
August 31, 2020

Holly L. Wolcott, City Clerk 
Office of the City Clerk 
Council and Public Services Division 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 395 
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: Planning Land Use Management (PLUM) Committee Hearing Notice 
Council File: 20-0362 
TT-74990-CN-2A 
ENV-2017-3217-CE

On behalf of the Applicant, Timothy L. Robbins, we are submitting objections to the file:

• In a letter dated 4/8/2020 from the City Clerk, the Council File was closed because City 
Council failed to act. Therefore, the decision of the Area Planning Commission stands.

• The current appeal was signed and dated June 2, 2020. The appeal application is missing 
the required sign-off by the City Planning/Building and Safety intake desk, and there is 
no indication that the appeal fee was paid. According to Connie Chauv, Department of 
City Planning, she waived the fee requirement.

• The appeal before us now was 
that was granted per the City Planning Department Advisory Agency’s Report. A similar 
challenge was previously denied. Now the appellant comes with the current appeal, and 
similar challenge via Ordinance No. 186338 which in addition to other requirements, 
specifically states ... Section C. Appeal. 2. ’’the appeal is filed with the Department of 
City Planning within 15 days of the Project approval becoming final”. The Ordinance 
also states “Section E. Hearing and Decision; “The City Council shall act on the CEQA 
appeal within 75 days after the expiration of the appeal period or within any additional 
period mutually agreed upon by the applicant and the City Council... 
approximately 150 days beyond the date when the Area Planning Commission’s decision 
letter was issued.

filed primarily to challenge the Categorical Exemption

; we are now

• According to City Attorney Terry Kaufmann Macias, the regular filing timeframe 
requirements have been tolled per a recently updated COVID-19 Directive from the 
Mayor’s Office. We find no such COVID-19 Directive on the Mayor’s Office(s) Website, 
nor did we find it on the Department of City Planning Website. The issue is addressed via 
existing Directives that are posted, but there is no indication that the timeframe to file 
appeal has been tolled, nor do we

an
see where waivers can be granted for the required filing 

fee(s). However, we do see that within Ordinance No. 186338, Section D. Stay; that 
“Notwithstanding any contrary language in this Code, the time to act on any related 
Project approval shall be tolled until the appeal is decided by the City Council”. It is our 
opinion that the tolling language in this ordinance is not applicable because the appeal 
was not filed in a timely fashion.
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• We also noticed that the business license for the North University Park Community 
Association (NUPCA) has been suspended. Therefore, NUPCA, an appellant is 
prohibited from doing business in the State of California.

Given the above, please explain how this appeal can be heard at this time by PLUM. The 
Applicant, Timothy L. Robbins hereby request that PLUM reject the current appeal as invalid and 
determine that City Council File: 20-0362 and/or Council File:20-0362-Sl should not be 
reopened.

City Attorney Mike Feuer 
Marqueece Harris-Dawson, LA PLUM Chair 
Herb Wesson, City Councilman, 10th District 
Vincent Bertoni, Director of City Planning 
The Mayor’s Office
Faisal Roble, Chief Equity Officer, Dept, of City Planning

c:

Sincerely,

Jcwi Talat Karim Muhammad for Timothy L. Robbins
ionntalatkarim@umail.com
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