











ordinance does not. (Pl.’s Reply 2-3.) The Law Court cites to section 5(H)(1)(a) to
support its conclusion that the Town of Peru’s prohibition on appeals expressly
includes notices of violation. Paradis, 2015 ME 54, 9 6-7, 115 A.3d 610. Because that
section is identical to section 199-16(I)(2)(a) in defendant’s ordinance, this court
concludes that section 199-16(I)(2)(a) also includes notices of violation. Moreover, both
ordinances provide that notices of violation come under the CEO’s enforcement
powers. See Peru, Me., Shoreland Zoning Ordinance § 16(I)(2)(a) (June 9, 2009) (“It shall
be the duty of the Code Enforcement Officer to enforce the provisions of t s Ordinance.
If the Code Enforcement Officer shall find that . y provision of this Ordinance is being
violated, he or she shall notify in writing the person responsible for such violation
...."”); Windham, Me,, { oreland Zoning Ordinance § 199-16(O)(2)(a) (July 9, 2009) (“It
shall be the duty of the Code Enforcement Officer to enforce the provisions of this
Ordinance. If the Code Enforcement Officer shall find that any pro sions of this
Ordinance is being violated, he or she shall notify in writing the person . sponsible for
such violation . . ..”). Therefore, section 199-16(I)(2)(a) also includes notices of violation,
and Pare %1 is not distinguishable on this ground.

Plaintiff also argues that section 199-16(1)(2)(5) does not apply because that
section applies only to the CEO’s “review of and action on a permit application[ ' (Pl’s
Reply 2.) However, the inclusion of that phrase does not mean that the entire section
relates only to permit applications. Indeed, the language in the last s tence of that
section makes clear that the prohibition on appeals of enforcement matters applies to
the entire ordinance, not just to permit applications. See Windham, Me., Shoreland
Zoning Ordinance § 199-16(I)(2)(a) (July 9, 2009) (“Any order, requirement, decision or

determination made, or failure to act, in the enforcement of this ¢ a1ance is not

appealable to the Board of Appeals.”) (emphasis added). Moreover, the Town of Peru’s







