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

GARY YOUNG
LUBA No. 96-231
Petitioner,
FI NAL OPI NI ON
VS. AND ORDER
CI TY OF SANDY, ( MEMORANDUM OPI NI ON)

ORS 197. 835( 16)
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Respondent .

Appeal from City of Sandy.

Gary Young, Sandy, filed the petition for review and
argued on his own behal f.

John H. Hammond and Stacy L. Cole, West Linn, filed the
response brief. Wth them on the brief was Hutchison,
Hammond, Wal sh, Herndon & Goss. John H. Hammond argued on
behal f of respondent.

GUSTAFSON, Referee; HANNA, Chief Referee, participated
in the decision.

AFFI RVED 03/ 11/ 97
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 Gust af son.
DI SCUSSI ON

Petitioner appeal s t he city's approval of a
conprehensi ve plan amendnent and zone change. Petitioner's
petition for review consists essentially of a |egal
menor andum prepared before the first public hearing on the
pr oposal . The nmenorandum and hence the petition for
review, raises issues relevant to conpliance with applicable
| egal criteria. It does not, however, allege error
regarding the city's findings and decision, which fully
address each of the issues raised in the nenorandum
Specifically, the petition for review does not establish how
the city's findings msconstrue the |aw, are inadequate,
| ack substantial evidence or are otherw se |egally deficient
in any way. Petitioner has not established any basis for
remand or reversal of the city's decision.

The city's decision is affirned.
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