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BEFORE THE LAND USE BOARD OF APPEALS
OF THE STATE OF OREGON

JOHN BRUGH and ANI TA BRUGH, )
)
Petitioners, )
)
VS. )
) LUBA No. 95-122
COOS COUNTY, )
) FI NAL OPI NI ON
Respondent, ) AND ORDER
)
and ) ( MEMORANDUM OPI NI ON)
) ORS 197.835(16)
LUE GEANEY, )
)
| nt ervenor - Respondent . )

Appeal from Coos County.

John L. Hilts, Coquille, filed the petition for review
Wal | ace W Lien, Salem argued on behalf of petitioners.

No appearance by respondent.

Douglas M DuPriest, Eugene, filed the response brief
and argued on behalf of intervenor-respondent. Wth him on
the brief was Hutchinson, Anderson, Cox & Coons, P.C..

HANNA, Referee, LIVINGSTON, Chief Referee; participated
in the deci sion.

AFFI RMED 05/ 09/ 96
You are entitled to judicial review of this order.

Judicial review is governed by the provisions of ORS
197. 850.
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Opi ni on by Hanna.

Petitioners appeal the county's denial of their request
for a conditional use permt for a mni-storage facility to
repl ace an abandoned nursing hone. Petitioners have not
establ i shed any basis for remand or reversal of the county's
deci si on. However, one 1issue raised by intervenor-
respondent (intervenor) nerits conmment. | nt ervenor argues
that the application of the ZLDO 3.4.300 to this conditional
use permt violates ORS 215.130(5). That may be true.
However, the county's authority to approve an application
under this ordinance is not before us. Qur scope of review
is limted to a review of the decision made by the county.
ORS 197. 835. We do not have statutory authority to issue
advi sory opi ni ons.

The county's decision is affirmed.
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