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You are entitled to judicial review of this Order.
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Holstun, Referee,

This appeal challenges the October 12, 1987 decision of the
city of Seaside to comply with a request by the Seaside
Improvement Commission to transfer certain property to the
Seaside Improvement Commission. For the reasons set forth in
our Final Opinion and Order of Dismissal in Hemstreet v.
Seaside Improvement Commission, __ Or LUBA (LUBA No.
87-094, April 22, 1988), we conclude the decision of the City
of Seaside is not a land use decision subject to our review.

Because the city's decision is not a land use decision

10

11 subject to our review under ORS 197.825(1), this appeal is

12 dismissed.
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