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In the matter of: File No.: HEX 2014-025

Local Improvement District No. 8648 APPEAL TO CITY COUNCIL OF
HEARING EXAMINER DECISION

Matthew Austin, by and through his attorney, Nigel S. Malden, hereby appeals the
decision of Hearing Examiner, Phyllis K. Macleod, dated March 9, 2015, pursuant to T.M.C.

1.70.010. The specific grounds of the appeal are as follows:

1. The recommendation is an erroneous interpretation of the law T.M.C. 1.70.010(b).
2. The Hearing Examiner’s recommendation is not supported by evidence that is
substantial when viewed in light of the whole record T.M.C. 1.70.0010(c).
3. The recommendation is clearly an erroneous application of the law to the facts
T.M.C. 1.703010(d).
The appellant requests the opportunity to submit written argument to the City Council in
support of his position prior to the hearing.
DATED: This .23 day of March, 2015.
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NIGEL S. MALDEN, WSBA #15643
Attorney for Petitioner, Matthew Austin

APPEAL TO THE CITY COUNCIL OF HEARING NIGEL S. MALDEN LAW, PLLC

) 711 Court A, Suite 114
EXAMINER'’S DECISION Tacama, We, 96402
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