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

MURPHY L. CLARK,
Petitioner,
VS.

JACKSON COUNTY, LUBA No. 90-004

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

Respondent, FI NAL OPI NI ON
AND ORDER
and
DARRELL STANLEY and
EUGENE STANLEY,
| nt ervenor s- Respondent. )

On remand fromthe Court of Appeals.
Murphy L. Clark, Eagle Point, represented hinself.
Arm nda J. Brown, Medford, represented respondent.

John R Hassen, Medf or d, represented intervenors-
respondent.

HOLSTUN, Referee; SHERTON, Chief Referee, participated
in the deci sion.

AFFI RVED 09/ 22/ 92
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 Hol stun.

In our original decision in this mtter, we remanded
the county's decision solely on the basis that the county
failed to correctly interpret and apply Jackson County Land

Devel opment Ordi nance 218.060(1)(D). Clark v. Jackson

County, 19 Or LUBA 220 (1990). The Oregon Court of Appeals
reversed that portion of our decision, and remanded our

decision. Cark v. Jackson County, 103 O App 377, 797 P2d

1061 (1990). The Suprenme Court affirmed the Court of
Appeal s' decision on other grounds. Clark v. Jackson
County, 313 Or 508, __ P2d ___ (1992).

In accordance with the Suprene Court's decision, the

county's decision is affirnmed.
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