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A. DVD recording of City Council meeting June 1, 2013. 4 
B. City Map on posterboard; see Record 99. 5 
C. Audio Recording of Planning Commission hearing November 1, 6 

2012. 7 
D. The local record in the prior LUBA appeal, Younger v. City of 8 

Portland, LUBA No. XXXX-XXX. [NOTE: LUBA DOES NOT 9 
RETAIN ITS RECORD COPIES. IF THE COPY THAT WAS 10 
ON FILE WITH LUBA WAS DISCARDED OR PICKED UP 11 
BY THE RESPONDENT, THEN THE RESPONDENT MUST 12 
RETRANSMIT TO LUBA THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT 13 
RECORD IN THE PRIOR APPEAL.] 14 
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