
9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-148 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: CAROL LUDWIG 
 

 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-149 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
CLu-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, 
and requests to include trails and horse keeping in the project are duly noted.  See also Topical 
Responses 1 and 3. 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-150 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: DONNA MADDEN 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-151 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
DM-1:  Concerns are duly noted. 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-152 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

 
LETTER FROM: FRANK MARGRAVE 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-153 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
FM-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, and 
concern for the potential loss of trails and horse keeping in Rolling Hills Estates are duly noted.  See 
also Topical Responses 1 and 3. 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-154 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: PETER MCGUIRE 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-155 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
PM-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, and 
opposition to development without trail connections and horse keeping are duly noted.  See also 
Topical Responses 1 and 3. 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-156 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: J. RICHARD MOODY 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-157 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
RM-1:  The commenter’s opinions and request to maintain the rural character of the area are duly 
noted.  See also Topical Response 3. 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-158 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: MICHAEL MOORADIAN 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-159 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
MM-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, 
and requests to include trails and horse keeping in the project are duly noted.  See also Topical 
Responses 1 and 3. 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-160 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: JANE OLNEY 
 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-161 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
JO-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, and 
requests to include trails and horse keeping in the project are duly noted.  See also Topical 
Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-162 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: CHARLENE O’NEIL 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-163 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
CO-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, and 
requests to include trails and horse keeping in the project are duly noted.  See also Topical 
Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-164 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: A.J. POULIN 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-165 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
AP-1:  The commenter makes opening remarks.  No response is required. 
 
AP-2:  See Topical Response 2.   
 
AP-3:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, and 
requests to include trails and horse keeping in the project are duly noted.  See also Topical 
Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-166 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: JULIE RAMSTEAD 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-167 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
JR-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, and 
requests to include trails and horse keeping in the project are duly noted.  See also Topical 
Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-168 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: DEBORAH REGAN 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-169 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-170 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
DR-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, and 
requests to include trails, horse keeping, and parkland in the project are duly noted.  The project 
includes neighborhood parks and overlook lots that total 1.39 acres.  Impacts on public services are 
thoroughly analyzed in Section 3.12 of the DEIR.  See also Topical Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-171 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: TERI RICHARDS 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-172 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
TR-1:  The commenter’s opinions and concerns are duly noted. 
 
TR-2:  The commenter’s concerns for traffic and traffic safety are noted.  See Section 3.14 
Transportation and Circulation of the DEIR for an analysis of the project’s potential traffic-related 
impacts.  
 
TR-3:  The commenter’s concern for impacts on schools is noted.  For an analysis of the project’s 
potential impacts on schools, see the discussion of Impact PS-3 beginning on page 3.12-5 of the 
DEIR.   
 
TR-4:  The commenter’s opinion.  See Topical Response 3. 
 
TR-5:  The commenter’s opinion.  See Topical Response 1. 
 
TR-6:  The commenter makes closing remarks.  No response is required.  



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-173 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: MADELINE RYAN 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-174 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
MR-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, 
and requests to include trails and horse keeping in the project are duly noted.  See also Topical 
Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-175 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: JESSICA & ENRIQUE SANTIAGO  
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-176 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
JES-1:  The commenter’s opinions and opposition to the project and the loss of trails and horse 
keeping are duly noted.  See also Topical Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-177 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: RANDY SAUNDERS 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-178 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
RS-1:  The commenter’s opinions and opposition to the loss of trails and horse keeping are duly 
noted.  See also Topical Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-179 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: CINDY SAVITT 

 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-180 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
CS-1:  The commenter’s opposition to removing the site from the Horse Overlay Zone is duly 
noted. 
 
CS-2:  The commenter’s opinions and oppositions are duly noted.   See also Topical Responses 1 
and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-181 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

 
LETTER FROM: JANET SAWYER 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-182 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
JSa-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, and 
concerns for the potential loss of equestrian trails and Horse Overlay Zone property are duly noted.  
See also Topical Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-183 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: AUDREY SCOTT 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-184 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
AS-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, 
opposition to the potential loss of equestrian trails and Horse Overlay Zone property, and 
opposition to the project’s layout are duly noted.  See also Topical Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-185 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: SANDY SIVERT 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-186 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
SS-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to the project, opposition to deviating from the City’s 
planning documents, and opposition to the potential loss of Horse Overlay Zone property, are duly 
noted.  See also Topical Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-187 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

 
LETTER FROM: JAN SPAK 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-188 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
JSp-1:  The commenter’s opinions and opposition to the potential loss of equestrian trails are duly 
noted.  See also Topical Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-189 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: ED STROBEL 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-190 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
ES-1:  The commenter makes opening remarks and expresses support for the proposed project.  No 
response is required. 
 
ES-2:  The General Plan designation of the subject lot (proposed lot #114) is currently Commercial 
Recreation while the zoning designation is currently RA-20,000.  The Low Density Residential 
General Plan designation is implemented by the RA-20,000 zoning designation.  Given the existing 
RA-20,000 zoning designation of the property, the Low Density Residential General Plan 
designation is appropriate for the property.  Figure 2.12 of the DEIR erroneously indicated lot #114 
was proposed to be designated Very Low Density Residential.  In the FEIR, Figure 2.12 is revised to 
indicate that the proposal would redesignate lot #114 to the Low Density Residential General Plan 
designation. 
 
ES-3:  The City will ensure compliance with MM NOI-3 by reviewing and approving a maintenance 
schedule that indicates the number and type of maintenance equipment to be used on site and the 
time and location of the use of such equipment.  The City’s review will be in conformance with the 
mitigation measure as stated, and public review of the maintenance schedule is not anticipated.   
 
ES-4:  Enforcement of this measure would be addressed by the Los Angeles County Sheriff’s 
Department on a complaint basis. The EIR does not contemplate that exceptions to this mitigation 
measure will be made.  
 
ES-5:  A quantitative mitigation measure was not considered necessary because of the large distances 
between the clubhouse and the nearest residences.  Nonetheless, the Mitigation Measure NOI-7 has 
been revised as follows: 
 

MM NOI-7: Outside public address systems shall have their volumes set at the 
minimum level necessary for acceptable communications and 
shall minimally comply with the noise level standards specified in 
Section 8.32.050 of the City of Rolling Hills Estates Municipal 
Code. 

 
ES-6:  The project site plan indicates that the two-way left turn lane would be approximately 250 
feet long.  
 
ES-7:  The length of the acceleration/merge lane will be determined during the development of 
detailed street improvement plans, and will be based on City, State and Federal design standards, and 
subject to approval by the City Engineer. 
 
ES-8:  There would not be enough traffic on “A Street” to meet State and Federal requirements for 
installing a traffic signal.  To meet the requirements, it would need to carry at least 1,200 vehicles per 
day (vpd) one-way, or approximately 2,400 vpd both ways.  Since it is estimated that the project 
would generate approximately 801 vpd both ways or 400 vpd one way, the project would need to 
generate an additional 1600 vpd, or generate three times as much traffic, to meet the minimum 
traffic signal requirements.  It should also be noted that the City discourages the installation of 
traffic signals where other improvements can be made to improve intersection access.  Sufficient 
improvements are being proposed such that a traffic signal would not be needed. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-191 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

 
ES-9:  Where the study has identified potential project design deficiencies, appropriate mitigation 
measures for these impacts have been proposed.  Existing conditions will be improved to meet 
appropriate design standards. 
 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-192 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: WENDY ULVE 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-193 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
WU-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, 
and concerns for to the potential loss of equestrian trails and Horse Overlay Zone property, are duly 
noted.  See also Topical Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-194 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: MELISSA WIELAND 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-195 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
MW-1:  The commenter’s opinions, opposition to deviating from the City’s planning documents, 
and concerns for to the potential loss of equestrian trails and Horse Overlay Zone property are duly 
noted.  See also Topical Responses 1 and 3. 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-196 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: SHARON YARBER 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-197 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
SY-1:  The commenter’s opposition to removing the site from the Horse Overlay Zone is duly 
noted.  See also Topical Responses 1 and 3. 
 
SY-2:  The commenter’s request to include trails in the proposed project is duly noted. 
 
SY-3:  The commenter’s opinions are duly noted.  See also Topical Response 3. 
 
SY-4:  The commenter makes closing remarks.  No response is required.  



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-198 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: CINDY YULE 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-199 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
CY-1:  The commenter’s opinions and concerns for to the potential loss of equestrian trails and 
horse keeping are duly noted.  See also Topical Response 3. 
 
CY-2:  The commenter’s request to include trails and horse keeping in the proposed project is duly 
noted. 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-200 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

LETTER FROM: JOHN YULE 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

 
 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-201 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 

RESPONSES 
 
JY-1:  The commenter’s opinions and requests to include trails and horse keeping in the proposed 
project are duly noted.  See Section 3.13 of the DEIR for an analysis of the project’s impact on 
recreational resources.  See also Topical Response 3. 
 
 



9.0 Responses to Comments 

City of Rolling Hills Estates 9.0-202 Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project 
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