
TPLA REQUESTED WHY? ADMINISTRATIVE LAND USE/ENVIRO IMPACT

Make "demolition" a permitted 

use outside the Thompson's 

Point Historic District. Table 2.8 

(C) 3.

Conditional use permitting is time 

comsuming and resource draining 

and there will still be the need to 

apply for a conditional use permit 

for rebuilding the structure.  A 

permit from the zoning 

administrative officer (ZAO)would 

be more efficient.

This change saves time 

and effort both for the 

town and the 

leaseholder. It also 

saves the town expense 

by lowering the 

administrative burden.  

If the ZAO has a 

concern about the 

potential of a violation 

Demolition itself generally has minimal 

impact unless in a particular situation 

where the ZAO feels otherwise in 

which case, the permit can be denied 

and the leaseholder can apply for 

conditional use approval.

Add accessory structures as a 

permitted use. Table 2.8. (C)2.

Accessory structures are minor 

uses and the dimensional and 

other requirements for them are 

clear in the LURs.  Making them 

permitted uses is fairer and less 

costly to the applicant. It would 

eliminate the more expensive and 

time consuming hearing for a 

conditional use and put 

Eliminates hearings by 

DRB; decision making 

by ZAO only

Accessory structures would still need 

to meet land use requirements for 

setbacks, coverage, height, etc. so 

minimal impact

For leaseholds with no 

Accessory Structures, one 

accessory structure is permitted. 

Fairness to those with no current 

structure; clarifies a situation that is 

not now addressed in LURs.

Decision by ZAO, no 

hearing by DRB

Would add to coverage on the lot but 

would still have to meet coverage, 

setback, height standards

G.(2). Add word "unique" Clarifies that not just any natural 

feature, but those that are unusual 

or unique on the site.  Most sites 

are covered with natural features.

Minimizes burden to 

applicant and DRB as 

does not require 

inventory  and review of 

all natural features but 

only those that are 

unique

Focuses the review on the unique 

natural features of the site.



G. (3). Regarding applications 

for alterations outside the 

Thompson's Point Historic 

District

Clarifies that these proposals still 

need to meet the standards of G(1) 

and G(2).  We want any project to 

meet these standards while 

recognizing that there might by 

reasons to treat the historic district 

differently.  Less subjectivity in 

review where historic value has not 

Does not change the 

current review 

requirement for most 

appolications, but eases 

up the historic building 

provisions for camps 

outside the historic 

district for which there 

Clarifies that projects in the historic 

district require greater scutiny as that 

area has already been studied and 

determined to be significant from a 

historic perspective.  The rest of TP 

has not been assessed to the same 

extent and, therefore, some standards 

are not as applicable.  



ENVIRONMENTAL BENEFIT ENFORCEMENT CONFORM TO TOWN PLAN

The environmental benefit would 

depend on the situation.  The removal 

of a derelict building could be a 

benefit as could the removal of a 

camp that violates setback or 

coverage provisions.

No change. Not specifically addressed in the 

town plan.

Could improve the scenic beauty of 

the area by storing yard equipment, 

bicycles, etc. that otherwise might be 

outside in yards.   

Decision and enforcement by 

ZAO.  May minimize violations 

because process is simplified and 

less costly.

Town plan states that the PC to 

update LURs as needed

Minimal as structures are small Decision and enforcement by 

ZAO.  

Town plan states that the PC to 

update LURs as needed

Singles out the unique natural 

features on the site to focus the 

review by the DRB and CCC

Depends on decision as to how 

unique natural features are 

impacted by the project and any 

potential adverse impacts are to 

be mitigated.   In some case, there 

may be no issues; in others the 

ZAO would need to monitor the 

projecct to meet the permit 

conditions.

More consistent with town plan 

that focuses protection on Areas 

with High Public Value.



Still requires that all projects in the 

Seasonal Home Management District 

must meet certain design criteria for 

conditional use approvial, and still 

requires further scrutiny for projects in 

the historic district.  

Will make review and enforcement 

easier as building projects on sites 

where there is no historic 

assessement will not be subject to 

subjective review.

Town Plan makes clear that the 

current design review standards 

for Thompson's Point are 

incomplete and that this has 

caused uncertainties in the review 

process (p. 1-27)


