
10/1/2019 - Council File : (CF19-0681)

The appellants Ms. Kathryn Schorr amt Mr. Scott Van Opdfrop are husband and wife, owners and residents 

of a four unit apartment building located at 2461-2463 Y» Purdue Avenue which is immediately north of 

the subject property at 2465 Purdue Avenue.

I first met the appellants on March 16th 2018. From the very start, Ms. Schorr strongly indicated that she 
had lived in her residence for many years and that she liked everything to remain exactly the same and did 

not want any changes around her, inctudina a new budding next to her. Since then, to Ithe end of stopping 

any new construction, the appellants have attended every Neighborhood Council's meeting and have 

objected to this project in every which way possible.

The project was approved by the city Planning Department on December 19th, 2018 and the appellants 

quiokJy appealed the Planning Department's decision to the Planning Commission in January 2019.

During the City's Planning Commission's hearing in April 11,2019, the appefJamts continued to object the 

project; but given the valid merits of the project, The Planning Commission approved the project and 

published its Determination letter on May 16, 2019.

On May 31st, 2019 the appellants again appealed the CEQA approval of the Planning Commission to the 

City council, and this time did so without presenting any specific reason. Basically the system of appeals 

it seems, can postpone projects for an indefinite amount of time, even when there is no solid basis for the 

appeal.

DEVELOPER'S RESPONSE TO THE APPELLANT'S CEQA APPEALS (2465 Purdue Ave.) ( ENV-2018-3412-CE)

The PLUM Committee of the City Council scheduled to have a hearing about their appeal on August 6, 

2019.

On August 1, 2019 Ms. Jytte Springer, the owner of the 10 unit apartment building immediately South of 

the subject property, submitted another CEQA appeal of this project to the Planning Department.

As of now, the City Council's PLUM Committee Hearing for these two baseless CEQA Appeafe has been 

scheduled for October 8th, 2019, causing a 10 month delay for this apartment building (See Exhibit A).

It is of utmost importance to note that this project was approved by the Planning Department back in 

December 2018. The series of meritless appeals by the appellants has translated into a huge financial 

burden to the owner of the project by inflicting yet another 10 months of delay. The carrying cost of the 

current building on site, including mortgages, maintenance as weft as the optimal time project start date 

based on annual seasons has caused a great encumbrance and has brought the owner of the project close 

to financial insolvency.

It is very frustrating as an owner/developer to witness a proposed apartment building which includes 

Affordable Housing units getting dragged through the mud on meritiless basis, due to the fact that a 

neighbor that prefers that nothing be built next to her.

All citizens of this city should be afforded the same rights, and a system of appeals should be fair to all, in 

particular when cases are groundless, the City should exercise protection of both parties equally and 

justly. We are all citizens and should have equal amounts of protection for our livelihood under the law.

At this juncture, it is a very fair question to ask who in the city government is willing to take responsibility 

for the tremendous financial loss and burden to its citizen who merely is trying to build a an apartment 
building, who has addressed every concern and who is getting pulled through the mud, getting crushed by
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RESPONSES TO CEQA APPEAL BY KATHRYN SCHORR OF 2461 PURDUE ( ENV-2018-3412-CE):

1- Her claim that tha propoiad projact cannot ba built without cutting off electricity to her home 
end apartment building l» totally felie.

The truth l> that there li in electrical wire that crosses my property at 2465 Purdue to connect to her 
triplex apartment building which Is located at the front of their property at 2461 Purdue. This wire is 
on the way of our proposed building and needs to be removed. This Issue was resolved in a March 
2018 meeting with the DWP representatives and the owners of 2461 Purdue. The solution that DWP 
came up and the owners of 2461 Purdue agreed to, was by Installing an upgraded electrical panel by 
me at the back of their apartment building, so DWP can reroute that wire within their own property, 
along the property line (See Exhibits B & C). The upgraded electrical panel was installed by me at 
$10,000 cost In April 2018 par DWP Instructions, with the agreement of the owners of 2461 Purdue. 
It will take DWP less than 2 hours to disconnect the existing wire and reroute it. The electricity to their 
home which Is a two story building In the back of the property, will not be affected at all by this work 
at all based on her false claim, as their home has a separate electrical meter, completely separate 
from the triplex In the front. DWP technicians went to their property in February 2019 to reroute the 
wire, but the appellants refused to have the required work done, in order to delay our construction.

RESPONSES TO CEQA APPEAL BY SCOTT VAN OPDROP OF 2461 PURDUE (ENV-2018-3412-CE):

1- His claim that the proposed project cannot be built without cutting off electricity to his home and 
apartment building is totally false.

My reply is the same as above in responding to Kathrynn Schorr's claim. In addition, he claims that 
the distance from the rerouted electrical wire to the window of his two story house will be less than 
3 feet, as required by DWP. This claim is totally false, as the actual distance between his home and 
the property line is 5 feet, and the actual distance between the rerouted electrical wire along the 
property line and his home's windows are more than 4 feet, which meets the DWP requirements (See 
Exhibit D),

2- His claim that project cuts down 17 trees without adequate replacement is false. I hired a certified 
arborist who Identified 11 existing trees at the site, which none of them are protected trees. We 
are going to plant 12 trees, including 2 street trees, where there are none right now (See Exhibit

D).

3> His claim that the 80 year old landmark tree on his property which is 0 feet from the excavation 
Is totally false. The subject tree is a Pine tree which is not a landmark tree and it's trunk is located 
about 7 feet away from the excavation line. He is claiming that this Pine tree may die as a result 
of our proposed excavation for a subterranean parking garage is totally false. We hired a certified 
arborist who Investigated the site conditions and concluded that the proposed excavation of the 
subterranean garage will have no harmful effect on the subject tree, since the tree Is about 7 feet 
away from the line of excavation, where there Is a concrete driveway on our property at that 
location. The arborist concluded that the shallow roots of the Pine tree have not grown under the 
concrete pavement of the driveway, where they don't get any surface water, and therefore their 
removal will not affect the health of the subject tree (See Exhibits E & F & G).

3



RESPONSES TO CEQA APPEAL BY JYTTE SPRINGER

Her CEQA appeal to the City Council it a copy of her appeal to the Planning Commission, which was 
rejectad by the Planning Commission on 4/11/2019. $ht has nothing naw to appaal that Is rtlatad to CEQA 
approval of this projact.

j

f*

t
\

\

>

I

/



☆Meeti
ng

s 
w

ith
 N

ei
gh

bo
rs

 &
 A

tte
nd

in
g N

ei
gh

bo
rh

oo
d 

C
ou

nc
il'

s P
ub

lic
 H

ea
rin

gs
 P

re
se

nt
in

g 
th

e 
Pr

oj
ec

t

Th
eG

ty
i 

C
ou

nc
il'

s 
PL

U
M

 
C

om
m

itt
ee

 
he

ar
in

g 
fo

r 
C

EQ
A

 a
pp

ea
l is

 
sc

he
du

le
d 

fo
r 

8/
6/

20
19

 to
 

ag
ai

n 
ad

dr
es

s 
th

e 
ne

w
 a

pp
ea

l 
ca

us
in

g 
ei

gh
t 

m
on

th
s 

of
 

de
la

y

D
ire

ct
or

s.
N

ei
gh

bo
rs

pr
es

en
t

02
/2

7/
20

19
☆

C
ity

 C
ou

nc
il'

s 
PL

U
M

 
C

om
m

itt
ee

 
he

ar
in

g 
fo

r 
C

EQ
A

 a
pp

ea
l is

 
po

st
po

ne
d 

to
 

10
/8

/1
9 

ca
us

in
g 

no
w

 a

10
 m

on
th

de
la

y
☆

LA
 H

ou
si

ng
 

D
ep

ar
tm

en
t 

ap
pr

ov
ed

 th
e 

pr
oj

ec
t 

in
cl

ud
in

g 
3 

af
fo

rd
ab

le
 

ho
us

in
g  

un
its

 
03

/2
9/

20
18

M
et

 o
w

ne
rs

 
of

 2
46

9 
Pu

rd
ue

, 2
46

8 
B

ut
le

r a
nd

 
ex

pl
ai

ne
d 

th
e 

pr
oj

ec
t 

10
/0

9/
20

18

ap
pe

al
 a

nd
 

Ne
ig

hb
or

ho
od

 appr
ov

ed
th

e 
pr

oj
ec

t.
4/

11
/2

01
9

M
et

 w
ith

 
ow

ne
rs

 o
f 

24
61

 P
ur

du
e 

to
 e

xp
la

in
 

pr
oj

ec
t 

03
/1

6/
20

18
C

ou
nc

il'
s 

B
oa

rd
 o

f

A
tte

m
pt

ed
 

to
 m

ee
t 

ow
ne

r o
f 

24
68

 
B

ut
le

r 
10

/7
/1

8
01

/2
01

9

Pl
an

ni
ng

De
pt

's
de

ci
si

on

Th
e P

la
nn

in
g

ap
pe

al
ed

 th
e pre

se
nt

at
io

n co
m

m
is

si
on

 
of

 p
ro

je
ct

 to
 denie

d 
th

e 
W

LA
 S

aw
te

lle

Th
e 

ap
pe

lla
nt

s
Se

co
nd

t 2
01

8 20
19

 t
t

•4
*-

1
in

t

♦

Pr
es

en
te

d 
pr

oj
ec

t t
o 

W
LA

 S
aw

te
lle

 
N

ei
gh

bo
rh

oo
d 

C
ou

nc
il P

lu
m

 
C

om
m

itt
ee

. 
N

ei
gh

bo
rs

 
pr

es
en

t 
10

/0
9/

20
18

D
oc

um
en

ts
 

su
bm

itt
ed

 to
 

Pl
an

ni
ng

 
D

ep
ar

tm
en

t 
fo

r T
O

C
 ti

er
 

de
te

rm
in

at
io

n 
02

/2
2/

20
18

ne
ig

hb
or

s 
ap

pe
al

ed
 

th
e 

C
EQ

A
 

ap
pr

ov
al

 o
f 

th
e 

Pl
an

ni
ng

 
D

ep
t t

o 
th

e 
C

ity
 C

ou
nc

il 
5/

31
/2

01
9

Pr
es

en
te

d
Pl

an
ni

ng
 D

ep
t pro

je
ct

 to
 W

LA
 

ap
pr

ov
ed

 th
e Sawtelle

 
pr

oj
ec

t a
nd

 Neigh
bo

rh
oo

d 
pu

bl
is

he
d 

th
ei

r C
ou

nc
il'

s 
B

oa
rd

 
de

te
rm

in
at

io
n of D

ire
ct

or
s.

N
ei

gh
bo

rs
pr

es
en

t
01

/2
3/

20
19

Pl
an

ni
ng

 
C

om
m

is
si

on
 

pu
bl

is
he

d 
its

 
de

te
rm

in
at

io
n 

Le
tte

r,
ap

pr
ov

in
g 

th
e 

pr
oj

ec
t

5/
16

/2
01

9

A
no

th
er

ne
ig

hb
or

ap
pe

al
ed

th
e 

C
EQ

A
ap

pr
ov

al
8/

1/
20

19

le
tte

r
12

/1
9/

20
18

Su
bm

itt
ed

 
co

m
pl

et
e 

se
t 

of
 d

ra
w

in
gs

 
to

 P
la

nn
in

g 
D

ep
t f

or
 T

O
C 

ap
pr

ov
al

 
06

/1
3/

20
18

Tw
o

24
65

 P
ur

du
e 

Av
en

ue
 P

ro
je

ct
 A

pp
ro

va
l T

im
el

in
e

gx
rii

fe
iT

 A'



*r
fXHlBITfti D LADWP SERVICE PLANNINGH

L318 m
City ot Lot Angeles

DttoennjjMjjfWateiftPowi^
Msuoie Vilk. Sown PUni'iiiy t2l.1lJft?-M)l I iiml ComwcMunf «m<ryfl*l«|t 

Miim >Vol f*> i ? I >1 ju’’ MUM Mymifcjtl fsi 12 I 1 I \,IK-> >j< (»U\V’l.jntrf,
CixnplirK

jSSE msiM€r.ir^sK
1800998

? lecvicsV ~j
F00000 
1241435

i2461 Purdue Av 

LOS ANGELES. CA 00064
~ Contacts

Michael

1100 RSL04123ft
-+~..... ..... :

’ .
I OHi

MBeaL-_...1. tow . 1. ■-tffiLl ... j type.
I310-429-9307OC I ------- J

I
r«i»ph*e*HwiT I HftfflftifrHw I Ctnn*Wrtfet'Y’~TSm'

| 7 00AM - 8:30AM ;

zmr-

.«—™

(Randy Quan 213-367-8008 
Thomee Quids" '"trsne'~8ftl<>n jjT Customers  KVA

Metro Waet 04/23/20 <6

rmyt'Oto-Ji- .j«p i.. ~~*

M~dkion»inLim'iwft

» t
tjtmuka '

REQUIRES DWP B«lOUE TO CLEAR RElGHSORlNG PROPER! V ,

Qwf
FT Electric Ser^o Location

rntmm
fypicfii Ovorhgdfi Stirvjse

vat

V M'lliiw*'
U’U«r. **** wf>t*

><4041 iota **/
..\'Jl, Pt a »*■ iMnr 

Br«« Depots* tmo* wtlft 
udstfvl tx i/4' X 2” M»*i
Mfci U.troU* 
fT-j. at t« vscvrea io «yd»
w>m smci* ;*$*

V
N.

P24' IT**

tpiii-wpe ,*‘tr-r> If 
cl corn*- *r*rt Mrv.ia
0f00 «iii mom mor* than 
4 of rod IQ nudl SSrviVJ20. e
pc*

rrmi This a«jr»mt not 
nter««3 » »K>ty to tKf 
ovemeitf service* S«e 
swxh »r«5 ESK's notes tor
mu

Aft fcor* a f•'

Important Information

For smgie-iamiiy residential, overhead 
serviceii that are 200 amps and less, ceil oniy 
the Dec-'. o< Bunding ft Safety tor insped-iori 
(Sea mw.i tor oetails i

For ell otner service* hom ms DWP E5R ana 
Builofng ft Safety inspector must be catted tor 
inspection

‘

-t
i

For now construction or where (here is no 
onttirvj elsctnc sarvv.s. an aopfccahcn tor 
eiecwc stnvic* must be obtained Celt (800) 
DIAL. DWP visit a payment center or go to 
y.y.x iaO».S: com to appiy.

It more inan two weeks nave passed smoe 
final inupetw *rv: tile DWP vwatk has not 
occurred call the Connection Center at (213) 
387-b'a37 to inquire about too status or visit: 
ntlgYnitmiSwefcljidiyi. com rw.e"^ni>

Motor lock Ring Rarooval 7213; 367-8340 
(Metro! ot (81ft! 771-2750 (Valteyl

P^JutJy .
■Legend

( Exiting Ssrvice 
l-T” —--------—

Notes: I
i
I

New Service i

■ r

X - Optional Locatujn

<-

€
l

t-r^.v ■»—mui i j| i



%
i£'

gX»/6iT c
j * Xj

1/ '
ill

r

7i
v

j

/
j

eiecfW l asie

^r*■ , f^$£2V<-
^ VgrAO&P _

\
| \ .L*# \
NJ !i

I

/
\

// PiiA v■ ■I'S>U r.' i .is
7S-i A/ A,

1]1
I•/ f;■'

1 y w*J. 11\ \
\ \ ■ i i".''jLdm >, r

-
I-• ,

, * M H7.|( M ' sK I \k1 1

0

vi
: ' > '.*5nj

ami’
v i — v - mr v ■vi r M<> P*;

HI \ 1 /'f\
r%1 ji.

>![ ■-
,

,.Sv. ...
' VV \\ Tv,

Tf
/ t

. --

!ii
;> a®

\
!■ id

Id'

,>/•., 3 • o'’*' >.
¥>T*< • ■'v>

as' ’

wX* ?asK’ ;

if .■

i-
Pp

fe-i'C’.yf :*;■...
r.<1,:',v •

ite, ■ :
'

• ’i
I;

:
■

1 5&r.v: wsp
1/ jT ,

—
WPI L i

•‘.‘V__________-
*

fj V

Li■ 'i-rJ* ■ •i -v >v*• .-*'4
ar - JJ

“ -'A r ■

>/
J

f R-"*
'• ■ •- • V-

yhrrfr
■«."■ i4' -j—-¥

*:*T'

At’jF

»w.7
,- ;

, /t**.’3 It •..'vjS ,-s.* -v '
;9t\.

f*'*) ' * T ‘i:-F.

r? i -A < n*
VS^
, i- *

» ». -
*-4 ;• Is?■/:. n'i•»

.-a ✓
- i-A**'' A.^ - • ' spj ■

1

v?V'.
*+**<

. Vl 4H*
• %■fcW-"* "

T> ,v»v_ „ _ - 
——p

—
3V v”£& A-



V(ewe

pfr/>m.ry U/b^,

*
v ft PWf £L6-Cf&\CAL UJjfiS

l
VI5T/W& f*i ¥//&<*/ 

To f&cjAlcAi w/A* Xrs
^ —s *

V'fr

hr Z+Cf PMDVt
Mr sux.

A\
f’i, &

n

\
\
\
\

s
iX

X
£—t <7\
\
\
\

.4^
\

\
\
\

EXISTS BUcr^\CAL N

wix& r<p ReK*>iet>
J^-~ f£0W pwf> (U&CfAlCAL Wl#&
V %, #e iMTtute «/ pwf>

t/ITAlA Z H>\ fv/^uc f>£s>l>6A.ry
>'sV

X

\
I \

t

N
\
\'

X

titw tyiMDL E&CTtmi ftoM- 
wmiikh »i rm pezt ufitA 

i____________ ^ . m pup
v*f

t/ trot-i m. 

Sux,, at

pi/APi/Z My

i stoA) Apr- Aux,. 

W 2-4-6/-24-63

rf

f'AoM "TtyS. Hk*A ELBCTSIC/iL UJ/AS 

■2-4^3^ POAJ>Ue AA£. 4~^o $4-- 6 

THbtfoAt Odt-ipL-'f MiTH bwfs Wilt- 3'° Pl-PHSde

pUPJ>t/£ AvtAuB

THt ACTUAL- PIZZA ACS 
7o 77/4. lA/ypotvs AT 
AS ZAMt/ A&’Vt,

at

XAIA', 3/£*bv

(p N6*J PWf> BteCfAieAL )



February 3.2019

TO: MichaelGhodsi

RE: The existing Pine tree near the Southeast corner 
Of2461S. Purdue Avenue* Los Angeles

I went by 2461S. Purdue this morning to look at the existing Pine tree that Is 
located near the Southeast comer of this property.
The purpose of this Held investigation was to determine if the proposed excavation 
of approximately 14 feet for a subterranean parking garage at the Southern adjacent 
property at 2465 S. Purdue Avenue* will have an adverse effect on this existing Pine

Based on my observation* the proposed excavation will not have an adverse effect 
on this Pine tree* since there has been a concrete driveway at 2465 S. Purdue 
Avenue adjacent to this tree* which prevents any major roots of the subject Pine tre 
to substantially grow under the concrete driveway, due to lack of adequate rain 
water penetrating the concrete driveway and reaching the roots.

Therefore* 1 don't see a problem for the subject Pine tree due to excavation for the 
subterranean garage 12465 S. Purdue Avenue.

it
4v

Sincerely*
. ^.
*'

c
V ,

\

i / , XJ

Arturo Davila, ISA 
Certified Arborist 
Certification Number WE-9263AT .•
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May 30,2018

To: City of Los Angeles Planning Department

Tree Report for 2465 S. Purdue AvenueRE:

This Tree Evaluation Report is for the property owned by Franklin Views LLC located at 2465 
S. Purdue Avenue, LA 90064. This property is currently occupied by a one story four unit 
apartment building.

The survey area associated with this report is limited to the trees that occur within the 
property lines of this property. Please refer to the attached site plan.

I visited the site on May 27 2018, to document the type and quantity of trees that exist in the 
survey area. Ail my observations wete from ground level and dimensions were estimated. 
My inspection was of a preliminary nature and did not involve any climbing or detailed 
investigation beyond what was visible from accessible points at ground level.

The trunk, branches, and foliage were examined for each tree during the site visit, and the 
following observations were recorded, tree species and trunk diameter at breast height.

Description of Trees:

Eleven (11) trees representing 7 species were observed within the property. No street trees 
existed.

None of the trees in the survey area for this report are "protected trees" as defined in the 
City's Municipal Code

The observed 11 trees at the property are all along the South side of the property, as follows:

Two 10” Cypress trees 
One 5" Golden Crown tree 
One 8’ Carolina Cherry tree 
Three 5" Eugenia trees 
One 8" Ash tree 
Two 10” Queen Palm trees 
One 6" Ash tree

All the above trees are proposed to be removed to allow construction of a subterranean 
parking garage at the site.

Report Prepared by:

Ci

Arturo Davila, ISA 
Certified Arborist
Certification Number WE-9263AT
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