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Page

REVISION RATIONALE/EFFECT/NOTE  ZA                   

NOTES
UPDATE

Tables 2.1-

2.8(C)&(D)

Add (Max. 2,000 sq. ft.)  to Accessory Structure only mentioned in Section 4.18 Admin. Edit Made Edit, see redline 

version of LURs in 2026 

amendments folder.

Tables 2.1-

2.8 (except 

SHM)

Add setback dimensions for accessory structures only mentioned in Section 9.2 Admin. Edit Did not add dimensions in 

table but put a See Section 

9.2 A.8.

Table 

2.8(F)(5)

clarify in what circumstances can a road cross a 

conservation district

see 2002 Zoning Regulations for language See slide discussion

Section 2.3 

(A)&(B)

 “Listed uses ….” vs. “Both permitted and 

conditional uses ….”

clarification Admin. Edit Made edit.

Table 2.6 Septic Setbacks: replace 50 feet  with refer to 

state guidelines

also delete from 3.15. DRB no longer 

regulates WW

Admin. Edit Made Edit.

Table 2.6 

(A)(2)

define "vegetated buffer " re: CCC proposed LUR changes Admin. Edit Added to 10.2 Definitions: 

Undisturbed or restored 

natural areas consisting of 

native vegetation and 

uncompacted soil 

Section 

3.14(B) p.38

define how degree of slope is determined, and 

add min. area before steep slope is triggered 

re: CCC proposed LUR changes Admin. Edit Made edit, added: (as 

determined from one or 

more of USGS topographic 

maps, digital elevation data 

available from the Vermont 

Center for Geographic 

Information, or Vermont Soil 

Survey map units available 

from the USDA Natural 

Resource Conservation 

Service), 

Section 3.2 

(C)(4)

Delete These issues are better addressed 

through Road & Driveway Standard s and 

Highway Access Permit

Is this a town manual? ZA: 

Yes, it is a "Regulations in 

Effect" and used in DRB 

reviews
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Section 3.1 

(A) p. 26

“stabilization of a damaged structure shall occur 

in a reasonable amount of time ... in order to 

prevent hazards to public health ….” 

This could be better addressed through 

an Ordinance (Selectboard).

Section 3.2 

(D)(4) p. 28

what is the “acceptable legal mechanism ” -- add 

see Section 7.12

clarification/cross reference Admin. Edit Made edit.

Sec. 3.6 

(B)(1)(a)

 “legal trails ” -- add (as defined in statute) clarification Admin. Edit 19 VSA 302: Trails shall not be 

considered highways and the 

town shall not be responsible 

for any maintenance, 

including culverts and 

bridges.

Section 3.11 

p. 33

incorporate into Section 3.2, or cross reference organization Admin. Edit Not sure best idea, DRB 

reason?

Sec. 9.2 

(A)(4) p. 103

add “as approved by the Road Commissioner. ” The Road Commissioner is always 

consulted (suggested by Zoning 

Administrator Aaron Brown (AB))

Is the road commissioner still 

approving fences and walls 

less than or equal to 6 ft?

Sec. 9.2 

(A)(13)

Change "accepted” management practices  …" to 

“acceptable"

to match state language Admin. Edit made edit

Sec. 9.9 

(E)(4)(a)

delete "Appeals...." it is redundant to 9.6 (B) "Appeals…." Admin. Edit Not clear where it is best 

left…

Sec. 9.9 (D) 

(1) c) p.112

"Party Status"  should be changed to “Interested 

Person.”

Admin. Edit made edit

Sec. 10.1 (C) 

p. 115

correct "5.5"  to be “5.6.” Admin. Edit made edit

Sec. 10.1  p. 

118

Building Footprint :  add sentence clarifying that 

roof overhangs greater than 18” from building 

exterior wall will trigger inclusion in footprint 

calculation. 

Clarify how building coverage  and lot coverage 

are calculated.

Sec. 10 Add definition for "Deli” Should we categorize this 

under retail food 

establishment?
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Table 3.1 p. 

35

clarify location of definition for “Residential Care 

Facility" 

organization: Residential Care is defined 

under Community Care Facility

Admin. Edit I don't believe these are 

synonymous when it comes 

to medical coverage but for 

the purposes of parking 

minimums, I cross referenced 

them in Table 3.1 and in 

definitions. 

Sec.10 add to Accessory Structures  and Accessory  Uses 

definitions: "or a contiguous lot in common 

ownership"

clarification, e.g., are lots in common 

ownership separated by a road 

"contiguous"

Sec. 10 add to definition of "contiguous land" --cannot be 

separated by a road

i.e., not a contiguous lot if separated by a 

road

add "50% Open Space is required" to Section 

8.4(B) 

organization

clarify how Open Space  is calculated, i.e., which 

lots are included in the calculation in a 

subdivision application

Section 8.6 specify the process for creating the Open Space 

Agreement

Add standard of hours for restaurant.

LURs  allow for wood or metal, not composite, 

materials

consider allowing for composite 

materials

References to mean highwater mark should be 

changed to the mean water mark (MW)

to match the state’s measurements

Table 2.6 (E) 

p.16

Structures: revise to “100 ft. or existing, 

whichever is less” 

to conform to state shoreline standards

Non-residential childcare facilities require 

conditional use approval in most cases. PC might 

wish to consider making them permitted uses in 

all districts where single-family dwellings are 

permitted uses. 

Town Plan states:  Town will continue to 

monitor the availability of childcare 

services in association with the update of 

the town plan; and ensure that home-

based childcare facilities are adequately 

accommodated under the LURs.”(AB)

Sec. 3.2 

(D)(2)(f) p. 

28

should we be considering a condition of 

subdivision the grant or future grant of an 

easement that would allow road connectivity to 

other parcels or subdivisions—especially in the 

villages?

organization: this should all be combined 

in one location in the LURs or cross 

referenced to 7.10(A)(3).
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Sec. 3.15 (B) 

p. 38

how do we know what is “legally in existence” 

prior to date of regulations? 

Clarification: burden should be on the 

property owner.

Sec. 3.15 (C) 

p. 39

define an “undisturbed, naturally vegetated 

buffer”

re: CCC proposed LUR changes

Sec. 3.15 

(G)(3) p. 39

add after Zoning Administrator “in consultation 

with the Tree Warden"

Sec. 5.4 

(D)(1) p.69

delete "Conformance with the Town Plan"  not in statute (creates confusion)

Road Frontage: (a) it arguably has the opposite 

effect of the Town Plan’s goal to cluster 

development; (b) it incentivizes major 

subdivisions over minors; (c) could the definition 

of road frontage include right of ways? 

Example: Owner wishes to divide a 60-

acre lot into two lots but due to having 

only 450 feet of road frontage, either has 

to drop plans or seek a waiver of 

dimensional standards through PRD 

review. This particular applicant 

proposed no new buildings and 

expressed interest in placing all 

undeveloped land into conservation. The 

applicant in this scenario would not have 

needed to meet frontage requirement if 

the proposal was for a major subdivision. 

In other words, the applicant risked a 

denial by seeking to divide one large lot 

into two, each with an existing building 

and no changes to the landscape. 

Whereas a proposal for twelve new 

single-family homes on lots under 5 acres 

would not have required the same road 

frontage. (AB) 

Sec. 9.5 (A) 

p.106

add the requirement for a Residential Building 

Energy Certificate as part of the CO

Sec. 3.7 p. 

31

change "surrounding properties" to "adjoining 

properties"

Sec. 3.7 

(A)(1) & (2) 

p. 31 

reconsider deleting those sections no longer required by statute (it is 

optional)
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Sec. 5.4 p.66 should we add language to allow for Sketch Plan 

Review for a Conditional Use application  when 

combined with a Site Plan application

Table of 

Contents

Section 6.3 Sketch Plan Review … Remove paranthetical, and/or change 

Town Planner to Zoning Administrator

Table 5.1 formatting


