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Dear Honorable Councilmembers:

In response to the claims raised by project opponents challenging the adequacy of the City’s 
analysis of the project’s potential noise impacts, 6516 Tommie Hotel, LLC retained Kunzman 
Associates to assess those claims. We enclose for the Council’s consideration Kunzman’s 
report, confirming the adequacy of the City’s noise analysis, and further demonstrating that the 
claims asserted by the project opponents as well as by Giroux & Associates (letter dated April 
24, 2017) and Acentech (letter dated May 1, 2017), are premised on misstatements of fact and 
false assumptions regarding the Tommie Hotel Project, rendering the opponents’ evidence in 
opposition to the project not credible.

« •
Very truly yo

Alfred Fraijo Jr.
for SHEPPARD, MULLIN, RICHTER & HAMPTON LLP
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Kunzman Associates, Inc.
Over 40 Years of Excellent Service

May 9, 2017

Mr. Brad Perrine 
EcoTierra Consultants 
555 W. 5th Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Dear Mr. Perrine:

INTRODUCTION

Kunzman Associates is pleased to provide this response to comments letter as it relates to the Tommie 
Hotel located at 6516 Selma Avenue, in the City of Los Angeles, CA. Per your request, Kunzman associates 
has reviewed the original noise study (prepared by Cadence Environmental) and the comments provided 
by Giroux Associates (4/24/2017) and Acentech (5/1/2017). The purpose of this letter is to provide further 
clarification/review as it relates to the noise impacts and the technical noise review. Kunzman has broken 
the opposition comments down into sections and has provided responses:

COMMENTS AND RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

AcenTech, May 1st, 2017

Executive Summary
Comment 1: The noise evaluation documented in the Noise Report developed by Cadence 

Environmental Consultants indicate there are at least two thresholds of significant impact 
upon noise sensitive receptors that will be caused by the project. Despite this, the report 
concludes incorrectly, there will be no significant impacts. This is accomplished by 
ignoring the Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide (Thresholds Guide) and using only the 
Los Angeles Municipal Code as a method of evaluation for impact. Thresholds Guide 
clearly documents the methods for evaluating significance thresholds for noise and there 
is no reason to ignore the requirements of this document.

The City's Thresholds Guide is considered a guide for preparing CEQA analyses and not a 
set standard for the preparation of technical studies. The subject document is a technical 
noise study, not a CEQA document. Further as stated on page 2 of the Thresholds Guide, 
The guidance in the Thresholds Guide does not substitute for the use of independent 
judgment to determine significance of the evaluation of the evidence in the record, but is 
intended to provide sufficient flexibility to use the most appropriate criteria for a 
particular project." Certainly, the judgement of the noise professionals and City staff 
should be considered in the determination of impact significance.

Response 1:
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The thresholds are further clarified on page 3, which states, "Because evaluation practices 
continue to evolve due to changing regulations, scientific methods, and court decisions, 
the project evaluator and lead City agency should always use the best information and 
evaluation methods available, including those from sources other than the Thresholds 
Guide." Page 4 of the Thresholds Guide states, "The impact resulting from a particular 
action depends on the project setting, design, and operational components.

The Thresholds Guide also states that "there may also be circumstances in which another 
set of criteria better applies to the proposed action or setting, and should be used for the 
determination of significance". This statement allows the CEQA analyst and City staff to 
use their judgement in determining significance depending on each site's parameters.

For discussion purposes, the project's compliance with pertinent sections of the City of 
Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide as they relate to the noise analysis are presented 
below.

Construction

Screening Criteria

• Would construction activities occur within 500 feet of a noise sensitive use?
• For project located within the City of Los Angeles, would construction occur between 

the hours of 9:00 PM and 7:00 AM Monday through Friday, before 8:00 AM or after 
6:00 PM on Saturday, or anytime on Sunday?

As stated on page 10 of the Noise Study, the Thresholds Guide defines sensitive uses as 
residences, transient lodgings, schools, libraries, churches, hospitals, nursing homes, 
auditoriums, concert halls, amphitheaters, playgrounds, and parks. The noise study 
correctly identifies sensitive receptors as the multi-family and hotel buildings in the 
immediate vicinity of the project site. Project construction activities will occur within 500 
feet of sensitive receptors. These receptors are shown on Figure 1.

Significance of Threshold

A project would normally have a significant impact on noise levels from construction if:

Construction activities lasting more than one day would exceed existing ambient 
exterior noise levels by 10 dBA or more at a noise sensitive use;
Construction activities lasting more than 10 days in a three month period would 
exceed existing ambient exterior noise levels by 5 dBA or more at a noise sensitive 
use; or

www.traffic-engineer.com
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• Construction activities would exceed the ambient noise level by 5 dBA at a noise 
sensitive use between the hours of 9:00 PM and 7:00 AM Monday through Friday, 
before 8:00 AM or after 6:00 PM on Saturday, or at any time on Sunday.

Based on the above criteria, the project has the potential to result in a significant impact 
related to construction noise.

Methodology to Determine Significance

The Thresholds Guide outlines Methodology to Determine Significance which details what 
information should be in the environmental setting. Specifically, the environmental 
setting should identify noise sensitive land uses within 500 feet of the project site, 
including description, location, and distance from the project; and quantification of 
ambient noise levels (existing and projected at the time of construction) measured in 
CNEL.

The Thresholds Guide provides three (3) alternatives to determine ambient noise levels 
as follows:

Field measurements involving the use of a noise meter at and surrounding the project 
site;
Presumed Ambient Noise Levels," as set forth in the Los Angeles Municipal Code, 
Section 111.03; or
A noise monitoring program performed according to the procedures set forth in the 
Los Angeles Municipal Code, Sections 111.02 and 112.05. This involves taking 
measurements at selected locations to establish ambient background noise levels.

The Thresholds Guide allows the analyst to use "Presumed Ambient Noise Levels". The 
project area would be characterized as a commercial area as it is very urban. Therefore, 
the "Presumed Ambient Noise Level" according to Los Angeles Municipal Code, Section 
111.03 would be 60 dBA for daytime and 55 dBA for nighttime. It is industry standard to 
assume that a Leq is implied when no other descriptor is provided, as it would make no 
sense to use the instantaneous sound pressure level as a threshold.

An additional 24-hour noise reading was performed along the project site's southern 
property line between May 8th and May 9th, 2017 (2PM to 2PM) in order to verify the data 
provided in the noise study and the existing conditions. The 24-hour noise data indicates 
that the southern property line currently experiences noise levels ranging between 52.0 
to 59.6 dBA (1-hr Leq), with maximum noise levels reaching 81.9 dBA. The measured CNEL 
was 62.3 dBA.

Project Impacts

The Thresholds Guide instructs the analyst to review the project description and to
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identify the type, amount and scheduling of construction equipment to be used during 
each construction phase, and the distance from construction activities to noise sensitive 
uses. A project description, including the duration of each phase of construction is 
provided on page 3 of the noise study. The type of construction equipment expected to 
be used at the project site is presented in Table 5 and the distance to the receptor is 
assumed to be 50 feet (page 11). The noise report acknowledges that construction 
activities associated with the proposed project will increase daytime noise levels at the 
nearby residential and hotel uses by more than 5 dBA. This analysis has been 
supplemented to calculate the noise levels associated with the grading, building 
construction, and paving phases of project construction. The CNEL was calculated for 
each phase assuming construction hours of operation between the hours of was 7:00 AM 
to 7:00 PM. All equipment was assumed to have a usage factor of 40 percent. The 
equipment associated with each phase, noise reference levels and Leq calculation are 
included as Attachment 1 to this letter report. Table 1 presents the Leq, Lmax and CNEL 
for each phase of project construction.

Project construction will cause a temporary increase of greater than 5 dB at nearby land 
uses. As stated in the noise study compliance with allowed hours for construction 
activities presented in Section 41.40 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code will reduce 
construction noise impacts as construction activities will not occur during nighttime 
hours. Project construction will also be required to comply with Sections 80.36.2 and 
80.36.3 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code which prohibit trucks from arriving and/or 
idling near the project site before 6:30 AM. Where technically feasible, the project will 
also comply with Section 112.05 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code which sets forth a 
maximum noise level of 75 dBA at a distance of 50 feet for construction machinery.

Construction noise levels would not expose adjacent residents to noise levels that could 
cause physical discomfort, pain, or temporary or permanent hearing loss. The 
construction-related noise levels identified in the Initial Study are exterior noise levels at 
the adjacent buildings. There are no balconies or other exterior living environments at 
the adjacent residential building where residents would actually be exposed to these 
noise levels. As discussed on page IV-74 of the Initial Study, the exterior-to-interior 
reduction of newer buildings is generally more than 30 dBA. This reduction amount is 
based on the situation in which new buildings must comply with California Code of 
Regulations Title 24 Part 6: California's Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and 
Nonresidential Buildings, which requires substantial building insulation and reduces 
exterior to interior noise levels. Assuming a minimum 30 dBA exterior to interior noise 
reduction, daytime noise levels within the adjacent residential units would be no more 
than 56 dBA during the peak construction periods. This is similar to the existing daytime 
exterior noise levels in the southern part of the Project Site. As also discussed on page 
IV-77 of the Initial Study, normal speech at a distance of one meter is about 65 dBA L 
This means that interior noise levels would be lower than most normal speech. Additional 
measures that can be implemented to minimize construction noise impacts are presented 
below.

eq-
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Cumulative Impacts

Construction-related noise and ground-borne vibration for the proposed Project and each 
related project (that has not yet been built) would be localized. The Traffic Impact Study 
for the proposed Project identifies 139 related projects within the vicinity of the proposed 
Project Site. The nearest related project is located to the southeast of the Project Site at 
1541 Wilcox Avenue (related project #28), which proposes a 225-room hotel. 
Construction of that project is currently underway and simultaneous construction of 
these two projects is not expected to occur.

Given the physics of noise propagation, construction activities that may occur within the 
vicinity of the proposed project site would need to be located at the same distance from 
the sensitive receptors as the proposed project in order to result in an increase in noise 
levels of 3 dBA or more.

There are no projects in the vicinity that are located closer to the adjacent sensitive 
receptors than said project. Therefore, the cumulative increase in noise level would not 
be more than 3 dBA, which below the City's 5 dBA threshold for cumulative impacts. The 
impact is therefore less than significant.

Operational Noise

Screening Criteria

• Would the project introduce a stationary noise source likely to be audible beyond the 
property line of the project site?

• Would the project include 75 or more dwelling units, 100,000 square feet of greater 
of nonresidential development or have the potential to generate 1,000 or more 
average daily trips?

Based on the above criteria, the project has the potential to result in a significant impact 
related to operational noise. This is acknowledged on pages 3 and 15 of the noise study.

Significance Threshold

A project would normally have a significant impact on noise levels from project operations
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if the project causes the ambient noise level measured at the property line of affected 
uses to increase by 3 dBA in CNEL to or within the "normally unacceptable" or "clearly 
unacceptable" category or any 5 dBA or greater noise increase (see Table 1).

The project site is surrounded by multi-family homes, transient lodging and 
retail/commercial land uses. The hotel land use is adjacent to the eastern project 
property line and the multiple family land use is adjacent to the western project property 
line. The land north of the project site is primarily parking lot. Office/retail buildings are 
also located north and south of the project site. The referenced table establishes that 
noise levels of up to 65 CNEL are acceptable; noise levels between 60 and 70 CNEL are 
conditionally acceptable; and noise levels between 70 and 75 CNEL are normally 
unacceptable at multiple family residential and transient lodging land uses; and noise 
levels of up to 70 CNEL are acceptable; noise levels between 70 and 80 CNEL are 
conditionally acceptable; and noise levels above 75 CNEL are normally unacceptable at 
office/commercial land uses.

Per discussion on page 15, patio and rooftop noise levels are not expected to be much 
greater than 65 dBA Leq. The SoundPLAN noise model was utilized to model the 
propagation associated with the placement of 65 dBA Leq point noise sources spread 
across the entire rooftop deck. This type of noise source is referred to as an area source 
in SoundPLAN. No enclosures or rooftop walls were assumed and the rooftop deck was 
assumed to be fully operational for all 24-hours which results in a conservative 
calculation.

SoundPLAN is a three-dimensional software that takes into account the height of 
receptors, buildings and noise sources as well as intervening buildings. As shown in Figure 
2, noise levels associated with rooftop activities are not expected to exceed 49.1 CNEL at 
adjacent receptors. Rooftop noise propagation is shown in Figure 3. Noise associated 
with roof-top activities are not expected to cause an increase in ambient noise levels.

SoundPLAN was also utilized to model noise associated with the first floor outdoor 
courtyard using the same assumptions. Figure 4 shows that noise levels at the adjacent 
hotel and office/retail buildings may reach up to 58.9 CNEL and will not result in a 3 dB 
increase in ambient noise levels.

It should also be noted here that the project has been designed to reduce project 
generated operational noise. Modifications have made during the review process, and in 
the conditions of approval, including but not limited to the following:

• No music sound or noise shall be emitted from the subject businesses at a level 
prohibited by the noise regulations of the Los Angeles Municipal Code. Amplified 
recorded-music shall not be audible beyond the area under control of the 
applicant, and any sound or noise emitted that is under the control of the 
applicant shall constitute a violation of Section 116.01 of the Los Angeles
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Municipal Code, including any loud, unnecessary or unusual noise that disturbs 
the peace or quiet of any neighborhood or that causes discomfort. The 
establishment shall make an effort to control any unnecessary noise made by 
staff or nay employees contracted by the hotel, or any noise associated with the 
operation of the establishment, or equipment of the hotel, bar, or lounge.

• Any music, sound, noise, or vibration shall not be audible or felt beyond that part 
of the premises which is under the control of the applicant.

• Prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, the sound levels shall be 
measured consistent with the procedures in Los Angeles Municipal Code 111.02, 
and documentation of the measurements shall be submitted to the Department 
of City Planning for the file.

• No ambient background music shall be permitted within the outdoor ground floor 
courtyard and dining area after 12:00 AM.

• Live entertainment (including DJs) or amplified music may be permitted within 
the hotel lobby bar and lounge, but all lobby window and/or doors must remain 
closed after 12:00 AM when live entertainment or amplified music is played 
within the hotel lobby bar and lounge.

• The most recent project conditions of approval requires that the dining area 
(penthouse) be fully enclosed. Although the use of retractable doors and 
windows is permitted provided they are designed with noise-attenuating features 
(physical as well as operational) by a licensed acoustical sound engineer to assure 
that operational sounds shall be inaudible beyond the property line.

• The rooftop shall be enclosed on all sides with a minimum six-foot tall perimeter 
wall.

• No live entertainment (including DJs) or amplified music shall be permitted on the 
outdoor rooftop areas.

• No ambient background music shall be permitted within the outdoor rooftop 
areas after 12:00 AM.

• Amplified music may be permitted within the enclosed dining (penthouse) area 
on the rooftop provided that the doors are kept closed from 12:00 AM through 
2:00 AM. Only the front door of the enclosed dining area shall be used for access. 
All other doors shall be equipped on the inside with an automatic locking device 
and shall be kept closed at all times other than to permit temporary access for 
delivery of supplies, trash removal, and emergencies. These doors shall be solid; 
no screen or ventilated materials permitted.

• Between 7:00 AM and 12:00 AM if the enclosed dining (penthouse) doors and/or 
windows are open and there is a complaint from the community regarding sound 
projecting beyond that part of the premises then the applicant shall without 
protestation be required to immediately close the doors and/or windows of the 
enclosed dining are (penthouse) for the remainder of the day. Compliance with 
this requirement shall not require verification of actual noise projecting beyond 
the premises. Any continued violation of this condition shall constitute grounds 
for the Director of Planning to require the applicant/operator to file a plan
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approval application together with the associated fees and to hold a public 
hearing to review the applicant's compliance with, and effectiveness of, this 
provision.

Cumulative Impacts

When added to the existing ambient noise conditions, noise levels associated with project 
operations would not be loud enough or reach far enough to be cumulatively significant.

Mobile Vehicular Sources

Existing and existing plus project traffic volumes taken from the project traffic study 
(Overland Traffic Consultants, November 2016) were imported into an FHWA spreadsheet 
to determine the project's contribution to ambient noise levels along affected road 
segments. As shown in Table 8 (Cadence Report) of the noise study the project will not 
result in increases of 5 dBA or more. This methodology is consistent with the Thresholds 
Guide.

The noise report is incomplete. The document does not fully identify the existing ambient 
environment as there were no 24-hour measurements that were conducted on the site.

Comment 2:

As explained in Response 1, the noise study includes noise measurement data from a 
noise meter and therefore, meets the requirements to determine ambient noise levels. 
According to the Cadence Acoustical Report, the measured 15-minute levels ranged 
between 55.2 dBA Leq to 62.4 dBA Leq. An additional 24-hour noise reading was 
performed at the site. The 24-hour noise data indicates that the southern property line 
currently experiences noise levels ranging between 52.0 to 59.6 dBA (1-hr Leq), with 
maximum noise levels reaching 81.9 dBA. The measured CNEL was 62.3 dBA. . The 24- 
hour readings are within 3 dB of the 15-minute measured levels. Therefore, the 15-minute 
measures are typical for said project area.

Response 2:

The evening and nighttime ambient measurements were conducted while an event was 
occurring at a hotel property next door. It is unclear if the intent is to use these 
measurements conducted while an event occurred as documentation of the existing 
ambient noise level of the surrounding community of the Tommie Hotel project site, or 
as a method of evaluating impact from the proposed project.

Comment 3:

The evening noise measurements taken as part of the noise impact analysis were 
conducted on a Friday night. The Mama Shelter rooftop is utilized on a regular basis and 
its use is not limited to special events. Therefore, the noise measurement reflected 
ambient noise conditions. The noise measurement was also utilized to come to the 
determination that the noise levels associated with rooftop activities similar to those 
proposed by the project, can be relatively low at nearby properties. 
ambient/representative noise measurement was not used for noise modeling purposes.

Response 3:

The
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In addition, a 24-hour noise reading was performed at the site. The 24-hour noise data 
indicates that the southern property line currently experiences noise levels ranging 
between 52.0 to 59.6 dBA (1-hr Leq), with maximum noise levels reaching 81.9 dBA. The 
measured CNEL was 62.3 dBA. The noise data provides the ambient noise levels during 
daytime (7AM to 7PM), evening (7PM to 10PM) and nighttime (10PM to 7AM) conditions.

Using the Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide and the noise evaluations discussed in the 
report, significant impacts to noise sensitive receptors are anticipated during 
construction. An additional impact can be inferred because of changes to traffic as a 
result of this project. For this reason, the conclusion of the report that there are not 
significant impacts is incorrect and cannot be considered evidence that no significant 
impacts will occur if the project proceeds as proposed.

Comment 4:

Project construction will cause a temporary increase of greater than 5 dB at nearby land 
uses. As stated in the noise study compliance with allowed hours for construction 
activities presented in Section 41.40 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code will reduce 
construction noise impacts as construction activities will not occur during nighttime 
hours. Project construction will also be required to comply with Sections 80.36.2 and 
80.36.3 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code which prohibit trucks from arriving and/or 
idling near the project site before 6:30 AM. Where technically feasible, the project will 
also comply with Section 112.05 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code which sets forth a 
maximum noise level of 75 dBA at a distance of 50 feet for construction machinery. 
Additional measures that can be implemented to minimize construction noise impacts 
have been listed above under Response to Comment 1.

Response 4:

As stated in Response to Comment 1 under Mobile Vehicular Sources, project generated 
vehicle trips will not result in a substantial increase in ambient noise levels.

Cadence Environmental Consultants is not a member of the National Council of Acoustical 
Consultants. Although Cadence lists their areas of expertise to include "Environmental 
Noise Impact Analysis", there is no further documentation indicating their experience in 
evaluating noise impact to noise sensitive receptors. No engineer or technician is 
identified as responsible for developing this report, making it hard to determine the 
preparer's expertise in the area of environmental noise.

Comment 5:

NCAC is just one (1) of many reputable organizations for noise consultants. Acoustical 
Society of America (ASA) and Institute of Noise Control Engineers (INCE) are other 
organizations that acknowledge the acoustical merits of a professional's background.

Response 5:

Instead of reporting duration and the time the measurement was made, the ambient 
noise measurements only indicate they were conducted during the daytime on May 16, 
2016.

Comment 6:
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Noise meter output data including the date, time, duration, Leq, Lmax and Lmin are all 
included in Appendix A of the Cadence acoustical report.

Response 6:

The A weighting is not "approximating the sensitivity of the human ear" for all amplitudes.Comment 7:

Comment noted. No changes to the report are warranted as this clarification does not 
require any changes to the analysis or findings in the noise study.

Response 7:

The fundamentals of sound section of the report provides specific reductions for sound, 
including due to propagation and attenuation from building facades. These specific 
reductions are not referenced.

Comment 8:

The City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide provides specific noise attenuation rates 
to be utilized to estimate noise propagation on pages I.1-4, I.2-3, I.2-5. The noise report 
does reference the CEQA Thresholds Guide.

Response 8:

The documented daytime noise levels do not indicate the duration of the measurement, 
or what time of day these measurements were conducted.

Comment 9:

Noise meter output data including the date, time, duration, Leq, Lmax and Lmin are all 
included in Appendix A of the Cadence acoustical report.

Response 9:

At a minimum a 24-hour noise measurement must be made to document the existing 
ambient environment. The report does not document a 24-hour ambient noise 
measurement.

Comment 10.

An additional 24-hour noise reading was performed at the site. The 24-hour noise data 
indicates that the southern property line currently experiences noise levels ranging 
between 52.0 to 59.6 dBA (1-hr Leq), with maximum noise levels reaching 81.9 dBA. The 
measured CNEL was 62.3 dBA.

Response 10:

Is the purpose of the [evening and nighttime] measurements to document the existing 
ambient environment, or to use this as a comparison between the proposed rooftop 
activities for the proposed project?

Comment 11:

As explained in Response to Comment 3, the evening noise measurements taken as part 
of the noise impact analysis were conducted on a Friday night. The Mama Shelter rooftop 
is utilized on a regular basis and is not limited to special events. Therefore, the evening 
noise measurement reflected ambient noise conditions. The noise measurement was 
also utilized to come to the determination that the type of rooftop activities proposed by 
the project can be relatively low at nearby properties.

Response 11:

If the intent is to use this as a comparison, there is no documentation of the noise level 
at the rooftop of the Mama Building. Additionally, the Mama Building appears to be a 5

Comment 12:
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story building, while the proposed Tommie Hotel would be an eight story building; the 
Mama Building appears to be 135 feet further from the residential noise receptors 
compared to the proposed Tommie Building. Thus, this comparison of noise generated 
by an event at the Mama Building is not an appropriate method of evaluating noise impact 
from the future project.

The noise ambient noise measurement that captured noise associated with the Mama 
Shelter rooftop was not utilized for modeling purposes.

Response 12:

The measurements in the noise report were conducted at ground level. They do not take 
into account the residential building is a 4 story building. There is no evaluation of event 
noise at noise sensitive receptor that has the highest potential for impact, the top floor 
of the residential building. The barrier effects, and attenuation provided by distance from 
the event to the measurement location would be significantly greater at the street level 
than would be at the 4th floor of the residential building.

Comment 13:

The evening and nighttime sound level measurements were conducted at a location in 
the southwestern part of the Project Site in order to be as close to the adjacent residential 
building possible and as far from Selma Avenue as possible in order to identify the lowest 
baseline from which to conduct a conservative analysis of evening and nighttime noise 
level impacts of the Project. The location was about 10 feet from the residential property 
wall so as not to have the sound level measurement affected by sound bouncing off of 
the wall and about 15 feet from the southern boundary due to a car being parked closer 
than that. Sound level measurements were not conducted at the adjacent residential 
property because that property is private and the consultant did not have access to the 
property and also because there is a very narrow space between the residential building 
and the property wall and measurement in this location would have been affected by 
sound waves bouncing off of the building facade and property wall. The measurement 
location is considered to be representative of the property line of the residential property 
and the residential unit windows overlooking the Project Site. An additional noise 
measurement was taken for a 24-hour period documenting one-hour intervals. Figure 1 
shows the location of the noise measurement.

Response 13:

As explained in Response to Comment 1, the SoundPLAN noise model was utilized to 
model noise associated with rooftop deck activities. SoundPLAN is a three-dimensional 
software that takes into account the height of receptors, buildings and noise sources as 
well as intervening buildings.

The measurement location is not clearly defined. "The southwestern are of the project 
site" is not a noise sensitive receptor. The identified noise sensitive receptors include the 
residential building to the west of the project site.

Comment 14:

The noise measurement location was chosen to represent the ambient noise levels of the 
area. The southwest corner of the site is also likely the quietest location in the project

Response 14:
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area, including sensitive receptors because it is set back away from arterial roadways and 
is shielded by existing buildings. Taking the noise measurement in the southwest corner 
was therefore, conservative because it was most likely the quietest, resulting in the 
greatest increase over project generated noise. An additional noise measurement was 
taken for a 24-hour period documenting one-hour intervals. Figure 1 shows the location 
of the noise measurement.

Why is there no evaluation of noise at the location of the noise sensitive receptors that 
the report has identified.

Comment 15:

As stated in Response to Comment 1, SoundPLAN was utilized to model noise associated 
with the rooftop activities as well as the first floor outdoor courtyard activities. Figure 2 
shows that rooftop activities are not expected to exceed 49.1 CNEL at the closest 
receptor; and Figure 4 shows that courtyard noise levels are not expected to exceed 58.9 
CNEL at the nearest receptors, and will not result in a 3 dB increase in ambient noise 
levels.

Response 15:

There are no ambient noise measurements that were conducted during evening and 
nighttime hours. An ambient noise measurement without an event occurring should be 
conducted as a baseline for documenting the exiting noise environment. Ambient noise 
measurements should not be conducted while an event is occurring on a nearby property.

Comment 16:

As stated previously. An evening noise measurement was taken and meter output is 
included in Appendix A of the Cadence acoustic report. An additional 24-hour noise 
reading was performed at the site. The 24-hour noise data indicates that the southern 
property line currently experiences noise levels ranging between 52.0 to 59.6 dBA (1-hr 
Leq), with maximum noise levels reaching 81.9 dBA. The measured CNEL was 62.3 dBA 
Noise meter output is provided in Attachment 2. No special events were advertised on 
Mama Shelter's website and no special events were observed.

Response 16:

It should be noted however, that events at the Mama Shelter would be considered part 
of the ambient condition.

The report does not clearly document the governing criteria for evaluating significant 
impacts. The Los Angeles Municipal Code, the Noise Element of the Los Angles General 
Plan, and the City of Los Angles CEQA Thresholds Guide should all be referenced in this 
section.

Comment 17:

Please see Response to Comment 1.Response 18:

Construction Noise. No specific thresholds from the Municipal Code, General Plan or 
CEQA Thresholds Guide are referenced.

Comment 19:

The City of Los Angeles Municipal Code (L.A.M.C.) is referenced as an Applicable NoiseResponse 19:
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Standard on page 9. The project's maximum noise level of construction machinery 
ordinance is referenced on page 10 of the noise study. Noise ordinances applicable to 
the proposed project are listed on pages 12-14. The City of Los Angles Thresholds Guide 
is referenced on Pages 10. 17, 18, 22, and 23 of the Noise Study. Although the General 
Plan is not specifically referenced in the technical noise study, it is referenced on pages 
IV-71 and IV-80 of the Initial Study prepared for the project.

Compliance with section 41.10 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is not an indication 
there will be no significant impact to the adjacent noise sensitive receptors. Using the 
thresholds required by the City of Los Angeles, the conclusion for evaluating construction 
noise must be that there will be a significant unavoidable impact, as clearly supported in 
the report.

Comment 20:

As discussed in Response to Comment 1, project construction noise will result in a 5 dBA 
increase over existing noise levels. Compliance with City of Los Angeles Code will 
minimize construction noise impacts.

Response 20:

A single short term measurement performed in this case, or any case, cannot accurately 
describe the ambient noise environment over this period of time, as the ambient noise 
levels will fluctuate depending on the time of day due to changes in traffic patterns, and 
the actions of the surrounding community.

Comment 21:

An additional 24-hour noise reading was performed at the site. The 24-hour noise data 
indicates that the southern property line currently experiences noise levels ranging 
between 52.0 to 59.6 dBA (1-hr Leq), with maximum noise levels reaching 81.9 dBA. The 
measured CNEL was 62.3 dBA. The measurement data was within 3 dB of the 24-hour. 
The 24-hour readings are within 3 dB of the 15-minute measured levels from Cadence 
acoustic report. Therefore, the 15-minute measures are typical for said project area.

Response21:

The evaluation of impact of the rooftop facilities to the surrounding community does not 
include anticipated noise generated by the events and usage of the planned areas. Use 
of rooftop facilities including "a raised lounge, swimming pool, pool deck, garden, game 
zone, bar, and patio and events space are likely to have other noise sources in addition 
the ambient music discussed in this report.

Comment 22:

A reasonable modeling assumption of a point source of 65 dB every 1-meter (~3ft) across 
the entire rooftop deck area is a conservative assumption given the proposed activities. 
Furthermore, typical conversation at three (3) feet from the source can range between

dBA
(http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/maint/Pavement/Offices/Pavement_Engineering/Noise_Lev
els.html)

Response 22:

60 65to

The analysis uses general terms regarding the sound level of the ambient music: "InComment 23:

WWW.TRAFFiC-ENGiNEER.COM

13

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/maint/Pavement/Offices/Pavement_Engineering/Noise_Lev
http://WWW.TRAFFiC-ENGiNEER.COM


Mr. Brad Perrine
Tommie's Hotel
May 9, 2017

general, ambient music is described as the type that is played to provide background 
sound while not interfering with normal speech communication." If this is the case, the 
project description, or a documented mitigation requirement, should limit the noise 
generated by rooftop background music to no more than 65 dBA at any location on the 
roof.

As listed in Response to Comment 1, several conditions of approval have been applied to 
the project to minimize noise associated with rooftop activities.

Response 23:

If the daytime ambient noise level is 62 dBA, as claimed by the report, it is unlikely the 
conversation would be limited to 65 dBA at 1 meter, as people will need to be heard above 
the ambient noise. It is also unlikely the background music would be limited to less than 
65 dBA, as it would be drowned out by the ambient noise.

Comment 24:

The daytime ambient ranges from 52.0 to 59.6 dBA (1-hr Leq) as confirmed by the 24- 
hour reading. Conversations may range between 60 to 70 dBA, however 65 dBA (at 1- 
meter) is a reasonable average that can be assumed for modeling purposes. Furthermore, 
the statement that the background music would be drowned out by the ambient is not a 
true statement. Nosie levels that are within 20 dB of each are discernable, as it depends 
on the frequencies of interest (http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/0508- 
3443/7/5/302).

Response 24.

http://www.sfu.ca/sonic-studio/handbook/Equal Loudness Contours.html

The evaluation only discusses noise sensitive receptors that are at ground level. The 
evaluation must include the closest noise sensitive receptors, which would be on the 
upper floors of the residential building to the west.

Comment 25:

As explained in Response to Comment 1, the SoundPLAN noise model was utilized to 
model noise associated with rooftop deck activities. SoundPLAN is a three-dimensional 
software that takes into account the height of receptors, buildings and noise sources as 
well as intervening buildings. Noise receptors were placed at the facades of adjacent 
buildings at each floor.

Response 25:

Although the report indicates "There are a variety of recurrent (e.g. consumer electronics, 
intercom announcements) and non-recurrent activities (e.g. social gatherings) that would 
elevate the ambient noise to differing degrees. The noise levels generated at the site 
would primarily affect the existing residences to the west of the project site." Although 
these noise sources are acknowledged, the analysis does not include them in the 
evaluation of a significant impact.
"affect the existing residences", these sources should be evaluated.

Comment 26:

Since the report indicates they will

As stated previously, reasonable modeling assumption of a point source of 65 dB every 1-Response 26:
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meter across the entire courtyard area is a conservative assumption given the proposed 
activities. Also, the following condition of approval have been required to minimize noise 
associated with the proposed courtyard.

• No ambient background music shall be permitted within the outdoor ground floor 
courtyard and dining area after 12:00 AM.

Although the report indicates events using DJ equipment will be contained indoors, there 
is no evaluation for this as a potential impact. DJ events can be extremely loud, exceeding 
110 dBA in an enclosed space. The report claims a 20-30 dBA reduction for sound 
transmitting through building facades. Assuming a best case 30 dBA reduction, 
depending on the location of the rooftop DJ event space, there is the potential for noise 
levels as loud as 70-80 dBA to be generated at the residential property line during an 
indoor DJ event. The anticipated facade construction, and interior nose level limits must 
be more clearly defined to conclude there will be no significant impact.

Comment 27:

It is not known at this time exactly what decibel level a DJ may set his speakers. 
Compliance with the City conditions of approval listed in Response to Comment 1 will 
minimize the possibility that City noise level limits will be exceeded.

Response 27:

Furthermore, the project will implement proper acoustical design to ensure proper noise 
isolation. This would include an interior noise isolation review during the permitting 
stage.

With daytime ambient noise levels documented at 62 dBA, it is unlikely the background 
music would be played at a level so close to the documented ambient noise level.

Comment 28:

Please see response to Comment 24.Response 28:

The evaluation should clearly document all anticipated activities, the location of these 
activities, including background music, and the maximum noise level these noise sources 
will generate. If it is necessary to limit the background music to not exceed 65 dBA at any 
location on the rooftop to allow the rooftop amenities to function without causing 
significant impact to the surrounding noise sensitive receptors, this limit must be clearly 
stated as a condition of approval.

Comment 29:

As discussed in Response to Comment 1, conditions of approval have been placed on the 
project in order to avoid significant impacts associated with amplified music.

Response 29:

The report makes the conclusion, that "construction activities associated with the 
proposed project would increase daytime noise levels at nearby residential and hotel 
used by more than 5 dBA". From this conclusion documented in the report, according to 
thresholds documented in the L.A. CEQA Guide, construction will cause a significant 
impact. However, the report makes an incorrect statement: "Compliance with the noise

Comment 30:
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regulations in Section 41.40 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code would reduce the impact 
to a less than significant level." Section 41.40 does not limit construction noise levels. The 
construction noise evaluation should conclude this project will cause a significant 
unavoidable impact to noise receptors.

As stated in Response to Comment 4, allowed hours for construction activities presented 
in Section 41.40 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code will reduce construction noise impacts 
as construction activities will not occur during nighttime hours. Project construction will 
also be required to comply with Sections 80.36.2 and 80.36.3 of the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code which prohibit trucks from arriving and/or idling near the project site before 6:30 
AM. Where technically feasible, the project will also comply with Section 112.05 of the 
Los Angeles Municipal Code which sets forth a maximum noise level of 75 dBA at a 
distance of 50 feet for construction machinery. Additional measures that can be 
implemented to minimize construction noise impacts have been listed above under 
Response to Comment 1.

Response 30:

Compliance with Section 41.40 of the Los Angeles Municipal Ordinance will not keep 
construction activities from exceeding the Los Angeles CEQ Thresholds Guide's Significant 
Impact Thresholds, as clearly documented in the report.

Comment 31:

Please see Response to Comment 30.Response 31:

The section evaluating cumulative impacts does not use the correct acoustical metric for 
evaluation. The traffic calculations indicate a noise level of 3.1 dBA Leq could be possible 
during peak hour morning traffic. However, this information is not translated into a CNEL, 
as is required by the Thresholds Guide.

Comment 32:

The Thresholds Guide does not provide a threshold for evaluating the significance of 
increases in ambient noise levels due to project traffic. Regardless of the noise descriptor, 
a 3 dB increase in vehicle noise requires a doubling in traffic volumes. As can be seen in 
Table 8 (Cadence acoustic report), in no case will project traffic come near to doubling 
existing traffic volumes.

Response32:

Including the anticipated increase in ambient noise levels due to operational noise from 
multiple outdoor event areas, and indoor events, building systems, with the traffic noise 
increase could cause more than a 3.1 CNEL increase.

Comment 33:

Operational noise will largely be confined to the project site and will not contribute 
significantly to ambient noise levels associated with roadway vehicle traffic.

Response 33:

There are three documents developed by the City of Los Angeles that must be used to 
evaluate a significant impact, the Los Angeles Municipal Code, the Noise Element of the 
City of Los Angles General Plan, and the Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide. The noise 
report for this project never references the Noise Element. It also does not use any of the

Comment 34:
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Significance Thresholds indicated in the Thresholds Guide as a method of determining 
significant impact. The report also incorrectly uses compliance with a section in the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code that limits construction noise duration as a method of evaluating 
impact due to the amplitude of construction noise. For these reasons, the report is 
incomplete.

The noise report appropriately utilized the Thresholds Guide for noise impact analysis. 
The Thresholds Guide was developed to incorporate all necessary thresholds, including 
those that are derived from the Municipal Ordinance and General Plan.

Response 34.

Since the Cadence report anticipates exceeding both of the Thresholds in the Thresholds 
guidance document, the report should conclude there are significant unavoidable impacts 
to noise sensitive receptors, or introduce additional mitigation to eliminate these 
impacts.

Comment 35:

Please see Response to Comment 1.Response 35:

The noise report does not provide a complete description of the ambient noise 
environment.

Comment 36:

As described in response to Comment 1, the Thresholds Guide allow the analyst to use 
"Presumed Ambient Noise Levels". The project area would be characterized as a 
commercial area as it is very urban. Therefore, the "Presumed Ambient Noise Level" 
according to Los Angeles Municipal Code, Section 111.03 would be 60 dBA for daytime 
and 55 dBA for nighttime. An additional 24-hour noise reading was performed at the site. 
The 24-hour noise data indicates that the southern property line currently experiences 
noise levels ranging between 52.0 to 59.6 dBA (1-hr Leq), with maximum noise levels 
reaching 81.9 dBA. The measured CNEL was 62.3 dBA.

Response 36:

The noise report does not evaluate all potential noise generating activities that will occur 
as a result of the project.

Comment 37:

Please see Response to Comment 1 for an explanation of additional modeling that was 
conducted to verify findings in the Noise Report.

Response 37:

Giroux Associates, April 24, 2017

The Initial Study shows that there will be a significant impact on noise. Noise levels at the 
project site, which is currently a parking lot, average around 55 dBA in the daytime, 57 
dBA in the evening, and 56 dBA at night. The Initial Study calculates that construction 
noise levels associated with the proposed project "could range from 77 to 86 dBA, at "uses 
adjacent to the site." This is an increase of daytime noise levels at the nearby residential 
and hotel uses over existing conditions by at least 20 dBA, up to almost a 30 dBA increase, 
depending on the type of construction activity being carried out.

Comment 1:
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Please see Acentech Response to Comment 1, Project Impacts.Response 1:

The City has set an increase of noise by 5 dBA for construction activities lasting more than 
10 days in a three-month period as its threshold for a significant impact in the L.A. CEQA 
Threshold Guide. No limit is placed in the City's CEQA threshold Guide in this substandard 
on times of day or night that such noise increase occurs. The Initial Study itself admits 
that "construction activities associated with the proposed project would increase daytime 
noise levels at the nearby residential and hotel uses by more than 5 dBA." Even with the 
mufflers mentioned in Table IV-14. On its face, therefore, the Initial Study admits that a 
noise increase will occur that exceeds the City's own threshold for a significant impact on 
noise, even with the mitigation of using noise mufflers on construction equipment, and 
avoiding use of multiple pieces of equipment at the same time.

Comment 2:

Please see Acentech Response to Comment 1, Project Impacts.Response 2:

In addition, the Initial Study fails to examine the impacts on noise, and on vibration, of 
the 3,222 heavy-heavy duty diesel truck trips to and from the project site during grading 
operations that are described in the Air Quality section of these comments. Selma 
Avenue is a narrow side street, in which the noise from these thousands of trips 
immediately adjacent to the Tommie hotel site.

Comment 3:

The existing measured ambient indicates that the southern property line currently 
experiences noise levels ranging between 52.0 to 59.6 dBA (1-hr Leq), with maximum 
noise levels reaching 81.9 dBA. The measured CNEL was 62.3 dBA. In order to exceed the 
City's conditionally acceptable limit of 70 dBA CNEL, the noise level from truck trips would 
need to further increase the ambient by 7.7 dBA CNEL. The number of trips per day would 
not be 3,222. Instead the trips would average out across the four (4) months of excavation 
and the additional number of trips on the roadway would more likely be approximately 
26.85 trips per day or 3.35 trips in an 8-hour work day. Selma Avenue currently experience 
approximately 4,200 trips per day. The 26.85 trips per day would increase the noise level 
by less than 1.0 dBA CNEL.

Response 3:

You have informed me that the developer of the Tommie Hotel also owns the Mama 
Shelter. This raises the possibility that the evening and nighttime ambient noise 
measurements were artificially high if the developer's DJ was instructed to increase noise 
volume from the roof of the Mama Shelter during the ambient evening and nighttime 
noise measurements. If true, the magnitude of impacts of evening and nighttime noise 
from the project may be worse than as shown in the Initial Study.

Comment 4:

An additional 24-hour noise reading was performed at the site. The 24-hour noise data 
indicates that the southern property line currently experiences noise levels ranging 
between 52.0 to 59.6 dBA (1-hr Leq), with maximum noise levels reaching 81.9 dBA. The

Response 4:
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measured CNEL was 62.3 dBA.Noise meter output is provided in Attachment 2. No special 
events were advertised on Mama Shelter's website and no special events were observed.

The Environmental Noise Impact Analysis for the Tommie Hotel project appendix to the 
Initial Study states that [a]n increase of 5 dBA requires more than a tripling of sound 
energy."

Comment 4:

This is a typo and error. Regardless of the typo, this finding does not change the outcome 
of the analysis.

Response 4:

For Tommie, "[d]emolition and excavation activities would occur over approximately four 
months, and building construction would occur over approximately 19 months." This 
meets the time span required for the noise significance threshold to apply.

Comment 5:

Comment noted.Response 5:

... by heavy-duty trucks would certainly be perceived, and may reach levels that exceed 
the 5 dBA increase that the City considers significant. This may also be a significant 
impact, but the Initial Study totally ignores it, rendering the document even more 
deficient.

Comment 6:

Please see Acentech Response to Comment 1, Project Impacts and Giroux Response to 
Comment 3.

Response 6:

The Initial Study concludes that no significant noise impact will occur, relying on two 
municipal ordinances that regulate noise. The first is Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 
41.40, which forbids construction work that "would disturb persons occupying sleeping 
quarter" during nighttime hours and all day on Sundays and federal holidays. By its own 
terms, this ordinance does not apply to noise during daytime, non-sleeping hours except 
Sundays and federal holidays; thereby allowing construction noise that can disturb people 
"in sleeping quarters" on about 300 other days of the year, and not even after addressing 
the effect of such noise on people who are not in sleeping quarters, day or night. The 
Initial Study does not offer any justification or explanation as to why this level of noise 
increase during daytime hours is not a significant impact.

Comment 7:

Please see Acentech Response to Comment 1, Project Impacts.Response 7:

Nor does the Initial Study even make clear the magnitude of the increase in noise. The 
Noise Impact Analysis attached to the Initial Study states that "daytime composite 
construction noise levels associated with the proposed project could range from 77 to 86 
dBA, and admits that this exceeds the 5 dBA increase significance level, but does not 
provide a table of average human reactions to noise levels, something that is commonly 
provided in CEQA documents. Such a table would indicate, for example, the noise levels

Comment 8:
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at which people may experience interference with such daily activities as talking on the 
phone, physical discomfort, then pain, and finally temporary or permanent hearing loss, 
to enable the public and the decision-makers to evaluate the level of noise increases that 
would be caused by this project.

Exhibit H of the City of Los Angeles General Plan Noise Element, Common Noise Levels is 
readily available on the City's website to the public and decision makers. This table is not 
a required element of a technical noise study. However, a link referencing said table is 
provided below:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/maint/Pavement/Offices/Pavement_Engineering/Noise_Lev
els.html

Response 8:

The second ordinance relied on by the Initial Study to supposedly reduce construction 
noise to the level of insignificance is Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 112.05, which 
limits construction equipment to a maximum of 75 dBA at a distance of 50 feet from the 
equipment. It provides that such equipment may not raise noise levels on "any other 
occupied property" by more than 5 dBA. However, it also creates an exemption from 
prosecution if noise reduction to permissible levels is "technically infeasible".

Comment 9:

Please see Acentech Response to Comment 1, Project Impacts.Response 9:

The Initial Study relies on compliance with the Los Angeles Municipal Code to "ensure 
that sources of noise at a property do not cause excessive noise at nearby residences." 
The Initial Study presents no actual evidence, let alone substantial evidence, that the 
mere existence of the ordinance sit cites will ensure that the project will not cause 
significant noise impacts. Instead, the Initial Study admits that "compliance with the noise 
regulations under Section 41.40 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code would reduce 
construction noise impacts to the maximum extent feasible." The Initial Study then 
concludes that "construction-related noise impacts would be less than significant."

Comment 10:

Please see Acentech Response to Comment 1, Project Impacts.Response 10:

Even assuming that all construction-related noise will in fact be reduced to the maximum 
extent feasible, that would not support a conclusion of no significant noise impacts; the 
two are not in any way interchangeable. This is a significant impact, and under CEQA 
Section 21064.5 and Guidelines Section 15070(b) and 15369.5, a mitigated negative 
declaration may not be used for the project.

Comment 11:

Please see Acentech Response to Comment 1, Project Impacts.Response 11.

Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 41.40 does set prosecutable limits on noise, but it 
exempts from prosecution any source for which those level of noise reduction are 
"technically infeasible". This exemption means that the ordinance does not guarantee 
actual noise reduction, only use of whatever mitigation is currently feasible. The

Comment 12:
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ordinance guarantees that noise generated has no criminal legal consequences to the 
nose generator where the exemption applies.

Please see Acentech Response to Comment 1, Project Impacts.Response 12:

CEQA is concerned with the impact on the noise receptor, not the criminal liability of the 
noise generator. That the noise generator is not legally liable to prosecution does not 
make the impact on the noise receptor insignificant. Because noise is immune from 
prosecution under the City's ordinance does not make it insignificant for CEQA purposes.

Comment 13:

Please see Acentech Response to Comment 1, Project Impacts.Response 13:

The Initial Study violates CEQA procedure, and deprives the public of vital information as 
to project impacts, by relying on the mere existence of a prohibition on excessive noise 
to assume that such noise will not occur and therefore refusing to analyze and disclose 
the potential impact of project construction noise. If project-related noise levels are 
actually insignificant, as measured against City-adopted thresholds, then the Initial Study 
should state that and support it with substantial evidence, so that the public, the decision
makers, and a reviewing court can evaluate the statement and the evidence. If not, an 
EIR must be prepared.

Comment 14:

Please see Acentech Response to Comment 1, Project Impacts.
The Initial Study repeats the contention that Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 41.40 
will ensure that there is no significant noise increase in evaluating the cumulative noise 
impacts of this project and the seven other projects that could be under construction in 
the project's immediate area at the same time as the project. The argument suffers from 
all the same weaknesses here as it does in evaluating the project's noise taken by itself, 
except that the argument loses even more credibility when it extends to projects where 
the project's proponent has neither knowledge of or control over the noise generating 
vehicles and equipment. Optimism cannot substitute for the substantial evidence of no 
significant impact that is totally lacking here.

Response 14: 
Comment 15:

Please see Acentech Response to Comment 1, Cumulative Impacts.Response 15:

Finally, the Initial Study analyzes impacts from construction-related vibration by 
examining only the type of construction equipment - large bull dozer - that produce the 
highest level of vibration. Since a large bulldozer would not produce a high enough level 
to result in building damage or human annoyance, the Initial Study concludes that no 
significant impact could result from vibrations produced by project construction. The 
implicit assumption underlying this conclusion is that multiple pieces of vibration-causing 
construction equipment will never be used simultaneously, or that vibration impacts are 
not additive, neither of which is proven in the Initial Study. The City must provide 
substantial evidence to support this assumption before it can bas a conclusion of no 
significant impact upon it. The Initial Study fails to "clearly" demonstrate that there is no

Comment 16:
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significant noise impact - in fact it appears from the City's own analysis that more than 
on significant noise or vibration impact will occur.

The vibration levels were estimated and are provided in Attachment 3. The vibration 
impact is anticipated to reach up to 0.244 in/sec (PPV). The impact would be less than any 
risk of structural damage for typical residential/multi-family development which has a 
limit of 0.5 in/sec (PPV). Therefore, the impact would be considered less than significant.

Response 16:

It has been a pleasure to service your needs on this project. Should you have any questions or if we can 
be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to call at (714) 973-8383.

Sincerely,

KUNZMAN ASSOCIATES , INC.

Mike Dickerson, INCE 
Sr. Associate 
JN 7100

Roma Stromberg, INCE 
Sr. Associate

Attachment 1, Construction Noise Analysis 
Attachment 2, Noise Level Meter Output 
Attachment 3, Vibration Analysis

Figure 1, Surrounding Land Uses and Noise Measurement Location
Figure 2, Rooftop Operational Noise Levels
Figure 3, Rooftop Operational Noise Level Contours
Figure 4, Courtyard Operational Noise Levels
Figure 5, Courtyard Operational Noise Level Contours
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ATTACHMENT A

Construction Noise Analysis



at 70 feet L at 70 feetMaxeq

dBA dBAActivity
Grading 87 89
Building Construction 82 84
Paving 83 85

Reference (dBA) 
50 ft LmaxEquipment Summary

Rock Drills 96
Jack Hammers 82
Pneumatic Tools 85
Pumps 80
Dozers 85
Scrappers 87
Haul Trucks 88
Cranes 82
Portable Generators 80
Rollers 80

Tractors 80

Front-End Loaders 86

Hydraulic Excavators 86

Graders 86

Air Compressors 86

Trucks 86



Grading
Noise Level Calculation Prior to Implementation of Noise Attenuation Requirements

Distance to 
ReceptorUsage

Factor
Reference (dBA) 

50 ft Lmax
Ground
Effect

Shielding
(dBA)

Calculated (dBA)
1No. Equipment Description Quantity (ft) Lmax Leq Energy

Grader1 86 1 40 50 0.5 0 86.0 82.0 159242868
Dozer
Excavator
Tractor/Backhoe
Scrapper

2 85 1 40 50 0.5 0 85.0 81.0 126491106
318485736
80000000

400949787

3 86 2 40 50 0.5 0 89.0 85.0
4 80 2 40 50 0.5 0 83.0 79.0
5 87 2 40 50 0.5 0 90.0 86.0

Lmax* 92 Leq 90Source: KAI, May 2017.
1- Percentage of time that a piece of equipment is operating at full power. 
dBA - A-weighted Decibels 
Lmax- Maximum Level 
Leq- Equivalent Level

Lw 124 Lw 122

No 1 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

2 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

3 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

4 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

5 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

6 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

7 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

8 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

9 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

10 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

11 dBA 
Shielding 
LeqdBA

12 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

13 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

14 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

15 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

Shielding 
Leq dBAGround EffectFeet Meters

50 15.2 0.5 90 89 88 87 86 85 84 83 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75
60 18.3 0.5 88 87 86 85 84 83 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73
70 21.3 0.5 87 86 85 84 83 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72
80 24.4 0.5 85 84 83 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70
90 27.4 0.5 84 83 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69

100 30.5 0.5 83 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68
110 33.5 0.5 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67
120 36.6 0.5 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66
130 39.6 0.5 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65
140 42.7 0.5 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64
150 45.7 0.5 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63
160 48.8 0.5 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63
170 51.8 0.5 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62
180 54.9 0.5 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61
190 57.9 0.5 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61
200 61.0 0.5 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60
210 64.0 0.5 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60
220 67.1 0.5 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59
230 70.1 0.5 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59
240 73.1 0.5 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58
250 76.2 0.5 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58
260 79.2 0.5 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57
270 82.3 0.5 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57
280 85.3 0.5 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57
290 88.4 0.5 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56
300 91.4 0.5 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56
310 94.5 0.5 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56
320 97.5 0.5 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55
330 100.6

103.6
106.7
109.7
112.8

0.5 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55
340 0.5 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55
350 0.5 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54
360 0.5 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54
370 0.5 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54



Building Construction
Noise Level Calculation Prior to Implementation of Noise Attenuation Requirements

Distance to 
ReceptorUsage

Factor
Reference (dBA) 

50 ft Lmax
Ground
Effect

Shielding
(dBA)

Calculated (dBA)
1No. Equipment Description Quantity (ft) Lmax Leq Energy

Cranes1 82 1 40 50 0.5 0 82.0 78.0 63395727.7
Forklift/Tractor
Generator
Tractor/Backhoe

2 80 3 40 50 0.5 0 84.8 80.8 120000000
40000000

120000000
3 80 1 40 50 0.5 0 80.0 76.0
4 80 3 40 50 0.5 0 84.8 80.8

Lmax* 87 Leq 85Source: KAI, May 2017.
1- Percentage of time that a piece of equipment is operating at full power. 
dBA - A-weighted Decibels 
Lmax- Maximum Level 
Leq- Equivalent Level

Lw 118 Lw 117

No 1 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

2 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

3 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

4 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

5 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

6 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

7 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

8 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

9 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

10 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

11 dBA 
Shielding 
LeqdBA

12 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

13 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

14 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

15 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

Shielding 
Leq dBAGround EffectFeet Meters

50 15.2 0.5 85 84 83 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70
60 18.3 0.5 83 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68
70 21.3 0.5 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67
80 24.4 0.5 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65
90 27.4 0.5 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64

100 30.5 0.5 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63
110 33.5 0.5 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62
120 36.6 0.5 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61
130 39.6 0.5 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60
140 42.7 0.5 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59
150 45.7 0.5 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58
160 48.8 0.5 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58
170 51.8 0.5 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57
180 54.9 0.5 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56
190 57.9 0.5 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56
200 61.0 0.5 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55
210 64.0 0.5 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55
220 67.1 0.5 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54
230 70.1 0.5 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54
240 73.1 0.5 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53
250 76.2 0.5 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53
260 79.2 0.5 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52
270 82.3 0.5 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52
280 85.3 0.5 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52
290 88.4 0.5 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51
300 91.4 0.5 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51
310 94.5 0.5 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51
320 97.5 0.5 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51 50
330 100.6

103.6
106.7
109.7
112.8

0.5 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51 50
340 0.5 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51 50
350 0.5 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51 50 49
360 0.5 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51 50 49
370 0.5 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51 50 49



Paving
Noise Level Calculation Prior to Implementation of Noise Attenuation Requirements

Distance to 
ReceptorUsage

Factor
Reference (dBA) 

50 ft Lmax
Ground
Effect

Shielding
(dBA)

Calculated (dBA)
1No. Equipment Description Quantity (ft) Lmax Leq Energy

Pavers1 86 2 40 50 0.5 0 89.0 85.0 318485736
Rollers
Paving Equipment

2 80 2 40 50 0.5 0 83.0 79.0 80000000
800000003 80 2 40 50 0.5 0 83.0 79.0

Lmax* 90 Leq 87Source: KAI, May 2017.
1- Percentage of time that a piece of equipment is operating at full power. 
dBA - A-weighted Decibels 
Lmax- Maximum Level 
Leq- Equivalent Level

Lw 122 Lw 118

No 1 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

2 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

3 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

4 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

5 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

6 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

7 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

8 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

9 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

10 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

11 dBA 
Shielding 
LeqdBA

12 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

13 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

14 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

15 dBA 
Shielding 
Leq dBA

Shielding 
Leq dBAGround EffectFeet Meters

50 15.2 0.5 87 86 85 84 83 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72
60 18.3 0.5 85 84 83 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70
70 21.3 0.5 83 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68
80 24.4 0.5 82 81 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67
90 27.4 0.5 80 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65

100 30.5 0.5 79 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64
110 33.5 0.5 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63
120 36.6 0.5 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62
130 39.6 0.5 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61
140 42.7 0.5 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61
150 45.7 0.5 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60
160 48.8 0.5 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59
170 51.8 0.5 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59
180 54.9 0.5 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58
190 57.9 0.5 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57
200 61.0 0.5 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57
210 64.0 0.5 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56
220 67.1 0.5 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56
230 70.1 0.5 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55
240 73.1 0.5 70 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55
250 76.2 0.5 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54
260 79.2 0.5 69 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54
270 82.3 0.5 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53
280 85.3 0.5 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53
290 88.4 0.5 68 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53
300 91.4 0.5 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52
310 94.5 0.5 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52
320 97.5 0.5 67 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52
330 100.6

103.6
106.7
109.7
112.8

0.5 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51
340 0.5 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51
350 0.5 66 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51
360 0.5 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51 50
370 0.5 65 64 63 62 61 60 59 58 57 56 55 54 53 52 51 50



ATTACHMENT B

Noise Level Meter Output



Noise Measurement
Field Data

5/8/2017 to 5/9/2017Project Name: Tommie Hotel Project - 24HR Reading Date:

Project #: 7021

Noise Measurement #: .xlsx Technician: Ian Edward GallagherNM 24Hr 3099 LxT Data.088

Nearest Address or Cross Street:
Site Description (Type of Existing Land Use and any 

other notable features)

Parking Lot Adjacent to Hotel

Site: Gated parking lot, adjacent to residential and hotel

(Circle one)SLOW FASTWeather: High cloud, mostly clear skies. Settings:

Temperature: 54 to 68 deg F Wind: Calm to 8mph Humidity: ~56% Terrain: FLAT

Start Time: End Time: Run Time:2:00pm 8 May 2017 2:00pm 9 Oct 2017 24 x 1Hr

dB Primary Noise Source: Traffic from Selma AvenueLeq:

dBLmax

dB Secondary Noise Sources: Traffic from Shrader Avenue, Wilcox AvenueL2

dB Noise for residences, choppers and overhead aircraftL8

dBL25

dBL50

SoundTrack LxT Class 1 Larson Davis CAL250 Acoustic CalibratorNOISE METER: CALIBRATOR:

Larson Davis Larson DavisMAKE: MAKE:

Cal250MODEL: LxT1 MODEL:

SERIAL NUMBER: 3099 SERIAL NUMBER: 2723

11/4/2016 FACTORY CALIBRATION DATE: 11/3/2017FACTORY CALIBRATION DATE:

Kunzman Associates, Inc.
OVER AC YEARS OF EXCELLENT SER VICE



Noise Measurement
Field Data

5/8/2017FIELD CALIBRATION DATE:

Meter was placed along the project site's southern property line (mid-point).
Additional Notes/Sketch

Looking South

Vmmu
Illllllf.

Looking Southeast
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Kunzman Associates, Inc.
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Noise Measurement
Field Data

Time LminDate Leq Lmax L2 L8 L25 L50 L90

10/10/2016
10/10/2016
10/10/2016
10/10/2016
10/10/2016
10/10/2016
10/10/2016
10/11/2016

2PM - 3PM 57.0 74.3 52.8 64.5 59.6 56.0 54.8 54.0
3PM - 4PM 58.3 79.7 52.1 64.8 59.9 55.9 54.9 54.0
4PM - 5PM 56.5 69.4 52.8 62.9 58.6 56.0 54.9 53.9
5PM - 6PM 57.0 71.6 52.8 65.1 59.1 56.1 54.9 53.9
6PM - 7PM 55.3 65.8 53.2 58.9 56.6 55.5 54.8 54.0
7PM - 8PM 58.1 80.1 53.4 61.8 57.0 55.5 54.9 54.3
8PM - 9PM 57.0 73.6 53.5 65.5 58.0 55.8 55.0 54.2

9PM - 10PM 56.7 70.9 53.7 63.0 58.3 56.1 55.1 54.4
10/11/2016
10/11/2016
10/11/2016
10/11/2016
10/11/2016
10/11/2016
10/11/2016
10/11/2016

10PM - 11PM 55.7 65.7 53.4 61.2 57.2 55.4 54.7 54.1
11PM - 12AM 53.6 66.7 47.2 56.9 55.1 54.5 54.2 48.1
12AM - 1AM 52.0 72.6 45.8 57.7 53.1 49.2 47.8 46.6
1AM - 2AM 54.4 69.8 46.0 64.3 59.2 52.3 48.1 46.7
2AM - 3AM 53.5 75.5 46.0 62.6 53.4 50.0 48.6 47.2
3AM - 4AM 54.7 72.7 48.2 62.1 58.6 53.3 51.6 49.7
4AM - 5AM 56.5 76.6 48.2 62.1 58.6 57.6 52.8 49.6
5AM - 6AM 59.5 77.1 56.9 62.1 60.3 59.2 58.5 57.7

10/11/2016
10/11/2016
10/11/2016
10/11/2016
10/11/2016
10/11/2016
10/11/2016
10/11/2016

6AM - 7AM 59.6 77.3 56.6 64.5 60.9 59.4 58.6 57.6
7AM - 8AM 58.3 81.9 53.5 62.3 59.8 58.7 57.7 55.0
8AM - 9AM 56.4 69.6 52.1 61.4 58.4 56.5 55.6 54.1

9AM - 10AM 56.5 75.2 51.8 63.7 57.7 55.6 54.5 53.2
10AM - 11AM 57.0 68.1 53.9 62.2 59.0 57.3 55.9 54.9
11AM - 12PM 55.2 74.3 51.6 61.5 57.4 55.3 53.1 52.4
12PM - 1PM 56.8 73.5 51.7 64.5 58.4 55.4 54.1 52.8
1PM - 2PM 57.2 77.3 53.5 65.8 57.9 56.2 54.0 53.1

CNEL 62.3

Kunzman Associates, Inc.
tm

OVER AC YEARS OF EXCELLENT SER VICE



ATTACHMENT C

Vibration Analysis



VIBRATION LEVEL IMPACT

Date: 5/8/17Tommie Hotel Noise Impact Analysis 

Large Bulldozer 

Unmitigated

70 from sensitive receptor 

Project Site 

PPV = PPVref(25/D)An (in/sec)

Project:

Source:

Scenario:

Location:

Address:

DATA INPUT

Equipment = INPUT SECTION IN BLUE
Large Bulldozer2

Type

Reference PPV (in/sec) at 25 ft.

Distance from Equipment to Receiver (ft) 

Vibration attenuation rate through the ground

PPVref = 0.089

70.00D =

1.10n =

Note: Based on reference equations from Vibration Guidance Manual, California Department of Transportation, 2006, pgs 38-43.

DATA OUT RESULTS

]IN/SEC0.029PPV = OUTPUT IN RED



VIBRATION LEVEL IMPACT

Date: 5/8/17Tommie Hotel Noise Impact Analysis 

Caisson Drilling 

Unmitigated

10 from sensitive receptor 

Project Site 

PPV = PPVref(25/D)An (in/sec)

Project:

Source:

Scenario:

Location:

Address:

DATA INPUT

Equipment = INPUT SECTION IN BLUE
Caisson Drilling3

Type

Reference PPV (in/sec) at 25 ft.

Distance from Equipment to Receiver (ft) 

Vibration attenuation rate through the ground

PPVref = 0.089

10.00D =

1.10n =

Note: Based on reference equations from Vibration Guidance Manual, California Department of Transportation, 2006, pgs 38-43.

DATA OUT RESULTS

]IN/SEC0.244PPV = OUTPUT IN RED



Figure 1
Surrounding Land Uses and Noise Measurement Location Map
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Figure 3
I

Rooftop Operational 
Noise Contours CNEL

■

«■'

Assumes constant operation 24/7

I I n
i" :

rf
HJ I J!

□
Li

Signs and symbols
Area source
(conversation, music, dining)r

Levels in dB(A)
<=45 

45 - 50 
50 - 55 
55 - 60 
60 - 65 

> 65

1 : 50

$

0 12.5 25 50 75 100
feet

P
I

Kunzman Associates, Inc.
Over 40 Years of Excellent Service



-I IT Figure 4

t- Courtyard
Operational Noise Levels 
(CNEL)
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