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MAYOR

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND PERMITTING
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU

650 SOUTH KING STREET » HONOLULL, HAWAI! 96813
TELEPHONE: (BOB) 523-4414 « FAX: (808) 527-6743
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CIRECTOR
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m m "'1 P2 :27 DEPUTY DIRECTOR
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QUALITY CONTROL

Ms. Genevieve Salmonson, Director
Office of Environmental Quality Control
State of Hawaii

State Office Tower, Room 702

235 South Beretania Street

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Ms. Salmonson:
CHAPTER 343, Hawaii Revised Statutes (HRS)
Environmental Assessment/Determination
Negative Declaration

Recorded Owner Prometheus, Ltad.

Applicant : M/V Investment Partners

Agent : Ralph Gray

Location : 3061 Kalakaua Avenue, Waikiki
Tax Map Key : 3-1-33: 2

Request : Shoreline Setback Variance
Proposal : Construction of a single-family

dwelling partially encroaching into
the 40-foot shoreline setback. |

Determination : A Finding of No Significant Impact i
Is Issued

Attached and incorporated by reference is the Final EA prepared o
by the applicant for the project. Based on the significance j
criteria outlined in Chapter 200, State Administrative Rules, we :
have determined that preparation of an Environmental Impact !
Statement is not required.

We have enclosed a completed OEQC Bulletin Publication Form and
four copies of the Final EA. If you have any questions, please
contact Ardis Shaw-Kim of our staff at 527-5349.

Sincerely yours,

By, A

RANDALL K. FUJIKI, AIA
5ﬂ4;/ Director of Planning and
Permitting
RKF:1lg
Enclosures
DN 31052

VA



2000 05 -3~ DA~ FEA— M/v Investment fariners
Sinslt. Flm”‘j Resideunee




CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU g
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING &IPERMITTIN G
650 South King Slreet

00 [Afd 30 A 3 2o

il hici i

THonoluly, Haweii @IBT ¥ CorJilly OF HONOLULU
ZONING DIVISION MASTER APPLICATION FORM

mhl &9

FILE COPY

LU

0 nn
™—-, Additicnal data, diawings/plans, and fee requirements are listed on a separale sheet tilled “Inslruclions for Flling®, 'qu}\s% jsﬁ F%THESE
 INSTRUCTIONS. ’ 7 5
v 27
Al specified materlals descrlbed In the "Inslruclions for Fillng® and requlred fees must accompany this form; Iy omplete applications will defay
processing. You are encouraged to consult with Zonlng Divisien stalf In completlng the applicallon, Please ca -l‘fe’app?bpr[qla, phone gylﬁber
glven In the "Instruetiona for Fliing", LY G
. i ;'.'Oﬁ.lf{jil )
Plsase print legibly or lype the required Informalion. SUBMITTED FEE: § 200.00 ULty
PERMITIAPPROVAL REQUESTED (Chaeck one or mora as appropilate);
Clustor: O P Review Uae Spaclal Menagament Aroa Use Parmit:
0 Agmicuttunae Q Minon Q0 Muvon
O countnr Plonnod Devolopmant:
O Hovsie Q iousine Q) State SpeciaL Use Penwir
O Commiencia, (WSO Ouwyt Q vanmner rrot LUG Sec.s):
Condltlonn! Uss Pormi: L} Resont (s onwy)
Q Heon Q Mauon 0 waven
H] SHONELNE SETDACK VANIANCE
O Exisnna Use: O sire DeveLorment Puan Zane Chango:
! Frowm T0
logicate Tyre or Uee) S[)QCIB‘ District Parmit: is1niot) (Disracar)
O riion SwoneLine StrucTurtes Peamr Q riwen 0 rason Q Aneno Uniarerat Aostement Armachen
1o Onptianece Ho,
0 Modll’y Approved Permit: Ibapicate DisrmicT) O zonmo Map ADJIUSTHENT, ADMINISTAATIVE
O Downtown Helonr > 350 Feer
UHGIEATE NerEALreE FILE Had QO Zonmwo Aosustaent, LUO See.ts);
i Q Panx Deoicanon 0 201G Pioject
© TAX MAP Kev(s): _3-1-33-002
o7 AREA: 3,790 sq. TE,
ZONING DISTRICT(S}: _R—=2 STATE LAND USE DISTRICT: _ Urban
STREET ADDRESSILOCATION OF PROPERTY: 3061 Kalakaua Avenue, Honolulu T
RECORDED FEE OWIIER: APPLICAHT:
tlame (s tis, ifeny) ___Prometheus, Ltd. Name _ M/V ILnvestment Partuers
Malling Address __I'. 0. Box_ 223506 Mallng Addrass _{’ L0, Box 62156
ilonolulu, HI UGBZJ fonglulu, NI Y0839
Phone Humber IBUBEZ'i-: R F33 Phone f{uR\bar ) 5748200
Slgnature AvA') Signa reneae 1 § JO
Peter Yanjgawg "Ralp’ G
PRESENT USE(S) OF PROPERTY/BUILDING: AUTHORIZED AGENT/CONTACT PERSON:
Vacant Name
Maliing Address
PROJECT NAME grony): __ None Phone Number
' Signature
REQUEST/PROPOSAL (Brlany daserlbe the netute of the raqunst, pinpqeed 1cllvlty.o: prclachyt __ Request for varilance to construct
dwelling approximately 20' into the 4 shoréline §&tbhack:
FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY
APPLICATION SUMMARY: POSSE JOB NO.
Dale Applicallon Accepled: Accepted By:
Dale DPP Aclion Required:
(O Dale of: DPP Public Hearlng: and/or NB No, Prasentalion: 1
¥ FE
\_~_, RECORD OF ACTION TAKEN BY DEPARTMENT: DATE OF ACTION:
O Applicallon Incomplete (nol acceptad) a Exampt Q Withdrawn by applicanl

Q Approyed

Q Denled tor reason(s): (O 0o attachod

Q Approved with cendillons:

QO Ghea tolow)

O City Council approval tequlred - DPP recemmendation:

{Q 500 artachod

C trdicolod balow)

Transmilted lo: O Planning Commisslon Bill No, Ord. No.
0 Clty Councll _ Roso, No.
THIS COPY, WHEN SIGNED BELOW, IS NOTIFICATION OF TIE ACTION TAKEM.
Signature Tihls Dale
DPF = kdvnaform Po(AEY, 1701))
R B 1 P N S
. H . . ! )

. e , . . et et
> v o . .-‘ . “" ; -'- '.aA: [N ! ! ‘.',\ -.‘0. ."-.. R L ,...c-d“"\.



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR APPLICATION FOR

General Information
A. Applicant

B. Fee Owner

C. Agent

D.  Accepting Authority

E. Location
F.  Tax Map Key

G. LotArea

H. Existing uses

I.  Agencies
Consulted

J. Proposed Action

K. Applicable Permit

SHORELINE SETBACK VARIANCE

r

M/V Investment Partners e J 2 1
P.O. Box 62156 N
Honolulu, Hawaii 96839-2156 Iy ¢ ¢/ 0ol i
Contact: Mr. Ralph Gray, Partner Y CR e
Telephone No. (808} 524-8200

Prometheus, Ltd.

P.O. Box 22356
Honolulu, Hawaii 96323
Telephone No. 523-3733

None

Department of Planning and Permitting
City and County of Honolulu

650 South King Street, 7th Floor
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Honolulu, O’zhu, Hawai’i
3-1-33:2

3,790 square feet
0.087 acres

Vacant

* Waikiki Neighborhood Board No. 9 of Honolulu,
Hawai’i

* Office of Environmental Quality Control, State of
Hawai’i

* Department of Planning and Permitting, City and
County of Hontolulu

* Department of Land and Natural Resources, Land
Division

* University of Hawai'i Environmental Center

Development of a single-family residence

Shoreline Setback Variance




APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE FROM SHORELINE SETBACK STANDARDS
OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU

M/V Investment Parters, prospective purchaser of that certain unimproved lot located at 3061
Kalakaua Avenue, Honoluly, Hawaii, identified as Tax Key Map No. 3-1-33: 2 hereby submits its
application for a variance from the Shoreline Setback Standards (the “Standards™), Section 23-1.4.

Statement of Facts

A.  Description of Lot

Applicant is the prospective purchaser of that certain ocean front lot (hereinafter, the “Lot"} located
at 3061 Kalakaua Avenue, Honoluly, Hawaii, and otherwise identified as Tax Map Key No, 3-1-33:
2, Oahu, Hawaii. The Lot is rectangular in shape and approximately 3,790 total square feet, A
concrete pedestrian walkway and seawall abuts the Makai end of the Lot. The Department of Land
and Natural Resources, State of Hawaii, constructed these improvements, which are today used as a
public thoroughfare.

B. Description of Adjacent Lots

Adjacent lots are zoned R-5 Residential and designated Residential. All of the shoreline properties
within 200 feet on either side of the Lot contain nonconforming structures that are closer than 20 feet
to the shoreline setback.

Photos 3 and 4 show a portion of the structure on Tax Map Key 3-1-33: 3, which is the neighboring
Ewa lot. This lot abuts the aforementioned concrete seawall and has a setback of approximately 2
feet.

Photos 5 through 8 show portions of the structures on Tax Map Key Nos. 3-3-33: 4 and 56
(mislabeled 58), which are the next neighboring Ewa lots. You will note that the residential
structures built on these lots abut the pedestrian walkway and well within a 20 foot shoreline setback
area.

Photos 9 and 10 show a portion of the structures on Tax Key Map No. 3-3-33; 5, which is the next
neighboring lot in the Ewa direction. You will note that the covered lanai area is within the 20 foot
shoreline setback area and that the main structure is well within the 40 foot shoreline area,

Similarly, Photos 11 through 13 show the structures on Tax Map Key Nos. 3-3-33: 7,8, and depict
structures all built with the 20 foot shoreline setback area.

Photo 14 depicts the Lot from approximately the 20 foot shoreline setback area. Photos 1S and 16
depict the Lot from approximately the 40 foot shoreline setback area,

If the Lot is granted a shoreline setback, it will be set back further compared to existing structures in
the vicinity.

-




C. Proposed Project
e et

Applicant proposes to construct a 3,500 square feet single-family residence on the Lot. To do so,
Applicant seeks a variance from the Shoreline Setback Standards of the Department of Planning and

Permitting.

The house will be frame construction, stucco finish with a flat roof. Any and all materials from
and construction shall be hauled off and disposed of at properly authorized disposable sites.

4. The site will be excavated only two feet to pour concrete footings for the foundation. The site
will be filled 12 inches above grade, the structure will be raised by footing and CMU posts so
that the first floor elevation will be higher than 10 feet above mean sea level. All construction
will be stopped if any human remains are found on the site and a consultant with the State
Historic Preservation Division of DLNR will be cailed immediately.

b.  Inorder to prevent construction runoff from entering near shore waters, an earth berm will be
constructed on the shoreline setback.

c. A 36inch high CMU wall will be constructed on the boundary of the property. Open fencing
is an alternative method of providing security to the property. However, over a period of time
the open feneing is a maintenance nightmare. Long term the 36 inch high CMU wall will be
much more attractive.

It is my intent to apply applicable building techniques to minimize energy use, expense, waste, and
impact on the environmert. Also, it is my intent to utilize tinted windows, cross ventilation to
channel the trade winds, termite bait system, light and cool colors to reflect lighting, trees for shade,
energy efficient light bulbs, low flow fixtures, planting and ground cover to preserve topsoil to
minimize erosion, manage and control waste solvents, paint and sealants and use of recyclable
materials wherever possible.

The site plan has been revised to identify the 40 foot shoreline setback area which is based on the
shoreline certified survey that reflects the shoreline along the seawall and the properties southern
boundary- The site plan shows three parking spaces which adequately meets the off-street parking as
per the LUO Table 21-6.1 (Exhibit A-1).

The proposed action does not involve the construction of a shoreline protection structure nor will the
project interfere with natural shoreline processes. Further, no construction shall be done to obstruct
or interfere with public lateral access atop the seawall.

D. The Certified Shoreline

The certified shoreline for the Lot is as showr on the Shoreline Recertification Map, recertified on
February 10, 1999, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”. According to the recertification map, the
shoreline is the outermost or seaward edge of the concrete seawall and concrete steps Makai of the
Lot. See Exhibit “A”, The certified shoreline is also depicted on the site plans attached to this

application.

The concrete seawall and pedestrian walkway do not continue east beyond the Lot.




Section 23.1-4 provides in relevant part that, “Except as otherwise provided in this section, the
shoreline setback line shall be established 40 feet inland from the certified shoreline.”

Discussion

A. Hardship Standard

Section 23.1-8 provides the *“Criteria for Granting A Variance,” and includes 23.1-8(b)(3)-
“Hardship Standard.”

The “Hardship Standard” provides that,

A structure or activity may be granted a variance upon grounds of hardship if the applicant
would be deprived of reasonable use of the land if required to comply fully with the shoreline
setback ordinance and the shoreline setback rules.

Applicant maintains that it will be deprived of reasonable use of the Lot if required to observe the 40
foot shoreline setback. Based on the following reasons:

First, the Lot is substandard in size. It is approximately 1,210 square feet less than the standard or
minimum lot size permitted in lots zoned R-5. (The Lot is 3,790 square feet, whereas the minimum
lot size in lots zoned R-5 is 5,000 square feet.) Reducing this substandard Lot by a 40 foot setback,
otherwise established for minimum lot sizes, effectively deprives it of reasonable use.

Second, a 40 foot shoreline setback would eliminate or substantially reduce Applicant’s seaward
view plane. Today, structures built on lots adjacent to the Lot are either at or encroach within 20
feet of the certified shoreline. It is highly unlikely these structures will be required to observe the 40
foot shoreline setback in the foreseeable future. As a result, to preserve its seaward view plane,
Applicant’s structure must come within at least 20 feet of the certified shoreline now observed or
encroached into by its neighboring structures.

By all accounts, requiring Applicant to strictly adhere to the 40 foot shoreline setback, especially
where structures on adjacent and neighboring lots do not, would deprive Applicant reasonable use of
the Lot and cause an undue economic hardship.

B. Unique Circumstances

This is a unique circumstance inasmuch as structures on adjacent and neighboring lots do not and are
unlikely to observe the 40 foot shoreline setback area. Lots adjacent to Applicant’s Lot clearly do
not observe even a 20 foot shoreline setback. Under such unique circumstances, requiring
Applicants’s structure to adhere to a 40 foot shereline setback would make it out of character with
the immediate area and impracticable. Peter Rappa at the Environmental Center of the University of
Hawai'i stated, “The abutting buildings are in violation of setback requirements and the proposed
project would be more in compliance with setback provisions than its neighbors. Given the size of
the project and the surrounding development, the shoreline setback variance should be allowed.”




C. The Variance is the Most Practicable Alternative

Without a 20 foot shoreline setback variance, it is highly unlikely that anyone, including Applicant,
will develop the Lot as its substandard size will not permit a structure of sufficient size to be
economically practical in the marketplace.

The Lot is vacant, unimproved and minimally maintained. There is no active landscaping or other
improvements to enhance its appearance consistent with the area, which is otherwise fully
developed.

The variance will expedite improvements to the Lot and bring it into conformity with its surrounding
landscaping and structures. A very attractive residence with professional landscaping will replace a
weed-filled lot. Furthermore, a 20 foot shoreline setback will still allow for and preserve open space
along the shoreline to a greater extent than any of the structures on neighboring lots.

D. Altemnatives
T Noproject
2. Construct an approximately 450 square foot single family residence within the 40 foot
setback requirement. (Exhibit A-2)
3. Construct an approximately 3500 square foot single family residence. (Exhibit A-1)
4.  Open fencing for security is very high maintenance.

E.  Structure within the 40 foot setback variance.
1. Five irrigation sprinkler heads with water lines. (Exhibit L-2)
2. A 36 inch high security masonry wall set on the property lines as shown on Exhibit A-1
and A-3.
3. The open area of the setback variance will be professionally landscaped.
4.  The existing concrete seawall railing and stairs down to the beach will NOT be altered.
5 A 3,500 square foot single family residence.

Exhibits

Accurately scaled drawings and maps are submitted with this application as follows:

A.  Shoreline Recertification Map for 3061 Kalakaua Avenue, prepared and certified by a
registered land surveyor and certified by the State Surveyor and director of Land and Natural

Resources on February 10, 1999 (Exhibit “A™).

B.  Site Plan showing the land parcel and proposed structure (Exhibit A-1), yard and landscaped
areas (Exhibit L-2), are attached.

C. Site plan showing residence with 40 foot setback ( Exhibit A-2).

D. Site plan showing 36 inch high CMU security wall (Exhibit A-1) and wall cross section
(Exhibit A-3).

E. Location and neighborhood maps, Exhibit B, C, D.




F.  Proof of ownership from Department of Revenue, Exhibit E.
We have also included recent photographs of the Lot and adjacent lots as aforementioned.

The existing shorcline protection structure, i.c., the concrete seawall and pedestrian walkway
constructed by the Department of Land and Natural Resources, will not be altered.

Description of Proposed Action

A.  General Description

Applicant proposes to build a single family residence on the subject Lot. Applicant seeks a variance
from the Shoreline Setback Rules and Regulations of the City and County of Henolulu to place a
residential structure that is five feet from the certified shoreline, as provided in the Regulations. The
CMU wall will be located at the shoreline and along a portion of the east property boundary, about
five feet landward of the shoreline. The location map showing the location of the project is Exhibit
A-1 and B.

It is my intent to apply applicable building techniques to minimize energy use, expense, waste, and
impact on the environment. It is my intent to utilize tinted windows, cross ventilation to channel the
trade winds, termite bait system, light and cool colors to reflect lighting, trees for shade, energy
efficient light bulbs, low managed and control waste solvents, paint and sealants and use of
recyclable materials where possible,

B.  Technical Characteristics
A layout drawing showing property lines, lot size, shoreline setback, and the proposed residential
structure, is attached as Plans A-1. The shoreline recertification map is attached to this assessment

as Exhibit “A”,

Affected Environment

A.  The subject site is located in a residential area zoned R-5 and is presently a vacant lot.

B.  The Land Use Ordinance Flood Hazard District and Flood Insurance Rate Map designate this
area Flood Zone AE, requiring building floor levels to be 10 feet above the mean sea level.
The elevation of the Lot is about 7 feet above mean sea level. The house’s first floor level will
be raised to meet the 10 feet above mean sea level.

C.  Coastal views from the surrounding areas will not be affected since the proposed project will
not exceed 25 feet above the highest point of the buildable area boundary line. Coastal views
should also not be affected by the requested variance because buildings located on adjacent
lots are located at or less than 20 feet froi the certified shoreline.

In addition, the Lot is bounded on the ocean by a concrete seawall that marks the certified
shoreline. The concrete seawall will not be affected if this variance is granted.

D.  Publicly used beach access points will not be affected because a public right-of-way for
_pedestrians to go over, along and across the concrete seawall along the Makai edge of the lots
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will remain unaltered. Please refer to Photos 3 through 14, which depict the pedestrian right-
of-way.

E.  Location and site maps arc inciuded herein. (Exhibit C and D)

Impacts and Alternatives Considered

There will not be any major impact on the affected environment because:

A.  The proposed project will occur within 40 feet from the certified shoreline. The 3,500 square
foot single family residence is very similar or of higher quality than the existing structures.
The existing houses are as close or closer than this residence will be. The high-rise
condominium building adjacent to the proposed site is actually “on the shoreline™,

B.  The public right-of-way and concrete seawall will not be altered or disturbed as a result; and

C.  Coastal views of surrounding properties will not be impacted, the 36 inch high CMU shoreline
security wall will have very little or no visual effect on the shoreline.

D.  Significance Criteria: As per HAR 11-200-12, we propose the following criteria as no

significant impact to the environment from this site.

v (D)

(2)
)
)

(5)

T
(8)

)]
(i0)
v

(12)

This project does not involve an irrevocable commitment because it does not impact
scenic views of the ocean or any ridge line in the area,

This project will not curtail the range of beneficial uses of the environment.
This project does not conflict with the State’s long term environmental policies or goals.

This project does not substantially affect the economic or social welfare of the
community or the State.

This project does not substantially affect public health,

This project does not impact the population changes or effects on public facilities.

This project does not involve a substantial degradation of environmental quality. The M
surrounding area will be landscaped to mitigate the visual impacts of the development.

This project has no effect on the environment or does not involve a commitment for
larger actions.

This project will not affect a rare. threatened or endangered species or its habitat.
This project will not detrimentally affects air or water quality or ambient noise levels.

The development of this property is compatible with an environmentally sensitive area.
The project was designed as a shoreline development.

This project does not affect the scenic vistas and view planes of the area,
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,/ (13) The project has been designed to be energy efficient and environmentally sensitive with
the use of tinted windows, cross ventilation to channel the trade winds, termite bait
system, light and cool colors to reflect lighting, trees for shade, energy efficient light
bulbs, low flow fixtures, plantings and ground cover to preserve topsoil to minimize
erosion, managed and control waste solvents, paint and sealants and use of recyclable
materials wherever possible.

E.  The *no project” alternative would include leaving the Lot vacant and undeveloped.
However, this would mean that the Lot would continue to receive minimal maintenance with
no improvements to its landscaping. Also, the project will create jobs during construction
and add to substantially to the tax base for the area.

F.  Construction of an approximately 450 square foot single family residence with the 40 foot
setback requirement. (Exhibit A-2)

G. Open fencing for security is very high maintenance over time, so a 36 inch CMU wall was
chosen,

The proposal for a single-family residence on the Lot will not affect the natural shoreline
processes, the beach or lateral pedestrian access along the beach because the concrete seawall
would remain unaffected. “The abutting buildings are in violation of setback requirements and the
proposed project would be more in compliance with setback provisions than its neighbors,”
according to Peter Rappa of the University of Hawaij, Environmental Center.

The proposed residence will be at the closest point five feet from the east side yard shoreline point.
However, the high rise condominium building located adjacent to the east, actually is Jocated on
the beachfront. The adjacent house on the Ewa side of the proposed residence is within the 40 foot
setback of the shoreline, (actually the house is set back 20 feet from the shoreline, the same I am
requesting). The entire two blocks of houses arc on either the shoreline or sea wall line. The 36
inch high CMU perimeter security wall will be stucco finished and well maintained. An open fence
structure will require continued maintenance nd replacement within a few years as the salt air
takes its toll.

Mitigation Measures

Applicant will mitigate the negative impacts, if any, of the proposed project by observing all
building height and front and side yard requirements applicable to R-5 residential zoning districts.
Applicant will further mitigate impacts, if any, by building upon no more than 50% of the Lot area.

It is my intent to apply applicable building techrigues to minimize energy use, expense, waste, and
impact on the environment. It is my intent to utilize tinted windows, cross ventilation to channel
the trade winds, termite bait system, light and cool colors to reflect lighting, trees for shade, energy
efficient light bulbs, low flow fixtures, plantings and ground cover to preserve topsoil to minimize
erosion, managed and control waste solvents, paint and sealants and use of recyclable materials
wherever possible.

The house is going to be frame construction, stucco finish with a flat roof. Any and all materials
from excavation and construction shall be hauled off and disposed of at properly authorized
disposable sites.




a.  Thesite will be excavated only two feet to pour concrete footings for the foundation. The
site will be filled 12 inches above grade, the structure will be raised by footing and CMU
posts so that the first floor elevation will be higher than 10 feet above mean sea level.
Therefore, all construction will be stopped if any human remains are found on the site and a
consultant with the State Historic Preservation Division of DLNR will be called
immediately.

b.  In order to prevent construction runoff from entering near shore waters, an earth berm
will be constructed on the shoreline setback.

¢.  The public right of way and traffic will not be altered during construction. The
construction equipment will be stored on site during construction.

VII. Conclusion
The proposed project, for the reasons discussed above, will not result in a major impact upon the

affected environment and is entitled to a negative declaration. As a result, the proposed project
does not require the preparation of an environmental impact statement.
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EXHIBIT E
WARRANTY EXCHANGE DEED Ao QF
23778, 237 INGT=-ND: 3F-00150049

LOS LR /89
INSTR=-DEST:
LIBERAPAGE:

[+

AMOUNT ¢ 1,475,000
ARERM 3790 SQ.FT.
FROM: T G EXCHANGE INC
s e e e e e gy
ro: TPROMETHEUS LTD #-

STATE-CD

PR 1.OT 66 sEC A& C DIAMOMD HEAD TERRACE 3

OUNERSHIP: RNAME F TC =
Foo00Ll1 »PROMETHEUS LTD

FOR ASSESSMENT YEAR 2000

~PITT: 100 AREA: 790 Fo VaLUE: 7

FOR ASSESSMENT YEAR 1999

=PITT: 100 ARES: avred FoooWalUE: 7

FOR ASSESSHENT YEAR 17998

-PITT: 100 AREA: greo FooouwalLUE: 7

FOR ASSESSMENT YEAR 1997

~PITT: 100 AREA: o0 FooUALUE: @
FOR ASSESSMENT YEAR 1995
~PITT: 100  ARES: azen o VaLUEL: 11

1293

FOR ASSESSHMENT YEAR
-RITT: 100  AREA:

avea F

Uil UJE

FOR ASSESSMENT YEAR 1994

17

(3 LU )

WERRAMTIES  TMB: T820Q043I3
ITNGT-DRTE:  10/13/89
REC-DATE: 1019789
30

MU-TAX: $837.

L0 SF 0 FPpo2L4 DES
~JLWNIER TITLE-DOESC
G300 EIEMPT
L7LOG  EAEMPT:
T71o0  EXEMPT:

12400 EXEMPT:

4100

EXEMPT:

19100 EXEMPT:

~PITT: 100 AREA! 3790 F MallE: 1724800 EXEMPT:
FOR ASSESSHMENT YEAR 1§93
—~PITT: 100 ARES: 790 Fo VAL UE: 1533200 EXENPT:
FOR ASSESSMENT YEAR 1992
~PITT: 100 AREA: 279¢ F o OVALUE: 1533300 EXEMPT:

FOR ASSESSHENT YEAR 1991

-PITT: 10Q¢ AREA: 37740 VAL UL

FOR ASSESSHMEMT YEAR 1990
~PITT: 100  AREA:
-BLDG: 0001 CODE:

ALUE ;
VALUE :
VAL UE ;
AVE

37¢0 F
113 YB: 1926
BLLOG TOTALS--?
SITE ADDRESS: 3061 KaLAKALA

PROMEETHEUS LIMITED
P 0 BOX 22330
HOMOLULY, RHI

MATLIMG ADDRESS:

_........_..-.—---.-.—.-——-—._.—-——_.—-.-—.——-—-—-...-._—_..._

WERRANTYY DEED

10/19/389
INETR-DEEL:

1078800

EXEMPFT:

EXEMPT:

EXEFPT:

EXENPT:
APT:

20000
20000

- e Sy T e STy et S et

THR TERO0&HAZHT

e S e s



EXHIBIT L2

ALan T TR
T — : |
E - N T - ” : :
T T TR E = C e . ' " '
¥ < R e s s TE g b
- - eyt - : RN - - o
; & e . v
o ™ } T

=
— .
1

ESMRNZS L

e

SN,
I~

‘=
N
g

=St




g APR 14 PM 3 22

Cit? & ’:, ;:: [ i-i'C\}NOLULU

Photo 3
View of residential structure on parcel 3,
looking Ewa. Structure is immediately

adjacent to seawall.

View of residential structure on parcel
3, looing Diamond lead.
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‘Photo 5
View of residential structure on lot 58

with lot 4 at rear, looking Ewa.

Photo 6
View of residential structure on lot 58,

looking Diamond llead.




Photo 5

1 structure on lot 58

View of residentia
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Photo 7
View of residential structure on lot
4, looking Diamond Head.

Photo 8

View of residential structurec on lot
4, looking Ewa ..
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.Photo 9

View of residential structure on
lot 5, looking Diamond Head.

' Photo 10

View of residential structure on lot 5, looking
Diamond Head.




Photo 11

[N

View of residential structure of lot 7,

looking Ewa.

Photo 12
View of residential structure on lot 8,
looking Diamond Head.
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Photo 13
View of residential structure on parcel '9,
looking Ewa.

Photo 14

View of subject parcel 2, at approximately 20' setback,
looking makai,




Photo 15
View from subject parcel locking makai and slightly Ewa with

residential structure on parcel 53 in view, from approximately
40' back.
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Photo 16
View from subject parcel looking makai and slightly Diamond Head,

with condominium on adjacent parcel in view, from aporoximately
/, 1
40" back,
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DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND PERMITTING -
i — N
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONoLuLu | { {IPY
430 SOUTH AING STAFRT « HONOLJLL, HAWAH 28517 Mﬂdtd ﬂdHLcI‘&;:m-;ﬂ%l A

TELEPHONE, (B0B) $23-d41 4 = FAX: (ROR) 527-C743

RANQALL K FUIK. AA
ACING DIRECTCR

LORETTA K C, CHEE
otruTY iNCCTOR

Pebruary 10, 2000 2000/ED-3
2000/5vV-2
Mr. Timothy E. Johns, cChairperson
Department of Land and Natural Resources
State of Hawaii
P. Q. Box 621
Honolulu, Hawaii 96809
Dear Chair Johns:
CHAPTER 343, HRS
SESS
Project Name : M/V Investment Partnexrs
Lecaticn :+ 3061 Kalakaua Avanue, Honolulu
Tax Map Keys : 1-1=-33: 2
Staff Planner : Ardis Shaw-Kim Phone: 527-5349
Proposal : Construction of a single-family dwelling
partially encroaching into the 40-foot
shoreline seitback
Reguests : Special Managezent Area Use Permit

Enclosed for your review and comment is a Draft Environmental
Assessment prepared for the above=-yreferencad project. We would
appreciate any comments you may have.

Undaer Chapter 343, Hawaii Revised Statutes (HMRS), the departument
must determine whether the impacts of the project ars significant
encugh to warrant preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS).

Based on the information currently available, the department
anticipates issuing a Finding of No Significant Impact for this
project (no EIS required). The deadline for comments is 30 days
from the date of this letter.

Sinceraly yours,

For RANDALL K. FUJIKI, AlA
Acting Director of Planning
and Permizting
RKF:lg -

Encl.
REPLY DUE TO Lry: Qarcn 7 2009
DN 24442




" BENJAMIN J. CAYETANO

QOVERNCH

Altn: Ardis Shaw-Kim

Subject:

Dear Mr. Fujiki;

Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for M/ Investment Partners
Single Family Dwelling, Waikiki; TMK: 1-1-33: 2

We have the following comments to offer:

1.

Contacts: Notify the nearest neighbors cr neighboring landowners of the
proposed project, allowing them sufficient time to review the draft EA and

submit comments. Document all contacts in the final EA and include copies of
any correspondence.

Maps: In the final EA enclose a clear map of the neighborhood and a map of
the island, each with the project site indicated.

Determination: A determination stating that an environmental impact state-
ment will not be required is listed in section VIl of the draft EA. The EIS law
prohibits a determination of significant impact or lack of significant impact
before the end of the 30-day pubiic review period and prior to receipt, re-
sponse and analysis of all written comments. For a draft EA the proper
determination is anticipated FONS! (Finding of No Significant Impact). Please

also note that the approving agency makes the determination, not the appli-
cant.

TMK Map:

The map enclosed is dated 1941, and is difficult to read. Parcel 3,
marked as the site for the proposed dwelling, lists Blaisdell Trust as the fee

/ !.'-'00/ dLx - 1o/

GENEVIEVE SALMONSON
DIRECTOR
STATE OF HAWAII
OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY CONTROL
236 SOUTH BERETANIA STREET
SUITE 702 -
HONOLULU, HAWAII 88810 [youe
TELEPHONE (802) 6B5-4185 (] S
FACSIMILE (808) 636-4188 3 -
M
aoR =2
February 18, 2000 ga = n2
2[_-.-. ..;.‘.’
=N -
e . . QL.
Randall Fujiki, Acting Director oy 2
. agga - T
Department of Planning and Permitting 953"{_-:- ";\';
650 South King Street, 7th Floor & ©
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 = @
c




Randal
Februa
Page 2

| Fujiki
ry 18, 2000

owner, not Prometheus Ltd, the name on the SSV application. In the final EA
enclose a clear, updated TMK map and clarify the name of the fee owner.

The shoreline setback variance (SSV) application lists parcel 2 of the
TMK as the project site, yet on the TMK map, the proposed dwelling is
indicated for parcel 3. Another proposed dwelling is also indicated for parcel
8. Please correct these discrepancies in the final EA.

Sustainable Building Design: Please consider applying sustainable building
techniques presented in the enclosed "Guidelines for Sustainable Building

Design in Hawail." In the final EA include a description of any of the tech-
niques you will implement.

Construction impacts: Give a full description of the house construction,
construction impacts and related mitigation measures, including but not

limited to:

a, will any excavation take place for the foundation? If so, how deep? Consult
with the State Historic Preservation Division of DLNR regarding a mitigation
plan should any archeological or human remains be encountered during this

phase.

b. how will construction runoff be prevented from entering nearshore waters?

Significance criteria: Include a discussion of findings and reasons, according

to the significance criteria listed in HAR 11-200-12, that supports your forth-
coming determination, either Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) or EIS
preparation notice. You may use the enclosed sample as a guideline,

if you have any questions call Nancy Heinrich at 586-4185.

Sincerely,

NEVIEVE SALMONSON
Director

Enc.

c.

Ralph Gray, M/V Investment Partners




M/V Investment Partners
P.O. Box 4126
Honolulu, Hawaii 96812
524-8200

March 28, 2000

Ms. Genevieve Salmonson, Director
State of Hawaii

Office of Environmental Quality Control
235 South Beretania Street

Honolulu, HI 96813

Dear Ms. Salmonson:
Re: M/V Investment Partners

Single Family Dwelling, Waikiki:
TMK: 3-1-33:2

I am in receipt of your comments forwarded 0 Mr. Randail Fujiki, Director of the Department of

Planning and Permitting dated February 18, 2000. T would like to take this opportunity to
respond to your department’s concerns in the order as presented:

1. Contacts: It is my understanding that as part of the Department of Planning and
Permitting’s (DPP) processing procedures, public hearing will be scheduled. In
preparation for this public hearing, the DPP is required to make a good faith effort to
notify all owners of properties within 300 feet of the affected property’s boundaries.

Additionally, this applicant is willing to work with DPP in order to provide notice to the

respective property owners.

2. Maps: See attached map of the neighborhood Exhibit C and map of the island Exhibit D.

3. Determiation: It has been noted that the approving agency, DPP, will make the proper

determination.

4, TMK Map: According to records at the City Tax Assessment Office, property owner is

listed as Prometheus, Ltd. (See attachment marked Exhibit C.) Although indicated as
TMK 1-1-033-002 on the subject application, the correct TMK is 3-1-033-002, which
reflects the correct parcel and property.




Sustainable Building Design: It is my intent to apply applicable building techniques to
minimize energy use, expense, waste, and impact on the environment. It is my intent to

utilize tinted windows, cross ventilation to channel the trade winds, termite bait system,
light and cool colors to reflect lighting, trees for shade, energy efficient light bulbs, low
flow fixtures, plantings and ground cover to preserve topsoil to minimize erosion,
managed and control waste solvents, paint and sealants and use of recyclable materials

where possible.

Construction impacts: The house is going to be frame construction, stucco finish with a
flat roof. Any and all materials from excavation and construction shall be hauled off and

disposed of at properly authorized disposable sites.

a, The site will be excavated only two feet to pour concrete footings for the
foundation. The site will be filled 12 inches above grade, the structure will be
raised by footing and cmu posts so that the first floor elevation will be higher than
10" above mean sea level. Therefore, all construction will be stopped if any human
remains are found on the site and a consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Division of DLNR will be called immediately.

b. In order to prevent construction runoff from entering near shore waters, a earth
berm will be constructed on the shoreline setback.

Significance Criteria: As per HAR 11-200-12, we propose the following criteria as no

significant impact to the environment from this site.

(1)  This project does not involve a irrevocable commitment because it does not impact
scenic views of the ocean or any ridge line in the area.

(2)  This project will not curtail the range of beneficial uses of the environment.

(3)  This project does not conflict with the State’s long term environmental policies or
goals.

(4)  This project does not substantially effect the economic or social welfare of the
community or the State.

(5)  This project does not substantially effect public health.
(6)  This project does not impact the population changes or effects on public facilities.

~~ (7)  This project does not substantially degradation of environmental quality. The
surround area will be landscaped to mitigate the visual impacts of the development.

(8)  This project has not effect on the environment or involves a commitment for larger
actions.




(%)
(10)
/(1)

(12)

J/ (13)

Sincerely,

Ralph Gray

This project will not substantially affect a rare, threatened or endangered species or
its habitat.

This project will not detrimentally affects air or water quality or ambient noise
levels.

The development of this property is compatible with an environmentally sensitive
area, The project was designed for as a shoreline development.

This project does not affects the scenic vistas and view planes of the area.

The project has been designed to be energy efficient and environmentally sensitive
with the use of tinted windows, cross ventilation to channel the trade winds,
termite bait system, light and cool colors to reflect lighting, trees for shade, energy
efficient light bulbs, low flow fixtures, plantings and ground cover to preserve
topsoil to minimize erosion, managed and control waste solvents, paint and
sealants and use of recyclable materials where possible.

M/V Investment Partners

cc: Mr. Randall Fujiki
Director of DPP




AQUACILTURE DEVELOPMENT
PROGRAM

AQUANIC RESOURCEX
BOATING AND CCEAN RECHEATION
9 OL‘ w‘:«fmﬂﬁoﬂcﬁuem
CONVEYANCES
igo FEB 24 AN STATE OF HAWAII ronceTm o weoure
= o SONNG DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES e
DEPT Lo L NG LAND DIVISION WATER RESOURCE KANAGEMENT
2k P?\}"O':: HONOU'R‘U o aox\:::n 96809
cIy & COUN HONOLULU, HAWAII §
February 18, 2000
LD/NAV
Ref.: SMAPERMIT

Mr. Randall K. Fujiki, AIA

Acting Director of Planning and Permitting
City and County of Honolulu

650 South Kink Street

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Mr.

SUBJECT:

Fujiki:

Review Special Management Area Use Permit for
construction of a single-family dwelling partially
encroaching into 40-foot shoreline setback

M/V Investment Partners 3061 Kalakaua Avenue
Honelulu, Hawaii TMK: 3-1-033: 002

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the

subject Application for

Accordin
was
shoreline as of February

shoreline

a Special Management Area Use Permit.

g to our shoreline records of the subject parcel, the

re-confirmed by our Chairperson as being the
10, 1999. The Department has no other

comment to offer on the subject matter.

Should you have any questions,

Please feel free to contact

Nicholas A. Vaccaro of our Land Division Support Services Branch at

587-0438.

Very truly yours,

LirtipusB Yt

ADEAN Y. UCHIDA
| Administrator

%)

C: Oahu District Land Office
Oahu Land Board Member
Planning and Technical Services



M/V INVESTMENT PARTNERS

PO BOX 4126
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96812
524 8200
March 28, 2000
Dean Uchida
Administrator
Department of Land and Natural Resources
Land Division
PO Box 821
Honolulu, Hawaii 96809

Re: 3061 Kalakaua Avenue
Dear Mr. Uchida;

As per your letter dated February 18, thank you for confirming the shoreline records for the
single family residential project we are proposing at 3061 Kalakaua avenue.

Sincerely,

Ralph Gray
Partner

RLG/sk




- DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND PERMITTING
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JEREMY HARRIS o
CIRECTOR

MAYOR

LORETTA K.C., CHEE
DEPUTY DIRECTOR

2000/ED-3
2000/SV-2

March 24, 2000

Mr. Ralph Gray
Box 62156
Honolulu, HI 9683%

Dear Mr. Gray:

Project Name M/V Investment Partners

File No. 2000/5V-2
Tax Map Key ¢ 1-1-33:002

Y Y

We are forwarding copies of all comments we have received relating
to the Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) of the above-referenced

project.

In accordance With the provisions of Chapter 343, Hawaii Revised
Statutes (HRS). You must respond in writing to these and any other
comment which were received during the 30-day comment period which
began with publication of a notice of availability of the DEA in

i i on February 23, 2000. The final

Environmental Assessment (FEA) must include these comments and
response, as well as revised text, if appropriate.

Our comments are as follows:

Alternatives

The only alternative to the preferred proposal addressed in the
DEA is the “no project” altexrnative. The FEA should include a

proposal with a reduced encroachment into the shoreline setback.
Inclusion of a site plan and description, rather than construction

drawings, would be sufficient.
Page 4 of the DEA indicates that the base food elevation is 10

feet. The FEA should state how the proposal will comply with the
flood hazard requirements contained in chapter 9 of the Land Use

Oordinance (LUO).




Mr. Ralph Gray
Page 2
March 24, 2000

Structuregs

The text of the FEA should include a description of all the
structures which will be placed within the 40-foot shoreline
setback area. Sheets L~1 and L-2 attached to the DEA indicate
irrigation lines, sprinklers and landscape structures are planned
within this area.

horeli i shoreline Setbac)

The Site Plan should be revised to identify the 40-foot shoreline
setback line based on the shoreline certified survey and the
shoreline along the seawall along the properties southern boundary.
(The site plan currently identifies the shoreline setback based on
the seaward property boundary.)

Parking
Table 21-6.1 of the LUO requires that a minimum of 3 parking stalls
would be required for the proposed 3,500-square foot house. Based

on the DEA, it is not clear that the required off-site parking can
be accommodated with the current design. This should be clarified

in the FEA.

Should you have guestions regarding the above, you may contact
Ardis Shaw-Kim of our staff at 527-5349.

Sincerely yours,
. . A oy
Vit ) st

¥y RANDALL K. FUJIKI, AIA
" pirector of Planning and Permitting

RXF:nt
Enclosures

avdeacom.ask




M/V INVESTMENT PARTNERS
PO BOX 4126
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96812
524 8200

March 28, 2000

Randall K. Fujiki, AIA

Director of Planning and Permitting
City And County of Honolulu

650 South King Street

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Re: 3061 Kalakaua; file 2000/sv-2
TMK 3-1-33:2

Dear Mr. Fujiki;

As per your letter dated March 24, 2000, I have included a drawing which reduces the
encroachment into the shoreline setback area (Exhibit A-2). Asthe drawing shows, the site is not
buildable for a quality single family residence with the standard 40 foot shoreline setback area.
This results in a sever hardship for the development of the property for a single family residence.
The only alternatives would be for an open space or construct approximately 1000 square feet
single family dwelling.

The development of the property for a single family residence (approximately 3500 square feet)
should be granted a shoreline setback variance because to do otherwise would deprive this
applicant of a reasonable use of the land if required to comply fully with the shoreline setback
ordinance and rules. By developing the site, X will make a substantial contribution to the current
residential construction in the area. This project is due to unique circumstances and does not
draw into question the reasonableness of the shoreline setback ordinance and rules. And finally,
this project is the practicable alternative which best conforms to the purpose of the shoreline
setback ordinance and rules.

The project will comply with Chapter 9 of the Land Use Ordinance (LUQ) as the structure will be
raised by concrete footing and cmu posts s0 that the first floor elevation will be higher than 10
feet above the mean sea level.

The structures which will be placed within the 20 foot shoreline setback variance area will be; five
irrigation type sprinkler heads and system; a 36 inch security masonry wall set on the property




CORRECTION

[ THE PRECEDING DOCUMENT(S) HAS )
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LEGIBILITY
SEE FRAME(S)
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M/V INVESTMENT PARTNERS
PO BOX 4126
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96812
524 8200

March 28, 2000

Randall K. Fujiki, AIA

Director of Planning and Permitting
City And County of Honolulu

650 South King Street

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Re: 3061 Kalakaua; file 2000/sv-2
TMK 3-1-33:2

Dear Mr. Fujiki;

As per your letter dated March 24, 2000, I have included a drawing which reduces the
encroachment into the shoreline setback area (Exhibit A-2). As the drawing shows, the site is not
buildable for a quality single family residence with the standard 40 foot shoreline setback area.
This results in a sever hardship for the development of the property for a single family residence.
The only alternatives would be for an open space or construct approximately 1000 square feet
single family dwelling.

The development of the property for a single family residence (approximately 3500 square feet)
should be granted a shoreline setback variance because to do otherwise would deprive this
applicant of a reasonable use of the land if required to comply fully with the shoreline setback
ordinance and rules. By developing the site, I will make a substantial contribution to the current
residential construction in the area. This project is due to unique circumstances and does not
draw into question the reasonableness of the shoreline setback ordinance and rules. And finally,
this project is the practicable alternative which best conforms to the purpose of the shoreline
setback ordinance and rules.

The project will comply with Chapter 9 of the Land Use Ordinance (LUO) as the structure will be
raised by concrete footing and cmu posts so that the first floor elevation will be higher than 10
feet above the mean sea level.

The structures which will be placed within the 20 foot shoreline setback variance area wil be; five
irrigation type sprinkler heads and system; a 36 inch security masonry wall set on the property



lines as shown on the attached site plan. The open area of the setback variance will be
professionally landscaped. The existing concrete seawall, railing and stairs down to the beach will
not be altered.

The site plan has been revised to identify the 40 foot shoreline setback area and is based on the
shoreline certified survey and the shoreline along the seawall along the properties southern
boundary. The site plan shows three parking spaces which adequately meets the off-street parking
requirements as per the LUO Tabie 21-6.1. (Exhibit A-1.)

Sincerely,

Ralph Gray
Partner

RLG/sk
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University of Hawai'i at Mdnoa

Envircnmental Ceuter
A Unit of Watar Rescurces Research Cantar
2550 Campus Road + Crawford 917 - Honolulu, Hawai'i 86522
Telephone: {808) 956-73061 - Pacsimile: {800) 956-3980

March 24, 2000
EA: 00200

M. Randall Fujiki

Department of Planning and Permitting
City and County of Honolulu

650 South King Street

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Mr. Fujiki:
Draft Environmental Assessment
Kalakaua Avenue Single Family Dwelling
Waikiki, Oahu

The applicant, M/V Investnent Partners proposes to build a single-family residence on a
3,790 square foot lot in Waikiki. The proposed project will require a shoreline setback variance
1o allow for construction within the 40-foot shoreline setback area.

This revicw was prepared with the assistance of Ker Lowry, Urban and Regiopal
Planning; Charles Fletcher, Geology and Geophysics; and Sheeri Hiraoka, Enviropmental Center.

General Comments

Our reviewers are inclined to agree that the proposed project should be granted a B C
shoreline setback variance, bascd on the hardship standard. The abutting buildingsarein pS vl
violation of setback requirements and the proposed project would be more in compliance with ™ [ & d
setback provisions than its neighbors. Given the size of the project and the surrounding $ /
.development, the shoreline setback variance should be allowed.

o

We believe however, that the Draft Eavironmental Assessment (EA) is grossly
inadequate. A quick perusal of the Hawaii Administrative Rules (FAS), Section 11-200-10
dealing with the contents of an environmental assessment points out the dcficiencies. Several of
the content requirements were either not inciuded, or were inadequalely addressed in the draft
EA. Omissions include: identification of approving agency; identification of agencies, citizeny
groups, and individuals consulted; general description of action’s technical, ‘Sconomic, social, and
exvironmental characteristics; summary description of the affected environment, including -
suitable and adequate regional maps; list of all permits and approvals required, andrwmten :

" comments and responses to the comments under the early consultation provisions. Inadequacies
include:identification and summary of impacts and alternatives considered, and proposed
amitigation measures. ° :

An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Institution
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Mr. Fujiki
March 24, 2000
Page 2

General Comments

In addition to this, there are 11 areas which should be examined when consideringthe .,
significance of poteatial environmental efects of a project, which are outlined in §1 1-200-1Zof " °
the HAS. This section requires that "the sum of the effects on the quality of the environment”
and the "overail and cumulative cffects of an action” be evaluated. Our reviewers suggest that
these 11 significance criteria be researched and addressed.

In addition to our general commients are Teviewers pointed out scveral specific issues that
need to be addressed in the draft EA. These issues are discussed below.

Affected Environment

The Iot is designated Flood Zone AE, which requires that building floor levels be 10 feet
above the mean sca level (msl). The elevation of the lot is only 7 feet above msl. The proposed
structure must be elevared an additional three feet in order to ensure compliance with the flood
requirements.

Impacts and Alternatives

This section of the DEA should include greater detail and consideration of specific
possible impacts, Common impacts considered in this type of document include those 10 flora
and fauna (both terrestrial and aquatic), archaeological resources, noise, air pollution, traffic,
water qualily and clarity, social impacts, and economic factors. Specific questions that should be
addressed include: what are the possibilities of debris movement to the ocean? Is the public !
right-of-way or traffic to be altered during the construction? Where are the construction "
equipment to be stored during construction? What other alternatives, besides the “no action”
alternative, are posgible (perhaps a parking lot or a "green space” lot)? How will the neighboring
residences be affected by the proposed project?

Conclusion

Our raviewers are inclined to agres that, despite the inadequate EA, the proposed project
should be granted a shorelinc setback variance, based on the hardship standard. We feel
however, (hat if your department requires an cavironmental impact assessment before granting
the variance, thea the resultant document should at least meet the minimum content requirements
set out in the administrative rules. We recommend that granting of the shoreline setback variance
should be suspended until a complete EA can be compilcd, and all potential impacts can be
assessed.
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* Mr. Fujiki
March 24, 2000
Page 3

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Draft Environmental Assessment.

Sincerely,

léctcr Rappa'ﬁ ~

Assistant Environthental Coordinator

cc:  M/V Investment Partners
QEQC
James Moncur, WRRC
Kem Lowry, Urban and Regional Planning
Charles Fletcher, Geology and Geophysics
Sherrd Hiraoka, Environmental Center

. 04



M/V INVESTMENT PARTNERS

PO BOX 4126
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96312
524 8200
March 28, 2000
Peter Rappa

Assistant Environmental Coordinator
University of Hawaii at Manoa

2550 Campus Road, Crawford 917
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822

Re: DEA 3061 Kalakaua Avenue

Dear Mr. Rappa;

As per your letter dated March 24, thank you for your chon}menda..tion to grant a shoreline
setback variance on the 3061 Kalakaua single family residential project.

The residential project we propose will be more in compliance with the setback provisions than
the neighbors. Any and all omissions that are found will be mCJ?_Jded in our report upon request by
you or related agencies. We have used our best efforts to identify and summarize the impacts and

alternatives and propose mitigative measures.

Also, we have addressed all 13 areas outlined in HAR 11-200-12 in our letter dated March 28,
2000 to Office of Environmental Quality Control(see attachment). The first floor of the structure
will be elevated by use of footings and cmu posts 10 10" mean sea level. There is always a
possibility of debris movement to the ocean, howeVer our plans include a dirt berm to contain
runoff in the setback area and a wind screen during construction. If any debris should have
movement toward the ocean, it will be recoverad immediately. The public right of way and traffic
will not be altered during construction. The construction equipment will be stored on site during
construction. Other alternatives are economically unfeasible for this site. I believe the neighboring
residences will be enhanced by this project, the residence immediately adjacent to this site is of
similar quality and design.

Sincerely,

Ralph Gray
Partner

RLG/sk _
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