Noise Measurement Site
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Table 4

Existing Evening Noise Measurements (dBA)
Site Start Time Leq Lmax Lmin L10 L50 L90

1 19:51 489 642 420 505 480 460
2 19:27 506 697 423 51.5 490 455
3 19:04 514 629 441 52.5 500 475
4 20:34 474 575 424 490 465 44.5
5 20:26 709 80.0 419 745 68.5 56.5
6 20:50 71.1 814 406 755 670 520

Site 1: Next to a residential vehicular access gate along Irvine Road

Construction equipment was setup on the field adjacent to Site 1. The equipment was located
about 375 feet from Site 1. The equipment was being operated during the daytime measurement
period, but not during the evening. A helicopter flew over and momentarily generated a sound
level of 64.5 dBA. Because of its proximity to an entrance gate, the sound of vehicles stopping
at the gate and waiting for it to open was partially responsible for the noise profile. In general,
this site was relatively quiet. The daytime Leq measured 54.9 dBA, and the evening Leq was
48.9.

Site 2: 150 feet north of Site 1

This site was close to and north of Site 1. Construction noise could be heard at this site as well
despite the fact that bushes blocked the view of the construction equipment from the sound
meter. The construction noise produced a greater percentage of the sound energy than what was
present at Site 1 due to the fact that construction equipment was operating during a larger portion
of the measurement period. Daytime measurements recorded an Leq of 57.0 dBA and the
evening measurement recorded an Leq of 50.6 dBA.

Site 3: 350 feet north of Site 2

This site was adjacent to a small access road that runs along the exterior of the golf course. A
house with a gated driveway was behind the sound meter. Bushes and trees obstructed the view
of Madera Road, which was about 800 feet away. This site had the quietest daytime noise level
with an Leq of 51.4 dBA. Surprisingly, the evening Leq was exactly the same as the daytime
Leq, and the other metric for the daytime and evening measurement periods were not dissimilar.
This site was the quietest of all six sites.

Site 4: Hacienda Drive just north of the project site

Hacienda Drive, which ends in a cul-de-sac, was the location of Site 4. The sound meter was
placed in front of a house on the west site of the street. Behind the house is the northern tip of
the golf course. During the daytime measurement period, an airplane flew nearby and generated
a momentary noise level of 66.2. Power tools and a siren accounted for some of the other noise.
There wasn’t a lot of traffic traveling along Hacienda Drive. During the evening measurement
distant traffic noise and occasional distant aircraft were the primary sources of noise. The
daytime Leq measured 54.4 dBA. The evening Leq measured was 47.4 dBA.
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Site 5: Madera Road about 100 feet northeast of Vista Lago Drive

Madera Road is the main north-south roadway, which that passes by Sinaloa Park. A continuous
stream of traffic passed by this site along Madera Road, and traffic noise was the main source of
noise. The sound meter was placed on the sidewalk on the west side of the street. Daytime
measurements recorded an Leq of 73.5 dBA and an evening Leq of 70.9 dBA.

Site 6: Madera Road about 150 feet southwest of Vista Lago Drive

This site is about 230 feet south west of Site 5. The noise environment was very similar to Site 5
in both topography and noise level. Daytime measurements recorded an Leq of 74.6 dBA and an
evening Leq of 71.1 dBA. Traffic traveling along Madera Road was the main source of noise,
and even during the traffic lulls, the noise levels were high; the average noise level during the
quietest continuous 60-second daytime measurement period was 68.6 dBA. This site had the
highest average and maximum noise levels of all site measured.

1.5 Existing Roadway Noise Levels

The highway noise levels projected in this report were computed using the Highway Noise
Model published by the Federal Highway Administration ("FHWA Highway Traffic Noise
Prediction Model," FHWA-RD-77-108, December, 1978). The FHWA Model uses traffic
volume, vehicle mix, vehicle speed, and roadway geometry to compute the "equivalent noise
level." A computer code has been written which computes equivalent noise levels for each of the
time periods used in the calculation of CNEL. Weighting these noise levels and summing them
results in the CNEL for the traffic projections used. CNEL contours are found by iterating over
many distances until the distances to the 60, 65, and 70 CNEL contours are found. For the
roadway analysis, worst-case assumptions about future motor vehicle traffic and noise levels
have been made and were incorporated in the modeling effort. Specifically, no reductions in
motor vehicle noise have been assumed in spite of legislation requiring quieter vehicles at the
time of manufacture.

Traffic volumes and estimated speeds were used with the FHWA Model to estimate the noise
levels in terms of CNEL. Existing traffic volumes for arterials utilized were obtained from the
traffic study prepared by Associated Transportation Engineers dated February 2008. Note that
the current City’s noise standards (presented previously in Table 1) are in terms of the Ldn
metric. However, the City is planning to transition to the CNEL metric. Because CNEL
includes a weighting of evening noise levels (See section 1.2.2) that is not included in the Ldn
metric, CNEL levels are higher than Ldn levels. For the traffic mix utilized for this assessment,
presented in Table A-2 of the appendix, traffic noise CNEL levels are 0.5 dB higher than Ldn
levels.

The distances to the CNEL contours for the roadways in the vicinity of the project site are given
in Table 5. These numbers represent the distance from the centerline of the road to the contour
value shown. Note that the values given in Table 5 do not take into account the effect of any
noise barriers or topography that may affect ambient noise levels.
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Table 5

Modeled Existing (2007) Roadway Traffic Noise Levels
Distance To CNEL Contour from

CNEL Centerline of Roadway (ft.)
Roadway Segment @100't 70CNEL 65CNEL 60 CNEL
Madera Road
Los Angeles Avenue to Royal Avenue 69.5 93 200 431
Royal Avenue to Vista Lago Drive 70.9 115 248 535
Vista Lago Drive to Country Club Road 70.9 116 249 537
East of Wood Ranch Parkway 70.5 108 233 501
West of Wood Ranch Parkway 70.1 101 218 469
Country Club Road to Calleguas 71.0 117 251 542
Royal Avenue
East of Madera Road 66.3 56 121 262

T From roadway centerline

Table 5 shows the major noise corridors in the area occur along Madera Road and Royal
Avenue.

1.6 Existing Aircraft Noise Levels

There are no major airports close to the project. The nearest airport is the Camarillo Airport 16
miles away. Because the airport is not close to the project, aircraft noise does not significantly
impact the project site.
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2.0 POTENTIAL NOISE IMPACTS

Potential noise impacts are commonly divided into two groups; temporary and long term.
Temporary impacts are usually associated with noise generated by construction activities. Long-
term impacts are further divided into impacts on surrounding land uses generated by the
proposed project and those impacts that occur at the proposed project site.

2.1 Noise Impact Criteria

Off-site impacts from on-site activities, short-term and long-term, are measured against the Noise
Ordinance criteria discussed in Section 1.3.1. Construction activities for the proposed project
will be required to meet the City standards. Noise generating activities associated with the
operation of the project will be compared against the Ventura County noise limits.

Long-term off-site impacts from traffic noise are measured against two criteria. Both criteria
must be met for a significant impact to be identified. First, project traffic must cause a
substantial noise level increase (greater than 3 dB) on a roadway segment adjacent to a noise
sensitive land use. Second the resulting future with project noise level must exceed the criteria
level for the noise sensitive land use. In this case, the criteria level is 63 Ldn for residential land
uses.

In community noise assessment, changes in noise levels greater than 3 dB are often identified as
significant, while changes less than 1 dB will not be discernible to local residents. In the range of
1 to 3 dB, residents who are very sensitive to noise may perceive a slight change. Note that there
is no scientific evidence is available to support the use of 3 dB as the significance threshold. In
laboratory testing situations, humans are able to detect noise level changes of slightly less than 1
dB. In a community noise situation, however, noise exposures are over a long time period, and
changes in noise levels occur over years, rather than the immediate comparison made in a
laboratory situation. Therefore, the level at which changes in community noise levels become
discernible is likely to be some value greater than 1 dB, and 3 dB appears to be appropriate for
most people.

Long-term cumulative off-site impacts from traffic noise are also measured against two criteria.
Both criteria must be met for a significant impact to be identified. First, future traffic noise
levels must increase by 3 dB or more compared to existing conditions on a roadway segment
adjacent to a noise sensitive land use. Second, the resulting future with project noise level must
exceed the criteria level for the noise sensitive land use. In this case, the criteria level is 63 Ldn
for residential land uses. The project will have considerably contributed to this increase if it
contributes more than 1 dB to the increase.
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2.2 Temporary Impacts

2.2.1 Construction Noise

Construction noise represents a short-term impact on ambient noise levels. Noise generated by
construction equipment, including trucks, graders, bulldozers, concrete mixers and portable
generators can reach high levels. Grading activities will have similar noise levels.

Worst-case examples of construction noise at 50 feet are presented in Exhibit 7. The peak noise
level for most of the equipment that will be used during the construction is 70 to 95 dBA at a
distance of 50 feet. Noise levels at further distances are less. For example, at 200 feet, the peak
construction noise levels range from 58 to 83 dBA. Note that these noise levels are based upon
worst-case conditions. Noise measurements made by Mestre Greve Associates for other projects
show that the noise levels generated by commonly used grading equipment (i.e. loaders, graders
and trucks) generate noise levels that typically do not exceed the middle of the range shown in
Exhibit 7. However, the noise levels shown in Exhibit 7 will be used as the basis for the
estimates presented here and represent a worst-case estimate.

The nearest existing residential areas are located directly adjacent to the project site. Residences
exist at the northern tip of the golf course and along the southeastern edge of the property.
Construction could be taking place as close as 50 feet to the nearest property. Based on this
distance, the nearest homes may experience worst-case unmitigated peak construction noise
levels up to 95 dBA. The average noise levels are typically 5 to 15 dB lower than the peak noise
levels. Average noise levels (Leq) at the nearest residences could be in the range of 85 dBA
(Leq). While construction noise may cause temporary annoyance and speech interference, no
significant noise impact would occur if construction were performed during the hours allowed by
the noise ordnance.

2.3 Long-Term Off-Site Impacts

Increased traffic caused by the project will result in increased traffic noise levels along the
roadways in the vicinity of the project. This section examines noise impacts from the proposed
project on the surrounding land uses. Specifically traffic noise increases due to the project are
examined.

2.3.1 Traffic Noise

Table 6 shows the expected incremental traffic noise level increases on adjacent roadways for the
project in the year 2025. The table reflects the noise level increase in either CNEL or Ldn as
traffic noise levels under both metrics would change by the same amount.

Examining the noise increase due to the project only (column 1 entitled “Increase Due To
Project”) shows that this noise increase will be less than the 3 dB threshold criteria. Table 6
shows that the project is not projected to result in a substantial noise increase (i.e., increases
greater than 3 dB) along any of the existing roadway segments.
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As Table 6 shows, all of the noise increases that will occur along roadways adjacent to the
project in 2025 will be due to the regional growth in traffic that will occur independently of the
project itself. The increase in noise in the year 2025 over the noise levels in 2007 will be no
greater than 2.0 dB as is shown in the 2™ column entitled “Increase Over 2007” of Table 6.
These increases are due to the cumulative effects of regional growth and the project. However,
the noise contribution due to the project is virtually zero.

The noise level increases were calculated using traffic volumes presented in the previously
referenced traffic study prepared for the project by Associated Transportation Engineers. The
traffic volumes used are presented in the appendix.

Table 6
Traffic Noise CNEL/Ldn Increases in the Year 2025 (dB)
Year 2025
Increase Due To Increase Over
Roadway Segment Project 2007
Madera Road
Los Angeles Avenue to Royal Avenue 0.0 2.0
Royal Avenue to Vista Lago Drive 0.0 2.0
Vista Lago Drive to Country Club Road 0.0 19
East of Wood Ranch Parkway 0.0 1.7
West of Wood Ranch Parkway 0.0 1.5
Country Club Road to Calleguas 0.0 0.6
Royal Avenue
East of Madera Road 0.0 1.7

The distances to the future year 2025 with project 60, 65 and 70 CNEL contours for the
roadways in the vicinity of the proposed project site is presented in Table 7. The values shown
under the 60, 65, and 70 CNEL columns represent the distance from the centerline of the road to
the respective contour value. The CNEL at 100 feet from the roadway centerline is also
presented. The contours do not take into account the effect of any noise barriers or topography
that may reduce traffic noise levels. Traffic volumes, speeds and traffic mixes used to calculate
the noise levels are presented in the appendix. As discussed previously, traffic noise levels
would be 0.5 dB lower under the Ldn metric.
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Table 7
Future Year 2025 Project Traffic Noise Levels

Distance To CNEL Contour from

CNEL Centerline of Roadway (ft.)
Roadway Segment @100't 70CNEL 65CNEL 60 CNEL
Madera Road
Los Angeles Avenue to Royal Avenue 71.5 127 273 588
Royal Avenue to Vista Lago Drive 72.9 156 337 725
Vista Lago Drive to Country Club Road 72.9 155 334 720
East of Wood Ranch Parkway 72.2 141 304 655
West of Wood Ranch Parkway 71.6 127 274 589
Country Club Road to Calleguas 71.6 129 277 597
Royal Avenue
East of Madera Road 68.0 73 158 339

T From Roadway Centerline

All noise increases in the vicinity of the project will be due to regional growth independent of the
project. There will not be a long-term traffic noise impact as a result of the project.

2.3.2 Off-site Impacts From On-site Activities

Because Sinaloa Park is will contain a number of public amenities, there are many activities that
can occur on-site that would have the potential to generate noise. In the following sub-sections
the key element of the project are assessed to determine their potential to impact the surrounding
residential areas. Table 8 presents the hours of operation of each of the key elements.

9-Hole Golf Course and Golf Practice Area:

The typical noises that would be expected to occur at a golf course include voices, electric golf
carts and the sound of golf clubs hitting golf balls. The sound level due to people speaking
would tend to generate the highest average noise levels of the three. The noise level of normal
conversation within a few feet of the source is in the range of 55-65 dBA. The closest residence
east of the golf practice area is about 150 feet away, so the maximum noise due to people talking
at this location is projected to be about 31 dBA. The closest residence west of the golf practice
area 1s about 690 feet way, so the maximum noise due to people talking at this location is
projected to be about 18 dBA.

Currently, a P.A. system is used on the golf course to call tee times. No noise impact is expected
to occur due to the golf course.
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Table 8
Hours of Operation
Facility Season Days Hours
Golf Course Year-round All Dawn to dusk
Miniature Golf Course Mid October - mid March All 9am.to9 p.m.
Mid March - mid October Sun-Thurs 9 am. to 10 p.m.
Fri-Sat 9am.to 11 p.m.
Holidays, spring/winter breaks ~ Sun-Thurs 9 am. to 10 p.m.
Fri-Sat 9am.to 11 p.m.
Community Room Year-round All 6am.to 11 p.m.
Park Area, including Year-round All 6 am.to9 p.m.
Rentable Picnic
Pavilions
Plaza Square Year-round All 6 am.to9 p.m.

Miniature Golf Courses:
The noise profile of a miniature golf course would be expected to be similar to a regular golf

course, although miniature golf courses tends to be more compact than regular golf courses, and
therefore, they contain a greater density of people. Even though a higher concentration of people
speaking in a smaller area would generate higher noise levels, the normal conversion that would
occur would not significantly impact nearby residences. Miniature golf courses often have
operating hours during the evening and nighttime. The hours of operation for the facility are
presented above in Table 8.

Clearly these hours extend into the evening and nighttime. Since Ventura County’s noise
ordinance threshold is 5 dB more stringent during the evening (7 p.m to 10 p.m.) hours and 10
dB more stringent during the nighttime (10 p.m. to 7 a. m.) hours than during the daytime (7 a.m.
to 7 p.m.) hours, planned operations at the miniature golf course that would generate high noise
levels should be curtailed during the evening and nighttime hours to lessen the noise impact on
nearby residences. Typically, miniature golf courses are run on a “first-come, first-served” basis;
so the need for a P.A. system will only be occasional or sporadic. The P.A. system would be
used on an occasional basis to notify a permitted group about a reserved time, to call a guest or
staff member to the office, or to announce an emergency situation. While the occurrence of
normal conversation may not present a noise impact, amplified P.A. systems could adversely
impact nearby residences, so their operation should be especially discouraged during the evening
and nighttime hours.

Community Room, Clubhouse Building
Family and group gatherings would be expected to occur at the Community Room and

Clubhouse. The Clubhouse would be open until 10 p.m. and the Community Room would be
open until 11 p.m.. Regular events in these two facilities could generate noise through general
conversation, acoustic (non-amplified) music, and amplified music. Indoor conversation would
not normally be expected to be loud enough to make a noise impact on nearby residences
because the building’s walls would provide sufficient noise attenuation to reduce the outdoor
sound level.
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The noise level that results at the nearest residential property lines depends primarily on three
factors; how loud music is being played inside the buildings, how good the building is at
stopping noise, and the distance from the building to the residential property line. Our
experience indicates that sound levels from a small band using amplifying systems can reach a
maximum of about 95 dBA (Lmax) inside a building. These noise levels might also be typical
for a DJ playing loud music. An acoustic band usually plays at a lower noise level. Our
experience indicates that at a distance of 25 feet, sound levels from a small band without
amplifying systems can reach a maximum of about 85 dBA (Lmax), with Leq noise levels of
about 77 dBA.

Architectural drawings were obtained to determine the amount of noise reduction provided by
the two buildings. The noise reduction provided by the buildings was calculated and is based on
the amount of wall area for the room where the music will be played, the type and size of
windows for the rooms, and the roof structure. The windows for the rooms under consideration
were fixed glass (not openable), and this with the general quality construction of the buildings
resulted in high noise reduction values for the two buildings. The noise reduction provided by
the Community Room was projected to be 35 dB and the 36 dB for the Clubhouse.

The distance from the Community Room to the nearest residential property line to the west
(across Madera Road) will be approximately 310 feet. The distance from the Community Room
to the nearest residential property line to the east will be approximately 550 feet. The distance
from the Clubhouse to the nearest residential property to the west will be about 360 feet. The
distance from the Clubhouse to the nearest residential property to the east will be about 540 feet.
Based on the source noise levels, building structures, and distances detailed in the previous
paragraphs, the noise levels at the nearest residences were projected.

For an amplified band at the Community Room, an Lmax level of 38 dBA and an Leq noise level
of 30 dBA are projected at the nearest residences to the west, and an Lmax level of 33 dBA and
an Leq noise level of 25 dBA are projected at the nearest residences to the east. For an acoustic
band at the Community Room, an Lmax level of 28 dBA and an Leq noise level of 20 dBA are
projected at the nearest residences to the west, and an Lmax level of 23 dBA and an Leq noise
level of 15 dBA are projected at the nearest residences to the east. The Lmax noise level is the
loudest short-term noise (lasting less than 1 second) that could be expected. The Leq noise level
represents an average noise level when music is being played. (See Section 1.2.2 for more
information on noise scales and Exhibit 3 for representative noise levels.)

For an amplified band at the Clubhouse, an Lmax level of 36 dBA and an Leq noise level of 28
dBA are projected at the nearest residences to the west, and an Lmax level of 32 dBA and an Leq
noise level of 24 dBA are projected at the nearest residences to the east. For an acoustic band at
the Clubhouse, an Lmax level of 26 dBA and an Leq noise level of 18 dBA are projected at the
nearest residences to the west, and an Lmax level of 22 dBA and an Leq noise level of 14 dBA
are projected at the nearest residences to the east.

The noise levels generated by bands playing inside the Community Room or Clubhouse,
amplified and acoustic, are projected to be very low at the nearest residences. As shown in
Exhibit 3 these noise levels are considered to be very quiet. For further comparison the Ventura
County Noise Ordinance can be used. The Simi Valley Noise Ordinance does not contain
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quantifiable noise level limits. (See Section 1.3.2 for more discussion on the Ventura County
Noise Ordinance.) The Ventura County Noise Ordinance limits for nighttime noise is 45 dBA
(Leq). The projected noise levels for the Clubhouse and Community Room are more than 6 dB
less than this limit, and it is clear that no impacts would result.

Another threshold that the City has used to evaluate other projects is whether the noise source
will be 10 dB above existing ambient noise levels. Evening measurements were made at the
residents across Madera Road located to the west of the project. (See Sites 5 and 6 in Table 4 of
Section 1.4.) The Leq noise levels for both of these sites were above 70 dBA. The noise levels
projected for amplified music in the Clubhouse and Community Room are at least 30 dB below
the ambient level. The evening Leq noise levels measured at sites to the east of the project (Sites
2 and 3) were approximately 50 dBA and amplified music in the Clubhouse and Community
Room are projected to generate noise levels at least 25 dB below the ambient level. This
indicates that no impact will occur from amplified or acoustic music being played inside the
Clubhouse and Community Room.

Music Events on Plaza Square:
Music may also take place at the Plaza Square. Any music that is performed on the plaza would

not be amplified. Unlike the Clubhouse and Community Room, music played on the plaza
would occur outside and would not be attenuated by a building structure. Noise levels from an
unamplified band at the Plaza Square would be about 77 dBA (Leq) and have maximum sound
levels of about 85 dBA (Lmax) at a distance of 25 feet. The nearest residence to the west is
across Madera Road and would be about 290 feet from the plaza. At that the location, the
resultant noise levels would be about 56 dBA (Leq) with maximum sound levels of about 64
dBA (Lmax). The ambient noise levels in this area are above 70 dBA (Leq) during the evening
hours. The unamplified plaza band noise would be less than the ambient noise levels. Most of
the noise for the residences along Madera Road is caused by traffic. During lulls in traffic, the
band noise may be audible at the residences. However, most of the time, the unamplified plaza
band noise will not be audible.

The nearest residence to the east is about 720 feet from the plaza. At that location, the resultant
noise levels would be about 48 dBA (Leq) with maximum sound levels of about 56 dBA (Lmax).
These levels are below the Noise Ordinance limits and less than 10 dB greater than the existing
noise levels. Therefore, no noise impacts are projected for non-amplified music on the Plaza
Square.

Amplified music played at the Plaza Square could be 10 dB or more louder than non-amplified
music. The resulting noise levels would be approaching or exceeding the ambient noise levels
and would be heard on a regular basis. Amplified music played at the Plaza Square could result
in a significant noise impact. Therefore, no amplified bands or DJ’s should be permitted at this
location.
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Reservable Picnic Pavilions:

There will be two picnic pavilions. Normal conversation taking place in these areas would not
make a significant impact. Since this is an outdoor facility, there is an assumption that live
bands or disc jockeys would not be performing. Amplified band and DJ noise can commonly
reach 85 dBA or higher at 50 feet. Without the shielding that a building provides, the noise
generated by an outdoor band would significantly impact nearby neighbors. Amplified music
played at the picnic pavilions could result in a noise impact. Therefore, no amplified bands or
DJ’s should be permitted at this location.

Noise levels from an unamplified band at the picnic pavilions would be about 77 dBA (Leq) and
have maximum sound levels of about 85 dBA (Lmax) at a distance of 25 feet. The nearest
residence to the west is across Madera Road and would be about 585 feet from the picnic
pavilions. At that location, the resultant noise levels would be about 50 dBA (Leq) with
maximum sound levels of about 58 dBA (Lmax). The ambient noise levels in this area are above
70 dBA Leq during the evening hours. The noise from unamplified instruments at the
Reservable picnic pavilions are projected to be less than the ambient noise levels. Most of the
noise for the residences along Madera Road is caused by traffic. During lulls in traffic, the
unamplified band noise may be audible at the residences. However, most of the time, the picnic
pavilion unamplified band noise will not be audible.

The nearest residence to the east is about 630 feet from the picnic pavilions. At that location, the
resultant noise levels would be about 49 dBA (Leq) with maximum sound levels of about 57
dBA (Lmax). These levels are below the Noise Ordinance limits and less than 10 dB greater
than existing ambient noise levels. Therefore, no noise impacts are projected for non-amplified
music at the picnic pavilions.

Passive Water Features:

The passive water feature can generate noise from the waterfall, streams and pumps. The pumps
will be in an underground vault, so the noise that they generate will be effectively shielded.
With a low rate of flowing water, waterfalls and streams don’t make much noise either. No
noise impact is expected to occur as a result of the Passive Water Feature.

Passive Park Area, Child Playground:

Since children will be playing in this area, it is assumed that a normal amount of screaming and
yelling will be taking place. Volleyball games will be occurring in the passive park, so a certain
amount of shouting is expected to occur. The playground will not be provided with lights, but
will be lit by nearby walkway lights. The park area closes at 9 p.m., and children could be
expected to play on the playground until that time. Since the park area closes at 9 p.m.,
compliance with the nighttime criteria will be achieved. No significant impacts are anticipated.

Parking Lots:
Traffic associated with parking lots is not usually of sufficient volume to exceed community

noise standards that are based on a time averaged scale such as the CNEL scale. However, the
instantaneous maximum sound levels generated by car door slamming, engine start-up, alarm
activation and car pass-bys can still be annoying to nearby residents. Tire squeal may also be a
problem depending on the type of parking surface. Estimates of the maximum noise levels
associated with some parking lot activities are presented in Table 9. These levels are based on
measurements conducted by Mestre Greve Associates. The noise levels presented are for a
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distance of 50 feet from the source, and are the maximum noise level generated. A range is
given to reflect the variability of noise generated by various automobile types and driving styles.

Table 9
Maximum Noise Levels Generated By Parking Lots (dBA at 50 feet)
Event Lmax

Door Slam 60 to 70
Car Alarm Activation 65 to 70
Engine Start-up 60 to 70
Car pass-by 5510 70

The nearest residence to any parking lot is 140 feet, so the noise impact due to parking related
activities would be about 61 dBA. It should be noted that these residences are also close to
Madera Road where the daytime ambient noise levels are much higher than this. No noise impact
is expected as a result of activities in the parking lots.

Truck Deliveries:

Truck deliveries may occur to supply concession stands. There would be a few deliveries per day
at most. Deliveries are transitory activities that normally wouldn’t be expected to last for more
than 15 minutes. During that time the truck may have its engine idling. The typical noise coming
from an idling truck is about 75 dBA at 50 feet. The distance of nearest residence to the parking
area where a truck would be idling would be greater than 220 feet, so the noise impact on nearest
residences would be less than 62 dBA. The average daytime noise level along Madera Road is
above 70 dBA. Even if a truck made a delivery as frequently as once every hour, the noise level
experienced by nearest residences that reside west of the park would increase by only 0.2 dB.
The distance of the truck area to nearest residences on the east side of the park is over 600 feet.
Here the ambient noise level is lower. Even under the worst-case scenario noise increases due to
truck deliveries should be well under 1 dB, and no significant noise impact is projected.

2.4 Long-Term On-Site Impacts

This section examines noise impacts to the project site itself due to activities that occur exterior
to the project as well as activities that are confined within the project’s boundaries. Specifically
we will examine traffic noise levels that impact within the project.

2.4.1 On-Site Traffic Noise Exposure

This site is potentially subject to traffic noise from highway vehicles. There is one arterial road
near the project site — Madera Road. Madera Road has a continuous stream of traffic, and most
of the traffic noise exposure at the project site is due to traffic traveling along Madera Road. The
projected future traffic CNEL noise levels along Madera Road adjacent to Sinaloa Park are 72.9
dBA at 100 feet. Traffic noise generated by Madera Road propagates across the park and the
traffic noise exposure at the various amenities within the park depend upon their proximity to
Madera Road was well as the topography of the park. Table 10 shows the typical noise levels at
various amenities throughout the park. Note that any intervening obstacles or brush would reduce
the noise levels below the values that are reported in the table.
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Table 10

Traffic Noise Levels at Various Sinaloa Park Amenities

Sinaloa Park Approximate Distance From Madera CNEL Level (dBA)
Attraction Road (feet)

Playground 250 67

Clubhouse 300 68

Community Room 250 67

Golf Practice Area 620 61

All of these values are under 70 dBA, which is the upper limit for “Normally Acceptable” noise
standard for playgrounds and neighborhood parks. Golf courses have an upper limit of 75 dBA;
traffic noise level at the golf course would be under this limit.
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3.0 MITIGATION MEASURES

3.1 Temporary Impacts

3.1.1 Construction Noise

The analysis presented in Section 2.2.1 shows that project construction noise will result in
significant impacts to residences if uncontrolled, and therefore, mitigation is required.

The most effective method of controlling construction noise is through limiting construction
hours. The City Simi Valley Noise Ordinance does have restrictions on construction hours for
certain type of construction equipment. Therefore, the following mitigation measure is proposed
and is consistent with the Simi Valley Noise Ordinance.

Mitigation Measure N-1:
Control of Construction Hours — All construction activities should be limited to the hours

between 7 a.m. and 5 p.m. Monday through Friday. and 7:30 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. on Saturdays.
Construction and demolition should be prohibited on Sundays or national holidays.

3.2 Long Term Off-Site Impacts

3.2.1 Traffic Noise

The analysis presented in Section 2.3.1 shows that the project will not result in any significant
long-term off-site traffic noise impacts. No mitigation is required.

3.2.2 Off-Site Impacts from On-Site Activities

The analysis presented in Section 2.3.2 showed that amplified music (DJ’s or Bands) in outdoor
areas (Specifically in Plaza Square, Reservable Picnic Pavilions, and outdoor areas of the
Community Room and Clubhouse) would result in significant noise impacts to the surrounding
homes. Acoustic music in the outdoor areas and amplified music within the Community Room
and Clubhouse are not anticipated to result in a significant noise impact. Mitigation measures N-
2 through N-5, prohibiting amplified music in outdoor areas will result all on-site activities not
resulting in a significant noise impact.

Mitigation Measure N-2:
Music played in the Plaza Squre area shall be non-amplified.

Mitigation Measure N-3:
Music played in the Reservable Picnic Pavilion area shall be non-amplified.

Mitigation Measure N-4:
Music played in the outdoor areas of the Community Room shall be non-amplified.

Mitigation Measure N-5:
Music played in the outdoor areas of the Clubhouse shall be non-amplified.
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3.2.3 Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative off-site traffic noise impacts will not be significant and therefore mitigation
measures are not proposed.

3.3 Long Term On-Site Impacts

In the long term, on-site activities will not make an impact, so no mitigation is necessary.

4.0 UNAVOIDABLE SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

The mitigation measures described above will mitigate all significant impacts to a level of
insignificance.
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APPENDIX
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Table A-1
Traffic Volumes Used For Noise Modeling
Existing With General Plan Buildout With
Speed Vacant Proposed Vacant Existing Proposed
Road Segment (mph) Site Project Site Zoning Project
Madera Road
Los Angeles Ave. to Royal Ave. 45 26,500 26,830 41,940 42,100 42,350
Royal Ave.e to Vista Lago Dr. 45 36,700 37,120 57,330 57,550 57910
Vista Lago Dr. to Country ClubRd. 45 36900 37,100 57,030 57,150 57,350
East of Wood Ranch Parkway 45 33300 33490 49,500 49,600 49,780
West of Wood Ranch Parkway 45 30,100 30,220 42,220 42,300 42450
Country Club Rd. to Calleguas 45 37400 37,530 43,020 43,100 43,250
Royal Avenue
East of Madera Rd. 30 21400 21,510 31440 31,500 31,610
Table A-2
Traffic Vehicle Mix
Day Eve Night
Auto 60.76% 15.10% 18.30%

Medium Truck 1.41% 0.35% 0.43%
Heavy Truck 2.35% 0.58% 0.71%






