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BEFORE THE LAND USE BOARD OF APPEALS 

OF THE STATE OF OREGON 
 

THUNDERBIRD MOBILE CLUB, LLC, 
Petitioner, 

 
vs. 

 
CITY OF WILSONVILLE, 

Respondent. 
 

LUBA No. 2005-158 
 

WILLIAM G. DAVIDSON, 
Petitioner, 

 
vs. 

 
CITY OF WILSONVILLE, 

Respondent. 
 

LUBA No. 2005-159 
 

BEATRICE E. DUCKWORTH, 
Petitioner, 

 
vs. 

 
CITY OF WILSONVILLE, 

Respondent. 
 

LUBA No. 2005-160 
 

DAVID ROBERT FRITSCHI, 
Petitioner, 

 
vs. 

 
CITY OF WILSONVILLE, 

Respondent. 
 

LUBA No. 2005-161 
 

FINAL OPINION 
AND ORDER 
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 Appeal from Wilsonville. 
 
 William Dickas, Portland, David B. Smith, Tigard, Charles M. Greeff, Portland and 
Jack L. Orchard, Portland represented petitioners. 
 
 Michael E. Kohlhoff, City Attorney, Wilsonville, represented the respondent. 
 
 RYAN, Board Member; HOLSTUN, Board Chair, participated in the decision. 
 
 BASSHAM, Board Member, did not participate in the decision. 
 
  DISMISSED 07/23/2010 
 
 You are entitled to judicial review of this Order.  Judicial review is governed by the 
provisions of ORS 197.850. 
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Opinion by Ryan. 

NATURE OF THE DECISIONS 

 Petitioner appeals a number of city ordinances. 

DISMISSAL 

 On November 23, 2005, the parties stipulated to a stay of these consolidated appeals 

pending resolution of litigation in another forum.  On May 5, 2010, the Board sent the parties 

a letter requesting that they advise it of the status of the appeals within 14 days.  Petitioners 

did not respond to our letter.  The city responded that in light of the Court of Appeals’ 

decision in the related litigation that these appeals should be dismissed.  We issued an order 

stating that unless we were advised otherwise within 14 days, we would dismiss the appeals.  

Petitioners did not respond to our order. 

 Accordingly, this appeal is dismissed. 
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