my
bo heard to consider applieaticns for special pemsits within the Coumnty of Kauai
as provided for in Sectionm 98i.6, Act 205, Sessien laws of Hawaii 1963,

Tax ¥ap Key
S=3=07212
8P 63-2 3-6-02:1 To subdivide and conselidate feor
Likue Plantatiom Co. residential use lot of 20,000 8q.
fe.; Lihue, Kauval
8P 63-3 5=306 26 To subdivide for resideantial vse
Likue Plantation Ce. lot of 12,936 sg. ft.; Anini,
Honalei, Kauai

¥aps showing the areas wnder consideratien for special permits are em file in
the office of the Plomning and Traffie Commission and are opem teo the
pblic for inspection during office hiours.

411 yritten pretests or comments regarding the abeve applications should be
filed in writing to gald Commissicn before the date ef the public or
osubsitted in person at the time of the public hearing, or up to fifteen (15)
days fellewing this publie hearing.

KAUAI PLANNING AND TRAFFIC COMMISSION

2/ Masnghi Kageyame, Chairman
(Aug. 28, 1963) By David F. Wemg, Flanming Director
Gdn. Island



RAUAY PLANNING AND TRAFFIC COMMISSION

Lm, m' m ﬁ@@
September 5, 1963 &y
oo &P
CT s
T0: Plaming Commissioners e 1969
RE: Special Permit Application No. SP63-1, Anini, Kauai IAND 15?2 g Hay, ..
State land Use Commission Copmy, i

Submitted herewith is a report with reference to @ special permit
application requesting the comversion of an existing single-family dwell-
ing to a duplex studio apartment at Anini beach, Hanalei, Kauai.

The applicant and owmer of said parcel of land is John Wade Compauy.

The property in isswe is located along the Scuth side of the government
road fronting Auini Beach approximetely 1,000 feet East of Apini Stream
as shown on tax map 5-3-07 ap tax percel 12 containing an area of 0.91 acres.

The existing use of the parcel of lend is for single~-family purpose
with the home comstructed along the foot of a rocky ¢liff terraced en @
reasonable elevation above the govermment road awd beach.

The County General Flan designates this particular parcel of land
for single-fawily residential as future land use.

There is no proposed comprehensive soning for subject area as it is
ﬁﬂhmmimdeMﬂum&uMbythsuuMUuw
on.

It is recommended that special perwit be grauted as fequested as the
conversion from single-family dwbiling to s duplex studi 8 will
not characteristically change tﬁé,: prezentl;p-écmre and ‘env of the
area but rather, renovaticns ¢ill ive internal work for conversion.

-’/
Pavid F. Wong
Planning Director

8.1/
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« 4 . s
This space for official use
STATE OF HAWAII Date Application and Fee -
LAND USE COMMISSION received by LUE JUL 29 1363 .
krure 7
426 Queen Street
Honolulu, Hawaii
REGEIVE]
14
APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL PERMIT b
’ OCT G icu-)

(I) (We) hereby request approval of a special permit to use ceFtais Howaii

property located in the» County of Kauai , Island of

LAND USE COMASSION

Kauai , Land

Use Commission Temporary District Boundary map number and/or name _ K~7 Kalihiwad,
_ Hapalei, Haena , for the following-described purpose:

Description of property: Lot Nos. 2, 3& 4, Tax Key: 5«3-07=12

Petitionerf®s interest in subject property: OQOwners in Fee

Petitioner's reason(s) for requesting special permit:

To convert existing single family dwelling to a
Mc

Duplex Studio

JOHN WADE COMPANY

Signature(s) Frank S, Wade - Pres,

pes’ 7
A’ R s D [ A = L ety
Addre_ss: S OBy 2 AT ARG el [ R
Telephone:
This space for official use
The property is situated in a(n) district, whose
regulations adopted by the Land Use Commission prohibit the desired use.
Signature(s) [ Cfucecnen L
co
For (agency) PLANNING & ra.or, XAUAI |
LBV savay tiawan N
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