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BEFORE THE LAND USE BOARD OF APPEALS 

OF THE STATE OF OREGON 
 
JOHN TORGESON, SANDE TORGESON, ) 
SID MILES, CINDY MILES, MIKE ) 
BARNETT, SUE BARNETT, VIRGINIA ) 
MILLER, MARK HUNT and LISA HUNT, ) 
   ) 
  Petitioners, ) 
   ) 
 vs.  ) 
   ) 
CLACKAMAS COUNTY, ) 
   ) LUBA No. 95-029 
  Respondent, ) 
   ) 
 and  ) 
   ) 
GARY WILMES, dba WILMES SAND & ) 
GRAVEL,  ) 
   ) 
  Intervenor-Respondent. ) 
________________________________________) FINAL OPINION 
   ) AND ORDER 
MIKE BARNETT, SUE BARNETT, JOHN ) 
TORGESON, SANDE TORGESON, SID ) 
MILES, CINDY MILES, VIRGINIA ) 
MILLER, MARK HUNT and LISA HUNT, ) 
   ) 
  Petitioners, ) 
   ) LUBA NO. 95-030 
 vs.  ) 
   ) 
CLACKAMAS COUNTY, ) 
   ) 
  Respondent. ) 
 
 
 Appeal from Clackamas County. 
 
 Sande Torgeson, Canby, represented herself. 
 
 Sue Barnett, Barlow, represented herself. 
 
 Michael E. Judd, Oregon City, represented respondent. 
 
 Thomas J. Rastetter, Oregon City, represented intervenor-respondent. 
 
 BASSHAM, Board Member; HOLSTUN, Board Chair; BRIGGS, Board Member, 
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participated in the decision. 
 
  DISMISSED 06/10/99 
 
 You are entitled to judicial review of this Order.  Judicial review is governed by the 
provisions of ORS 197.850. 
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 Bassham, Board Member. 

 On October 7, 1998, the Board sent a letter to all parties in this consolidated appeal 

requesting information on the status of this appeal.  On October 28, 1999, respondent sent a 

letter in favor of dismissing this appeal.  The petitioners did not respond.  On May 12, 1999, 

the Board again sent a letter to all parties requesting information on the status of this appeal 

and stating that this appeal would be dismissed unless the parties requested otherwise.  

Again, the petitioners did not respond.   

In accordance with our May 12, 1999 letter to the parties, this appeal is dismissed. 
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