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Prior to approving a project, the decision-making body of the lead agency must consider 
the proposed negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration together with any 
comments received during the public review process. (14 CCR 15074(b))  The following 
describes the publication of the proposed Van Nuys Fire Station 39 Initial Study/ 
Mitigated Negative Declaration, the comments received and provides staff clarifications 
and responses to the comments. 

 

Purposes and Focus of Review 

Public participation is an essential part of the CEQA process.  The purposes of review 
of negative declarations include:  (a) sharing expertise, (b) disclosing agency analyses, 
(c) checking for accuracy, (d) detecting omissions, (e) discovering public concerns, and 
(f) soliciting counter proposals.  In reviewing negative declarations, persons should 
focus on the proposed finding that the project will not have a significant effect on the 
environment. If persons and public agencies believe that the project may have a 
significant effect, they should: 

(1) Identify the specific effect, 

(2) Explain why they believe the effect would occur, and 

(3) Explain why they believe the effect would be significant. 

Reviewers should explain the basis for their comments, and should submit data or 
references offering facts, reasonable assumptions based on facts, or expert opinion 
supported by facts in support of the comments.  An effect will not be considered 
significant in the absence of substantial evidence.  Reviewing organizations should 
include with their comments the name of a contact person who would be available for 
later consultation if necessary.  

If any person who is consulted with regard to a negative declaration fails to comment 
within a reasonable time as specified by the Lead Agency, it will be assumed, without a 
request for a specific extension of time, that such person has no comment to make. 
Although the Lead Agency need not respond to late comments, the Lead Agency may 
choose to respond to them. 

CEQA does not require formal hearings at any stage of the environmental review 
process.  Public comments may be restricted to written communications.  If an agency 
provides a public hearing on its decision to carry out or approve a project, the agency 
should include environmental review as one of the subjects for the hearing. 

 

Publication/Circulation 

The proposed Van Nuys Fire Station 39 Initial Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration 
was circulated for public review period, beginning on February 20, 2014, and ending on 
March 24, 2014.  As required by CEQA, notice of intent to adopt a mitigated negative 
declaration was provided to interested public agencies, and the Los Angeles County 
Clerk.   
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The notice was published in the Los Angeles Times on February 20, 2014.  

The notice of intent was also sent to:  owners and residents of nearby properties, as 
well as to interested parties; various City offices; the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council; 
and the Vista Oaks Neighborhood Watch.  The Notice of Intent was also sent via email 
to 17 interested parties. 

Copies of the document were available from the Department of Public Works Bureau of 
Engineering website: 

http:eng.lacity.org/techdocs/emg/Environmental_Review_Documents.htm 

Copies of the document were available at the Van Nuys Branch Library, 6250 Sylmar 
Avenue, Van Nuys, CA 91401.    

Copies of the document were available at the Van Nuys Branch Library, 6250 Sylmar 
Avenue, Van Nuys, CA 91401.    

Copies of the document were provided upon request.   

We received 30 responses to the notice of intent, all of which are attached.  Responses 
to the comments follow each comment.   

 

Clarifications and Responses to Comments 

The following are general clarifications and responses.  Responses to specific 
comments follow each comment letter. 

Noise 

Many commenters stated that the project’s impact on environmental noise levels will be 
significant. 

Noise Impact of the Whole of the Action 

Section 15378 of the State CEQA Guidelines states: “‘Project’ means the whole of an 
action, which has a potential for resulting in either a direct physical change in the 
environment, or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the 
environment….  The term ‘project’ refers to the activity which is being approved and 
which may be subject to several discretionary approvals by governmental agencies. The 
term ‘project’ does not mean each separate governmental approval.” 

The addition of fire station operations to the proposed site cannot be separated from the 
removal of operations from the current location.  They are two aspects of one action.  
Therefore the environmental effects produced at both locations must be considered 
together.  Fire Station operations have a greater adverse effect on ambient noise levels 
at the current site than they would have at the proposed site, because there are more 
sensitive receptors at the current site.  The net result is a lessening of environmental 
impact and therefore not significant when considering the “whole of the action.”  This 
conclusion regarding the significance of noise impacts remains unchanged regardless 
of the number of trips or vehicles modeled. 
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Noise Impact at the Proposed Site 

Some commenters expressed concern that the sirens would cause Noise-induced 
hearing loss in nearby residents and provided extensive material produced by the 
National Institute on Deafness and Other Communication Disorders.  The Institute’s 
material states, “Sounds of less than 75 decibels, even after long exposure, are unlikely 
to cause hearing loss.”  Long-term noise levels (CNEL) due to the proposed project are 
not expected to exceed 72 dB (less with the proposed wall).  However, as stated in the 
NIDCD material, “long-term or repeated exposure to noise at or above 85 decibels can 
cause hearing loss.  The louder the sound, the shorter the amount of time it takes for 
[noise-induced hearing loss] to happen.”  Peak noise levels from the sirens are 
expected to be up to 104 dB.  However, this level would be experienced only by 
someone standing unshielded on the sidewalk directly across from the fire station.  It is 
unlikely that anyone would be thus exposed “repeatedly.”   

Alternative Sites 

Many commenters expressed dissatisfaction with the City’s site selection and wanted 
additional details about what sites were considered and why another site was not 
selected.  A discussion of alternatives is outside the scope of a Mitigated Negative 
Declaration and therefore was not discussed in the Van Nuys Fire Station 39 Initial 
Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration.  However, we provide the following information. 

Before making a determination for the site selection, the Fire Department (LAFD), the 
lead agency for site location for new fire stations, along with the assistance of City 
Council District 6 staff (CD 6) identified seven locations.  LAFD and Bureau of 
Engineering staff assessed the viability of properties for:  

 Distance from existing station.  LAFD must ensure the new location of any fire 
station will not adversely affect response times.  Location for the new station 
must be in close enough proximity to ensure adequate response times to 
address emergencies.  

 Parcel size.  Standard fire stations require a minimum property size of one acre.  
In cases where a one acre parcel is not available, sites are sought with parcels 
that could be adjoined to meet the one acre size requirement.  

 Cost.  The Prop F Bond Program has budget allocations set for property 
acquisition for new stations.  The budget allocation for FS 39 not only the land 
purchase but, displacement, relocation, broker and legal fees in the event the 
properties purchased are inhabited by residents and businesses.  In these cases, 
the City must factor in displacement and relocation costs as well as legal fees as 
a result of the use of eminent domain and/or other related lawsuits.  

 Potential seller.  It is always easier to work with a willing seller.  If a seller is 
uninterested or unwilling to sell, it is more challenging to purchase the property.  
We do not like to use the eminent domain tool for property acquisition unless 
there are no other viable options and that cannot meet the public’s need.  A City-
owned property is always the best scenario. 

 Accessibility.  Corner properties located on major arterials are always the first 
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choice to most quickly and efficiently depart to emergencies.  We are also 
looking for the ease of use of the property.  For example, a consideration for 
accessibility sites with various levels of grading; this would make maneuverability 
of the heavy apparatus vehicles more challenging potentially affecting response 
times.  

In selecting the site for Fire Station 39, ultimately the LAFD,  the Bureau of Engineering 
and CD 6 determined the LADWP City-owned property on the corner of Oxnard and 
Vesper Streets was the best location because:  (1) it is a corner property located in a 
major arterial; (2) it is less than a half mile from the existing fire station; (3) the site is 
currently owned by LADWP, thus lowering the property acquisition cost; and (4) the total 
parcel size meets the requirement for the footprint of a standard fire station.  
 
 
Table 1.  Errata in the February 2014 Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration 
for Van Nuys Fire Station 39.  These corrections have been made in the documents 
provided to the City Council for their action. 
Page Erratum 

9 “Vesper Avenue to the west east,”
28 “Operation of the proposed fire station would involve the use of emergency 

vehicle sirens, but the short-term nature and infrequency of emergency vehicle 
sirens is not  anticipated to increase the community noise equivalent level (24-
hour ambient noise levels with adjustments for evening and nighttime noise). 
 

Appendix A 
10 iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction -   

Standard: Reference: Error! Reference source nor found.   
Reference: 11 (Seismic Hazard Map Van Nuys Quad.) 

10 Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction -   
Explanation: Reference: Error! Reference source nor found.  Reference: 11 
(Seismic Hazard Map Van Nuys Quad.) 

10 iv) Landslides - Standard: Reference: Error! Reference source nor found. 
Reference: 11 (Seismic Hazard Map Van Nuys Quad.) 

11 c) Standard: Reference: Error! Reference source nor found.  Reference: 11 
(Seismic Hazard Map Van Nuys Quad.) 

19 b) Explanation: Reference: 24 (ZIMAS), Error! Reference source nor found.  23 
(General Plan) 

20 a) Standard: Reference: Error! Reference source nor found.  Reference: 23 
(General Plan Noise Element) 

Appendix F 
1 Date:  January 6, 2013 2014 
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15 Lynn Jeffrey 42 
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3/6/2014 City of Los Angeles Mail - Fire Station #39 New Station - Vote No

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=ef8a3463c9&view=pt&search=inbox&msg=14498bf9aae2f1f6&siml=14498bf9aae2f1f6 1/1

Catalina Hernandez <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

Fire  Station #39 Ne w Station - V ote  No

David Abernathy <davidjabernathy@gmail.com> Thu, Mar 6, 2014 at 10:54 AM
To: Catalina.Hernandez@lacity.org

 Good morning Catalina -

I recently purchased a home within the half mile of the proposed location for Fire Station # 39 - (Burbank and Van
Nuys). I have also reviewed the project documents and there are many hazardous chemicals that are apart of this
planned development. These chemicals and the constant noise levels produced by this Fire Station are harmful to
my families lives and our neighbors .These issues plus the numerous items that are apart of the Negative
Mitigated Declaration - Please read again if you haven't already- Should make it  pretty obvious  this is not a well
thought out location.

http://eng.lacity.org/techdocs/emg/docs/vannuys_fs39/Initial%20Study_Mitigated%20Negative%20Declaration.pdf

Please count this homeowner against this project development.

Thanks

David Abernathy

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 1]

http://eng.lacity.org/techdocs/emg/docs/vannuys_fs39/Initial%20Study_Mitigated%20Negative%20Declaration.pdf


Response to comments from David Abernathy 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
The operations at the proposed fire station will not generate or release hazardous 
chemicals.  Construction of the proposed fire station may encounter soil with low levels 
of contamination.  The project includes a contingency for properly identifying, handling 
and disposing of contaminated material.   
 
The proposed fire station will not produce constant noise.  Our acoustical analysis 
indicates the fire station will elevate community noise exposure levels (CNEL) of the 
properties along Oxnard Street by 7 dBA not considering any intervening structure.  The 
proposed wall along Oxnard Street is expected to prevent any significant project-related 
increase in ambient noise levels south of Oxnard Street.   
 
There are 106 fire stations in the City of Los Angeles.  Many of these fire stations are in 
or adjacent to residential neighborhoods.  There are and always will be other sites that 
the City could consider.  Every site has its advantages and disadvantages.  The 
proposed site for Fire Station 39 was selected because:  (1) it is a corner property 
located in a major arterial; (2) it is less than a half mile from the existing fire station; (3) 
the site is currently owned by LADWP, thus lowering the property acquisition cost; and 
(4) the total parcel size meets the requirement for the footprint of a standard fire station.   
 

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 2]



3/5/2014 City of Los Angeles Mail - Fire Station #39 in Van Nuys

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=ef8a3463c9&view=pt&search=inbox&msg=14492bd2222f2dba&siml=14492bd2222f2dba 1/1

Catalina Hernandez <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

Fire  Station #39 in V an Nuy s

Kristin Abernathy (SP SPS) <kristin.abernathy@wholefoods.com> Wed, Mar 5, 2014 at 6:54 AM
To: "Catalina.Hernandez@lacity.org" <Catalina.Hernandez@lacity.org>

Good Morning,

 

I am a homeowner who lives within a half mile of the proposed location near Oxnard and Vesper.  My husband
and I purchased our home in 2012 and had we known there would be such a large fire house nearby we likely
would not have considered the property.  Please count us as homeowners and taxpayers who are against the
relocation of Fire Station 39.

 

Thank you,

 

Kr is tin Abernathy

Purchas ing Team  - Data

Whole Foods  Market, SoPac 7th  Floor

207 Goode Ave.

Glendale, CA 91203

818.501.8484

 

This e-mail contains proprietary and confidential material for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any review, use, distribution or
disclosure by others without the permission of the sender is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient (or authorized to receive
for the recipient), please contact the sender by reply e-mail and delete all copies of this message.

Please cons ider  the environm ent before pr inting

 

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 3]

tel:818.501.8484


Response to comments from Kristin Abernathy 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 4]



March 11, 2014 

 

Ms. Catalina Hernandez 

City of Los Angeles, Dept of Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering 

1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600 

Los Angeles, CA 90015 

 

Re:  Van Nuys Fire Station No. 39 

 

To Whom It May Concern: 

 

This letter is written on behalf of myself and my wife Mrs. Acosta. 

 

We are against the proposed fire station project at 14600 Oxnard St.  We believe that the 

construction of a fire station in the manner proposed directly adjacent to single-family homes is an ill-

conceived proposal.  The fire trucks will obviously run 24 hours a day and 7 days a week.  It is my 

understanding that Fire Station 39 is currently one of the busiest stations in the City.  Based on your plan 

for construction, the fire trucks, paramedic trucks, lights and sirens will be facing south directly toward 

our neighborhood and within very close proximity to the bedrooms and yards of adjacent homes.  Why 

anyone within City government would consider this an acceptable proposal and a fine location for a fire 

station is incomprehensible?  This proposal was clearly conceived with little to no knowledge of the 

surrounding area or in complete disregard. 

 

The City has attempted to justify their poor planning by stating the fire station meets noise 

requirements and there are no other available locations for the station.  Commonsense would dictate that 

having fire trucks, sirens and lights this close to people’s homes is going to create a significant noise and 

nuisance problem.  Any report that contradicts clear commonsense is a put-on and not worth the paper it’s 

written on. 

 

The City has provided very little detail regarding its claim that it had sought out alternative 

locations for the proposed station.  As an adjacent homeowner and concerned party, I would like the City 

to provide me with specificity and in detail the information regarding the process for seeking alternative 

locations, the property owners contacted, and the dates and details of any conversations that were 

conducted regarding the acquisition of land for alternative sites.  I am very interested to learn how the 

search for alternative sites was conducted. 

 

As a matter of personal experience, I am a full-time realtor living and working in the 

neighborhood adjacent to the fire station.  I can tell you without a shadow of a doubt, that in the event the 

station is constructed and becomes fully operational, the noise disclosure from this proposed fire station 

will significantly and detrimentally affect the property value of homeowners in the neighborhood.  I am 

personally in favor of constructing anything on that lot other than a fire station. 

 

 I hereby request that you enter this letter into the record regarding our strong disapproval for the 

proposed site of Fire Station 39. 

 

 

Very truly yours, 

 

 

Mario Acosta 

(818) 925-4470    

 

           Mario Acosta

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 5]



Response to comments from Mario Acosta 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
There are 106 fire stations in the City of Los Angeles.  Many of these fire stations are in 
or adjacent to residential neighborhoods.  There are and always will be other sites that 
the City could consider.  Every site has its advantages and disadvantages.  The 
proposed site for Fire Station 39 was selected because:  (1) it is a corner property 
located in a major arterial; (2) it is less than a half mile from the existing fire station; (3) 
the site is currently owned by LADWP, thus lowering the property acquisition cost; and 
(4) the total parcel size meets the requirement for the footprint of a standard fire station.   

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 6]



Catalina Hernandez <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

Opposing Fire  Station 39 Proposal Ple ase place  in file

skye <skyebaker@earthlink.net> Mon, Mar 24, 2014 at 11:10 PM
Reply-To: skye <skyebaker@earthlink.net>
To: catalina.hernandez@lacity.org, michael.espinosa@lacity.org

Dear Los Angeles City Councilmembers and Catalina Hernandez,

 

This letter shall serve as my opposition to the proposal to place

Fire Station 39 on Vesper and Oxnard. Your Mitigated Negative

Declaration fails to address all of the health and safety concerns

for community members, Your sound assessment greatly

misrepresents the facts of how our hundreds of community

members would be impacted.

 

Submitted: March 24th, 2014

 

Brandon Stirling Baker

5925 Tobias

Resident for 24 years

 

 

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 7]



Response to comments from Brandon Stirling Baker 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 8]



Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

Re: Please add to Fire Station #39 File 13-1103 

Nicholas Baker <nicholasbaker@alum.calarts.adu> Mon. Mar 24, 2014 at 12:58 PM 
To: catalina Hernandez <catalina.hemandez@lacity.org>, Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> 

Dear catalina Hemandez, 

This letter is to sen.e as notice that we are opposing 
your Mitigated Negati-..e Declaration which does 
nothing to protect the health and safety of hundreds of 
residents. It is also is extremely misleading, about the 
sound and the en\1ronment conditions of the site. 
an alternate location should be selected. 

Sincerely, 

Nicholas S. Baker 
Resident for 22 years 
5925 Tobias Awnue 
Van Nuys, CA 91411 

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 9]



Response to comments from Nicholas Baker 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 10]



I will be out of the office from 03/21/14 returning on 4/1/14. For questions regarding the Van Nuys Fire Station 
39 project or the Citywide Cat Program, please contact Jim Doty at (213) 485-5759. For other projects,  please 
contact Maria Martin at (213) 485-5753.

--
Catalina Hernandez
Environmental Management Group | Environmental Specialist II
T: (213) 485-5756 | F: (213) 847-0656
1149 S. Broadway - Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

Off every Friday

Subject: Out of the Office Re: Van Nuys Fire Station 39 email Test 

From: Catalina Hernandez (catalina.hernandez@lacity.org) 

To: jedoty@sbcglobal.net; 

Date: Monday, March 24, 2014 4:21 PM 

Page 1 of 1Print

3/24/2014https://us-mg205.mail.yahoo.com/neo/launch?.partner=sbc&.rand=9f0hsrlsvmqkj

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 11]



31612014 CltyafL.oa Argelea Mall- Fire Sblllm #39 

Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

Fire Station #39 

Melanie DeTemple <melanie@detempleguitars.com> 
To: Gatalina.Hemandez@lacity .org 

Dear catalina Hemandez, 

Wed, Mar 5, 2014 at 6:53 PM 

We bought our home on Tobias A-.enue between Hatteras & Martha in 1985. We raised our children and now 
haw a grandchild. I worry for the safety and well being of our neighborhood with the building of Fire Station 39 in 
our backyard. I am strongly opposed to this, as is my husband, children and neighbors for the following reasons: 

1. The decision to re-locate Fire Station 39 from its present location on Sylvan Street to the comer of Oxnard and 
Vesper was made in 2009 in Woodland Hills by certain politicians and an •ad\4sory committee" of indi\1duals who 
do business with the City, none of whom then liwd, or now liw, in our neighborhood or community. Indeed, 
nobody who actually li\eS here was ad\4sed, consulted or otherwise informed ofthis decision until May of2013, 
at which point only six homes directly across the street were advised \4a a one page letter in the mail. 

2. This is not just any fire station, but the biggest and busiest in the Valley, if not the City. According to the City, 
proposed Fire Station 39 will be an 18,533 foot facility on 1.19 acres of land. It will house three fire engines, one 
ladder truck, two rescue ambulances and one battalion chief command -..ehicle, for a total of at least se-..en 
emergency response whicles in all. It will also house 15 to 21 on duty firefighters and rescue staff at any giwn 
time, parking spaces for 52 whicles, and include an abo\e-ground 4,000 gallon diesel fuel storage tank. All of the 
emergency whicles are also powered by diesel. 

3. The area sened by Fire Station 39 is essentially bordered by Sherman Way to the north, Chandler to the 
south, the 405 to the west and Woodman to the east. As such, the proposed location will not improw emergency 
response times or otherwise increase public safety, as Oxnard and Vesper is ewn farther south than the existing 
location of Fire Station 39 and is not anywhere near the center of the sel'\1ca area. In fact, it is near the extreme 
southern end of the service area, thereby increasing, rather than reducing, response times to the majority of the 
sel'\1ce area. 

4. Although the City repeatedly represented that it considered as many as ten altematiw sites (including property 
adjacent to the existing Fire Station 39 on Sylwn Street) before choosing the site at Oxnard and Vesper, it has 
subsequently admitted that its representations were in fact false, and that it newr considered or ewn inquired 
about any such altemati-..e sites. In fact, e-..en after a suitable, awilable and more centrally located site at Friar 
and Cedros was located (including signed statements fi'om local residents stating that they 'NOUid welcome the 
new Fire Station in their neighborhood and a statement fi'om the owner of the site that he was newr contacted by 
the City about selling the site, which was and is for sale), the City refused, and continues to refuse, to consider 
it. 

5. According to the LAFD, giwn the logistics of the site at Oxnard and Vesper, all emergency whicles exiting the 
site (sirens blaring) must exit southbound onto Oxnard before turning east or west. This is due to the fact that 
both Vesper (on the east side of the site) and Aetna (on the north) are too narrow to accommodate the existing 
Fire Station 39 fire engines, let alone the bigger fire engines the City hopes to purchase once its bigger fire 
station is built. This means that all of these emergency whicles will be exiting the site pointed directly at our 
neighborhood, 365124/7. It also means that the site cannot be, and will not be, reconfigured so that emergency 

hUps:Jirrwiil.google.oordmailfuiO/"'Ij=2&iiF~aw=Jt&sa"dFinbax&msg= 144954el534a799B&sim= 144954effi34a7998 113 
[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 12]



3/612014 City of Los Angeles Mail - Fire stati111 #39 

vehicles exit the site facing any direction other than southbound. 

6. The California Vehicle Code requires that emergency vehicles such as fire engines and ambulances 
responding to an emergency have their sirens activated for the protection of motorists, pedestrians and anyone 
else in the \4cinity. Failure to have them activated would pose a grave risk of death, bodily injury and/or property 
damage to third parties in the event of a collision, and subject the City to legal liability. This is particularly the 
case here, as this poorty chosen site is bordered by Van Nuys Boulevard immediately to the east and the 
Orange Line Busway immediately to the north. As such, the firemen exiting the proposed site do not by law, and 
will not in fact, have the option of not sounding their sirens when exiting the property, as doing so would be both 
dangerous and illegal. LAFD has admitted that this is in fact the case. 

7. According to the City, proposed Fire Station 39, when operational, will generate approximately 40-45 
emergency response round trips (or 80-90 one way trips) per day, 24/7. According to the acoustical expert 
reports which have been filed with the City and are available on-line, just one of those one way trips, sirens 
activated, will generate noise of at least 100 decibels. It is a well-established scientific fact that noise at that level 
can cause permanent hearing loss. In fact, the Los Angeles Municipal Code requires places of public 
entertainment with amplified sound levels in excess of 95 decibels to post a warning sign outside which states 
that entering may cause hearing impairment. After initially maintaining that this level of continuous noise would 
pose Rno" significant impact to our neighborhood, the Mitigated Negative Declaration now proposes to construct a 

six to eight foot wall (not a soundproof wall, just a wall) on the south side of Oxnard directly across from the site, 
which will allegedly Rlimit...(the) increase in ambient noise levels south of Oxnard Street to no more than 5 

decibels above pre-existing levels." Seriously. Please feel free to read it for yourself and decide whether that 
makes any sense to you. 

8. The site at Oxnard and Vesper has been owned and utilized by DWP since at least as far back as 1926 for an 
auto and machine shed, a maintenance shop and similar purposes. As such, there is a very high probability that 
the soil under the site is contaminated with multiple carcinogenic chemicals, any or all of which will become 
airborne once they are disturbed. In other words, there is good reason why DWP never constructed anything on 
that site. After months of denying that there was or is any contamination at the site and maintaining that the site 
posed "no" significant em1ronmental or other threats to our neighborhood, the Mitigated Negative Declaration now 
admits that the site may in fact be contaminated with numerous hydrocarbons and other known carcinogens, 
including but not necessarily limited to solvents, PCB's, heavy metals, crude oil, waste oil, diesel, benzene, 
tuolene, ethylbenzene and xylene, to name but a few. In fact, the Mitigated Negative Declaration makes clear 
that the City does not really know the exact nature or quantity of all of the contaminants that may be present 
under the site. However, rather than conducting a full en\4ronmental impact report or retaining an independent and 
credible third party vendor to conduct appropriate testing of the site to determine whether it is poses a health 
hazard, the City's proposed solution is to simply dig up 700 cubic yards of asphalt and concrete and 1, 700 cubic 

yards of soil (all of which would then be trucked through our neighborhood), following which the City, in its 
unilateral discretion, will determine whether or not the site is toxic and, if so, what to do about it. All this despite 

the fact that the Mitigated Negative Declaration admits that once the soil is disturbed whatever toxins, 
carcinogens or other contaminants are in the soil will in fact become airborne and travel throughout the area, 
likely as far north as Victory and as far south as Burbank. 

Please stand with us! 

Thank you in advance for your consideration, 

Melanie DeTemple 
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Response to comments from Melanie DeTemple 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
There are 106 fire stations in the City of Los Angeles.  Many of these fire stations are in 
or adjacent to residential neighborhoods.  There are and always will be other sites that 
the City could consider.  Every site has its advantages and disadvantages.  The 
proposed site for Fire Station 39 was selected because:  (1) it is a corner property 
located in a major arterial; (2) it is less than a half mile from the existing fire station; (3) 
the site is currently owned by LADWP, thus lowering the property acquisition cost; and 
(4) the total parcel size meets the requirement for the footprint of a standard fire station.  
 
The cited section of the Los Angeles Municipal Code (Section 112.06. Places of Public 
Entertainment), which requires business owners to warn patrons when they may be 
exposed to sound levels in excess of 95 decibels, is based on the assumption that 
patrons will be exposed to these levels for protracted periods.  The proposed fire station 
will not involve comparable exposure or consequential risk to hearing loss by the public.   
 
The National Institute on Deafness and Other Communication Disorders states, 
“Sounds of less than 75 decibels, even after long exposure, are unlikely to cause 
hearing loss.”  Long-term noise levels (CNEL) due to the proposed project are not 
expected to exceed 72 dB (less with the proposed wall).  However, as stated by the 
Institute, “long-term or repeated exposure to noise at or above 85 decibels can cause 
hearing loss.  The louder the sound, the shorter the amount of time it takes for [noise-
induced hearing loss] to happen.”  Peak noise levels from the sirens are expected to be 
up to 104 dB.  However, this level would be experienced only by someone standing 
unshielded on the sidewalk directly across from the fire station.  It is unlikely that 
anyone would be thus exposed “repeatedly.”   
 
As stated in the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, several studies have been 
carried out to determine what contamination may exist at the site.  The most recent 
study completed in 2013, involved seventeen exploratory borings to depths ranging 
from 11 feet to 51 feet below the ground surface.  Samples from this area were tested 
for heavy metals, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), pesticides, PCBs, semi-volatile 
compounds (SVOCs), and recoverable petroleum hydrocarbons.  Heavy metals were 
either not detected in these samples or were at naturally-occurring concentrations.  No 
recoverable petroleum hydrocarbons were detected.  Very low levels (less than 1.0 
mg/kg) of certain VOCs were detected but were below regulatory levels of 
environmental concern.  Several SVOCs were also detected in low concentrations.   
Only one sample, from 25 feet below ground, detected an SVOC (Benzo(a)pyrene) at 
levels exceeding the California Human Health Screening Level for residential soil.  The 
project includes a contingency for properly identifying, handling and disposing of 
contaminated soil encountered during construction.   
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Public Works contractors are required to prevent the generation of dust in any amount 
that may cause damage or nuisance (Contract General Requirements Section 01561).  
 
Construction traffic will not be routed through the residential neighborhood south of 
Oxnard Street, but will use Oxnard Street and Van Nuys Boulevard. 
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Catalina Hernandez <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

Argum ents against Fire  Station 39

Michael DeTemple <mike@detempleguitars.com> Thu, Mar 6, 2014 at 8:12 AM
To: Catalina.Hernandez@lacity.org

Dear Catalina Hernandez,

 

I suggest that Fire Station 39 be located in the big parking lot between Sepulveda Blvd and the 405 Fwy and
north of the Orange Line and south of Erwin Street. There is ample access from the frontage road that parallels
the orange line as well as a long block on Erwin Street. The frontage road leads to Sepulveda Blvd and all of the
area on the south side of the large parking lot is all Storage tanks and commercial development. I large sound
restricting wall could be built along Erwin Street to abate the noise for the residences north of Erwin Street. 

 

 

We bought our home on Tobias Avenue between Hatteras & Martha in 1985.  We raised our children and now
have a grandchild.  I worry for the safety and well-being of our neighborhood with the building of Fire Station 39 in
our backyard.  I am strongly opposed to this, as is my wife, children and neighbors for the following reasons:

 

1. The decision to re-locate Fire Station 39 from its present location on Sylvan Street to the corner of Oxnard and
Vesper was made in 2009 in Woodland Hills by certain politicians and an "advisory committee" of individuals who
do business with the City, none of whom then lived, or now live, in our neighborhood or community. Indeed,
nobody who actually lives here was advised, consulted or otherwise informed of this decision until May of 2013,
at which point only six homes directly across the street were advised via a one page letter in the mail.

 

2. This is not just any fire station, but the biggest and busiest in the Valley, if not the City. According to the City,
proposed Fire Station 39 will be an 18,533 foot facility on 1.19 acres of land. It will house three fire engines, one
ladder truck, two rescue ambulances and one battalion chief command vehicle, for a total of at least seven
emergency response vehicles in all. It will also house 15 to 21 on duty firefighters and rescue staff at any given
time, parking spaces for 52 vehicles, and include an above-ground 4,000 gallon diesel fuel storage tank. All of the
emergency vehicles are also powered by diesel.

 

3. The area served by Fire Station 39 is essentially bordered by Sherman Way to the north, Chandler to the
south, the 405 to the west and Woodman to the east. As such, the proposed location will not improve emergency
response times or otherwise increase public safety, as Oxnard and Vesper is even farther south than the existing
location of Fire Station 39 and is not anywhere near the center of the service area. In fact, it is near the extreme
southern end of the service area, thereby increasing, rather than reducing, response times to the majority of the
service area.

 

4. Although the City repeatedly represented that it considered as many as ten alternative sites (including property
adjacent to the existing Fire Station 39 on Sylvan Street) before choosing the site at Oxnard and Vesper, it has
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subsequently admitted that its representations were in fact false, and that it never considered or even inquired
about any such alternative sites. In fact, even after a suitable, available and more centrally located site at Friar
and Cedros was located (including signed statements from local residents stating that they would welcome the
new Fire Station in their neighborhood and a statement from the owner of the site that he was never contacted by
the City about selling the site, which was and is for sale), the City refused, and continues to refuse, to consider
it.

 

5. According to the LAFD, given the logistics of the site at Oxnard and Vesper, all emergency vehicles exiting the
site (sirens blaring) must exit southbound onto Oxnard before turning east or west. This is due to the fact that
both Vesper (on the east side of the site) and Aetna (on the north) are too narrow to accommodate the existing
Fire Station 39 fire engines, let alone the bigger fire engines the City hopes to purchase once its bigger fire
station is built. This means that all of these emergency vehicles will be exiting the site pointed directly at our
neighborhood, 365/24/7. It also means that the site cannot be, and will not be, reconfigured so that emergency
vehicles exit the site facing any direction other than southbound.

 

6. The California Vehicle Code requires that emergency vehicles such as fire engines and ambulances
responding to an emergency have their sirens activated for the protection of motorists, pedestrians and anyone
else in the vicinity. Failure to have them activated would pose a grave risk of death, bodily injury and/or property
damage to third parties in the event of a collision, and subject the City to legal liability. This is particularly the
case here, as this poorly chosen site is bordered by Van Nuys Boulevard immediately to the east and the
Orange Line Busway immediately to the north. As such, the firemen exiting the proposed site do not by law, and
will not in fact, have the option of not sounding their sirens when exiting the property, as doing so would be both
dangerous and illegal. LAFD has admitted that this is in fact the case.

 

7. According to the City, proposed Fire Station 39, when operational, will generate approximately 40-45
emergency response round trips (or 80-90 one way trips) per day, 24/7. According to the acoustical expert
reports which have been filed with the City and are available on-line, just one of those one way trips, sirens
activated, will generate noise of at least 100 decibels. It is a well-established scientific fact that noise at that level
can cause permanent hearing loss. In fact, the Los Angeles Municipal Code requires places of public
entertainment with amplified sound levels in excess of 95 decibels to post a warning sign outside which states
that entering may cause hearing impairment. After initially maintaining that this level of continuous noise would
pose "no" significant impact to our neighborhood, the Mitigated Negative Declaration now proposes to construct a
six to eight foot wall (not a soundproof wall, just a wall) on the south side of Oxnard directly across from the site,
which will allegedly "limit...(the) increase in ambient noise levels south of Oxnard Street to no more than 5
decibels above pre-existing levels." Seriously. Please feel free to read it for yourself and decide whether that
makes any sense to you.

 

8. The site at Oxnard and Vesper has been owned and utilized by DWP since at least as far back as 1926 for an
auto and machine shed, a maintenance shop and similar purposes. As such, there is a very high probability that
the soil under the site is contaminated with multiple carcinogenic chemicals, any or all of which will become
airborne once they are disturbed. In other words, there is good reason why DWP never constructed anything on
that site. After months of denying that there was or is any contamination at the site and maintaining that the site
posed "no" significant environmental or other threats to our neighborhood, the Mitigated Negative Declaration now
admits that the site may in fact be contaminated with numerous hydrocarbons and other known carcinogens,
including but not necessarily limited to solvents, PCB's, heavy metals, crude oil, waste oil, diesel, benzene,
toluene, ethyl benzene and xylene, to name but a few. In fact, the Mitigated Negative Declaration makes clear
that the City does not really know the exact nature or quantity of all of the contaminants that may be present
under the site. However, rather than conducting a full environmental impact report or retaining an independent and
credible third party vendor to conduct appropriate testing of the site to determine whether it is poses a health
hazard, the City's proposed solution is to simply dig up 700 cubic yards of asphalt and concrete and 1,700 cubic
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yards of soil (all of which would then be trucked through our neighborhood), following which the City, in its
unilateral discretion, will determine whether or not the site is toxic and, if so, what to do about it. All this despite
the fact that the Mitigated Negative Declaration admits that once the soil is disturbed whatever toxins,
carcinogens or other contaminants are in the soil will in fact become airborne and travel throughout the area,
likely as far north as Victory and as far south as Burbank.

 

 

Please stand with us!  

 

Thank you in advance for your consideration,

 

Patrick Michael DeTemple

 

*******************************************************

Michael DeTemple

DeTemple Guitars

5653 Tobias Ave.

Sherman Oaks, Ca. 91411

(818) 782-9933

www.detempleguitars.com

www.detempleguitarsforsale.com

mike@detempleguitars.com

*******************************************************
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Response to comments from Michael DeTemple 
 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
There are 106 fire stations in the City of Los Angeles.  Many of these fire stations are in 
or adjacent to residential neighborhoods.  There are and always will be other sites that 
the City could consider.  Every site has its advantages and disadvantages.  The 
proposed site for Fire Station 39 was selected because:  (1) it is a corner property 
located in a major arterial; (2) it is less than a half mile from the existing fire station; (3) 
the site is currently owned by LADWP, thus lowering the property acquisition cost; and 
(4) the total parcel size meets the requirement for the footprint of a standard fire station.  
 
The cited section of the Los Angeles Municipal Code (Section 112.06. Places of Public 
Entertainment), which requires business owners to warn patrons when they may be 
exposed to sound levels in excess of 95 decibels, is based on the assumption that 
patrons will be exposed to these levels for protracted periods.  The proposed fire station 
will not involve comparable exposure or consequential risk to hearing loss by the public.   
 
The National Institute on Deafness and Other Communication Disorders states, 
“Sounds of less than 75 decibels, even after long exposure, are unlikely to cause 
hearing loss.”  Long-term noise levels (CNEL) due to the proposed project are not 
expected to exceed 72 dB (less with the proposed wall).  However, as stated by the 
Institute, “long-term or repeated exposure to noise at or above 85 decibels can cause 
hearing loss.  The louder the sound, the shorter the amount of time it takes for [noise-
induced hearing loss] to happen.”  Peak noise levels from the sirens are expected to be 
up to 104 dB.  However, this level would be experienced only by someone standing 
unshielded on the sidewalk directly across from the fire station.  It is unlikely that 
anyone would be thus exposed “repeatedly.”   
 
As stated in the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, several studies have been 
carried out to determine what contamination may exist at the site.  The most recent 
study completed in 2013, involved seventeen exploratory borings to depths ranging 
from 11 feet to 51 feet below the ground surface.  Samples from this area were tested 
for heavy metals, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), pesticides, PCBs, semi-volatile 
compounds (SVOCs), and recoverable petroleum hydrocarbons.  Heavy metals were 
either not detected in these samples or were at naturally-occurring concentrations.  No 
recoverable petroleum hydrocarbons were detected.  Very low levels (less than 1.0 
mg/kg) of certain VOCs were detected but were below regulatory levels of 
environmental concern.  Several SVOCs were also detected in low concentrations.   
Only one sample, from 25 feet below ground, detected an SVOC (Benzo(a)pyrene) at 
levels exceeding the California Human Health Screening Level for residential soil.  The 
project includes a contingency for properly identifying, handling and disposing of 
contaminated soil encountered during construction.   

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 20]



 
Public Works contractors are required to prevent the generation of dust in any amount 
that may cause damage or nuisance (Contract General Requirements Section 01561).  
 
Construction traffic will not be routed through the residential neighborhood south of 
Oxnard Street, but will use Oxnard Street and Van Nuys Boulevard. 
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March 11, 2014 
Ms. Catalina Hernandez 
City of Los Angeles, Dept of Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering 
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
 
Re: Van Nuys Fire Station No. 39 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 

This letter is written on behalf of myself and my wife Mrs. Dietz. 
 
We are against the proposed fire station project at 14600 Oxnard St. We believe that the 

construction of a fire station in the manner proposed directly adjacent to single-family homes is an ill-
conceived proposal. The fire trucks will obviously run 24 hours a day and 7 days a week. It is my 
understanding that Fire Station 39 is currently one of the busiest stations in the City. Based on your plan 
for construction, the fire trucks, paramedic trucks, lights and sirens will be facing south directly toward 
our neighborhood and within very close proximity to the bedrooms and yards of adjacent homes. Why 
anyone within City government would consider this an acceptable proposal and a fine location for a fire 
station is incomprehensible? This proposal was clearly conceived with little to no knowledge of the 
surrounding area or in complete disregard. 

 
The City has attempted to justify their poor planning by stating the fire station meets noise 

requirements and there are no other available locations for the station. Commonsense would dictate that 
having fire trucks, sirens and lights this close to people’s	  homes	  is	  going	  to	  create	  a	  significant	  noise 
and nuisance problem. Any report that contradicts clear commonsense is a put-on and not worth the paper 
it’s	  written on.  Additionally, the noise also affects our pets.  It is proven that their hearing is more 
sensitive than ours.  While the decibel level will affect the hearing of a person, then there will be a greater 
affect on our pets.   
 

The City has provided very little detail regarding its claim that it had sought out alternative 
locations for the proposed station. As an adjacent homeowner and concerned party, I would like the City 
to provide me with specificity and in detail the information regarding the process for seeking alternative 
locations, the property owners contacted, and the dates and details of any conversations that were 
conducted regarding the acquisition of land for alternative sites. I am very interested to learn how the 
search for alternative sites was conducted. 
 
 An apology was made at the first neighborhood forum held at the Braudy Center last year  by 
your team regarding not posting a sign on the lot informing the public of the proposed fire station and that 
they would be more attentive in the future to make sure this did not happen.  To date, they have yet to 
post sign informing the neighborhood.  This is a lack of respect for the community and the people at the 
forum.  This appears to be an “under the radar” project from the beginning. 
 

I hereby request that you enter this letter into the record regarding our strong disapproval 
for the proposed site of Fire Station 39. 

 
Very truly yours, 
Zarek Dietz 
(818) 207-8147 
Zarek Dietz	  
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Catalina Hernandez <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

Fire  Station 39 Opposition attache d

Photography By Zarek <zarek@photographybyzarek.com> Wed, Mar 12, 2014 at 1:24 PM
To: catalina.hernandez@lacity.org

See Attached Letter.

Take Care,

Zarek

Photography & Video By Zarek

“Capturing Pure Emotion” for Over 25 Years

 

With 2 Locations to serve you better.

            Sherman Oaks:  (818) 304-0334

            Bass Lake:           (559) 927-3502

Email: zarek@photographybyzarek.com

Check us out on Facebook, YouTube, and Linkedin  (Just click below)

          

Fire Station 39 Oposition.pdf
76K
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Response to comments from Zarek Dietz 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
There are 106 fire stations in the City of Los Angeles.  Many of these fire stations are in 
or adjacent to residential neighborhoods.  There are and always will be other sites that 
the City could consider.  Every site has its advantages and disadvantages.  The 
proposed site for Fire Station 39 was selected because:  (1) it is a corner property 
located in a major arterial; (2) it is less than a half mile from the existing fire station; (3) 
the site is currently owned by LADWP, thus lowering the property acquisition cost; and 
(4) the total parcel size meets the requirement for the footprint of a standard fire station.  
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Catalina Hernandez <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

Fire  Station on Ox nard and V espe r

nancy friedman <nanbrewster54@yahoo.com> Tue, Mar 4, 2014 at 8:42 PM
Reply-To: nancy friedman <nanbrewster54@yahoo.com>
To: "catalina.hernandez@lacity.org" <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>
Cc: Kristin <kristinsales@gmail.com>

My husband and I  live at 5758 Tobias Av, at the intersection of Hatteras and Tobias. I want to go on record that
we are strongly opposed to the construction of the new fire station at Vesper and Oxnard. Our neighborhood is
one with families, young children, and oldsters and the fire station would be a total affront to our community in
terms of noise, dirt and overall traffic and mayhem. Moreover, we find it very disturbing that this planning was
done in such a deceitful and dishonest way - with no one from our neighborhood ever consulted.  

I would appreciate a timely reply to our concerns regarding this volatile issue. 

Respectfully,

Nancy and Robert Friedman
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Response to comments from Nancy & Robert Friedman 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
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March 14, 2014 

Ms. Catalina Hernandez 
City of Los Angeles, Dept. of Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering 
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 

Re: Van Nuys Fire Station No. 39 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I am writing to express our opposition to the proposed fire station project at 14600 Oxnard 
Str~et. In addition to the hazardous chemical situation underground on that site my main concern 
involves the round the clock lights and sirens disrupting the neighborhood that is less 'than 5o 
feet from the proposed site. Apparently Fire Station No. 39 is one of the busiest if not the busiest 
station in Los Angeles. Sounding a bell and or siren each time the trucks leave the station for 
emergency medical calls ·fire will leave nearby homes with unbearable noise pollution 
twenty four hours a day! There is a reason the firemen wear headphones when trucks are 
dispatched. Not to mention the dangerous decibel level for neighborhood pets who are outside. I 
don't understand how the city planners in good conscience would relocate a high volume fire 
station from the civic center to a residential neighborhood. It just doesn't make sense. 

In addition to the constant noise and traffic issues real estate values of adjacent homes will be · 
negatively effected by the proposed fire station. The city has provided very little detail on the 
claim that ::J.lternative locations we~e researched for the proposed station. I am interested in the 
alternate locations for Fire Station No. 39. and how the search for alternative sites was 
conducted. 

I hereby request that you enter this letter into the record regarding our'strong disapproval 
for the proposed site ofF;:re Station No. 39. 

Sincerely, 

Cheryl Grant a David Iblings 
5812 Vesper Avenue 
310.980.6803 ' 
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Response to comments from Cheryl Grant and David Iblings 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
There are 106 fire stations in the City of Los Angeles.  Many of these fire stations are in 
or adjacent to residential neighborhoods.  There are and always will be other sites that 
the City could consider.  Every site has its advantages and disadvantages.  The 
proposed site for Fire Station 39 was selected because:  (1) it is a corner property 
located in a major arterial; (2) it is less than a half mile from the existing fire station; (3) 
the site is currently owned by LADWP, thus lowering the property acquisition cost; and 
(4) the total parcel size meets the requirement for the footprint of a standard fire station.  
 
Firefighters and other staff riding in emergency response vehicles “wear headphones” 
because they are exposed to siren noise repeatedly and for protracted periods over the 
course of their employment.  Persons that the emergency vehicles pass by are exposed 
to siren noise only briefly. 
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Catalina Hernandez <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

opposing fire  station #39
1 message

Lisa Hermes <misslisajordan@gmail.com> Wed, Mar 12, 2014 at 1:04 PM
To: catalina.hernandez@lacity.org

Ms. Hernandez,

I am a resident on Vesper just South of Oxnard.  I have a family and a seven month old baby.  My husband and I
would not have bought our home a little over three years ago if we had known that a HUGE fire station would be
built so close to our property.  It is unsettling to think about the noise that it will bring when it opens, not to
mention the pollution in the air while it is being constructed.

I am in complete opposition of this project, along with many of the other home owners in my neighborhood.

Lastly, station #39 is only supposed to service the areas North of the actual proposed site, which doesn't make
sense... it should be centered more in the area it is servicing, not on the border near our homes that are not even
in it's district.

Please move the site of this station!

Regards,

-- 
Lisa Hermes
Worried Sherman Oaks Home Owner
Technology Teacher, LAUSD 
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Response to comments from Lisa Hermes 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
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Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

Van Nuys Fire Station 39 EE170094B Community Comment 
1 messag& 

Patti Johnaon < Patti.Johnson@foxtv. com> Mon, Mar 24, 2014 at 12:24 PM 
To: Rcatalina.Hemandez@lacity .org" <Gatalina.Hemandez@lacity.org> 

Ms. Hernandez, 

Attached, please accept my comments to the Initial Study/Mitigated Negatiw Declaration for Van Nuys Fire 
Station 39 dated February, 2014. 

If you haw any comments, questions or concerns regarding my attached memo, please do not hesitate to 
contact me. 

Thank you, 

Patti Johnson 

Vj Fire station 39.pdf 
154K 
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To:  Catalina Hernandez, City of Los Angeles, and Dept. of Public Works 
Via: e-mail Catalina.Hernandez@lacity.org 
From: Patti Johnson                                                                                               
Date:  March 24, 2014 

Re: Van Nuys Fire Station 39 W.O. E170094B; Initial Study/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration dated February, 2014  
 
I am adamantly opposed to the proposed location of Van Nuys Fire Station 39 on 
Oxnard and Vesper. I have reviewed the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration for Van Nuys Fire Station 39 and find significant inadequacies and 
inaccuracies used in the model for acoustical analysis.  The impact on the 
neighborhood was completely excluded from the analysis map and only 8 homes 
were notified of the construction.   
 
Upon inspection of the Initial Study/Mitigated negative Declaration for Van Nuys 
Fire Station 39, it is evident that the acoustical study is fatally flawed for these 
reasons:  

1) The noise model basis assumes 51 daily emergency trips with four such 
events utilizing a second siren; this DRASTICALLY contradicts and 
UNDER REPORTS by five vehicles what the Transportation Assessment 
report states: “On average, two vehicles respond to emergency calls.  
There are, on average, fours fire calls per day, in which ALL 
emergency vehicles respond to…” 

     SEVEN response vehicles, including: 
• Two engines 
• One ladder truck 
• Two ambulances 
• One Battalion Chief Command Vehicle 
• EMS Command Captain Vehicle 

 
2) The simulated emergency response events in the acoustic study (for the 

lesser number of vehicles than will actually be used) only mention siren 
sound measurement. No horn simulation is mentioned as an 
accompaniment with any of the sound events. When there is traffic 
present the horn will be sounded and the noise will be experienced. It too 
must be counted. 

3) After measuring noise levels based on the above, the acoustic report 
indicates a range of 89 to 96 bBA and a maximum noise level of 98 to 
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104 dBA and then proceeds to ONLY use the lower range 89 to 96 dBA, 
and completely negate the actual noise levels in the maximum range 
98 to 104 dBA to determine the impact on residential properties. The 
residents WILL IN FACT experience the noise in the maximum noise 
level range, excluding those levels as the acoustic reports has, when 
calculating  comparisons to existing noise levels, makes the entire report, 
flawed as it already is, totally irrelevant and without merit. 

 
The Federal Highway Administration REQUIRES using the LOUDEST time of 
day to determine noise mitigation; Oxnard is a “Secondary Highway,” and 
should follow the guidelines established by the FWH. 
 
The noise mitigation proposal that was added as a revision to the study has no 
engineering basis for noise reduction.  The proposed “Oxnard Wall” contradicts 
findings published by the Federal Highway Administration’s Office of 
Planning, Environment, & Realty policies proposed for local government use.  
These findings specifically state  

 
“To effectively reduce the noise coming around its ends, a barrier 
should be at least eight times as long as the distance from the home or 
receiver to the barrier.  Openings in noise barriers for driveway 
connections or intersecting streets destroy their effectiveness.” 
 

It is a well-established scientific fact that noise at 104 decibels can cause 
permanent hearing loss and other negative impacts.  In fact, the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code requires places of public entertainment with amplified sound 
levels in excess of 95 decibels to post a warning sign outside which states that 
entering may cause hearing impairment.  Other negative health effects including 
hypertension, heart disease, ulcers, colitis and depression are reported by the 
United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) are a result of noise.  Noise 
has also been linked to low birth rate.  Per the EPA “People do not get used to 
noise – the body continues to react”. This negative impact reaches well beyond the 
eight residential properties referenced in the report; the result for many of the 
residents of the neighborhood will be substantive loss of health and quality of life. 
 
Bottom line: Moving forward with the fatally flawed acoustical model and 
misreported benefits of the proposed mitigation concept will cause a substantial 
increase in community noise exposure levels resulting in a significant negative 
impact on the residential neighborhood immediately south of the proposed fire 
station site.   
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Oxnard Wall 
A proposed 6 foot “wall” on the south side of Oxnard St abutting residential 
properties between Vesper and the driveway to 5945 Tiara Street (but “not 
adjacent to a property if the owner of that property objects”) will not be effective in 
reducing noise levels for the neighborhood or, in any significant way for the 
intended select residents.  
 
Not Effective:                                   Proper Extension: 

 
 
 
The length of the Oxnard wall proposed is drastically insufficient based on this and 
all accepted sound travel studies.  To reduce noise exposure to the neighborhood by 
any measurable degree, the wall MUST continue uninterrupted along Oxnard St. 
from Cedros (this would be somewhat farther West than the proposed 5945 Tiara 
St.) and well past the residence at 14547 Tiara St. to the East toward Van Nuys 
Blvd.   
 
Note this effective noise abatement solution would result in the wall continuing 
over Vesper St. on the South side of Oxnard. This access restriction in and out of 
the residential area would also act to reduce traffic congestion for emergency 
vehicles on Oxnard and ultimately reduce noise due to reduced need for sirens and 
horns to alert unsuspecting vehicles leaving the neighborhood via Vesper onto 
Oxnard.   The closed access could be an overall improvement to the neighborhood 
in providing more security and reducing cut-through traffic on the residential 
street.  
 
Other Noise Mitigation 
The height of the wall also needs to be re-examined in relation to the noise source 
as the amount of reduction or attenuation is directly related to the diffraction angle 
Ø-.  As this angle increases, the barrier attenuation increases; given that the sound 
source, sirens and horns, are mounted on emergency vehicles at various distances 
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off the ground the wall must be raised accordingly to create a sound shadow for the 
neighborhood. 
 

 
 
 
Considering the wall runs along residential yards, one with staggered horizontal 
elements that include a clear panel, on top of the 6ft insulated wall, for the passage 
of light is highly necessary for this neighborhood of homes valued at half-million 
to three-quarter million dollars.  
 

 
 
 

The aforementioned in combination with other sound mitigation technologies 
must also be incorporated when accessing the viability of the proposed site: 

1) Sound absorbing payment on fire station driveways, on Vesper and on 
Oxnard between Cedros and Van Nuys Blvd. 

2) Automatically synced traffic lights to open passage at Vesper (for vehicles 
traveling south onto Oxnard) and at the four-way intersection at Van Nuys to 
reduce the need for horns and to keep emergency vehicles moving out delay 
out of the adjacent neighborhood and at in the alternate to stop civilian 
vehicles at Cedros before creating congestion near the fire station. 
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Future/ Projected Noise 

It is also important to note that there is NO forecast on projected/future increases in 
siren or horn sounds in the acoustical analysis.  New technologies are being 
integrated into emergency vehicles to make sirens and horns even louder to 
overcome the new sound technologies in cars with audio/music equipment 
upgrades and sound proofing for more luxury ride including, but not limited to, a 
horn being called the “HOWLER” which operates on a low-frequency bass tone 
that can penetrate a vehicle from two-hundred feet away. Civilians within this two-
hundred-feet area will literally "feel" the siren shake them as the emergency 
vehicle approaches.  It is safe to assume the maximum sound of these future 
technologies far exceeds any level that might be soundproofed by a wall. 

Conclusion                                                                                                                 
In conclusion, families will suffer dramatically from the 104+++ decibels that will 
strike at all hours, the acoustical analysis is so flawed it offers no merit, and the 
noise mitigation proposed in the Initial Study does not begin to combat these noise 
levels that have proven to result in hearing loss and extensive health as well as 
dramatic decline in quality of life for residents of the neighborhood.  

I appreciate the work fire fighters perform to protect our communities and respect 
them for the outstanding job they do; I understand there is a need for high-level 
noise equipment for fire fighters to safely perform their job and avoid injury of 
those around them. It is important the city to find the best location for fire station 
39 to meet the needs of fire fighters and residents to insure a flourishing 
community…the proposed location on Oxnard, with its lack of noise mitigation 
measures is clearly not it.   
 

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 36]



Response to comments from Patti Johnson 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
The noise levels used in the noise study were based on simulated typical responses 
and actual emergency responses.  A single engine truck, which sounded its horn and 
siren, was used in the simulated typical responses.  This was deemed sufficient 
because the sound of the siren and horn are the predominant sound sources during a 
response (over-riding other sound sources, such as vehicle motor, exhaust and tires), 
and in a typical response, with the emergency vehicles departing together, only the lead 
vehicle sounds its horn and siren.  Therefore, the noise produced by a typical response 
is the same, whether one, two or all vehicles are responding.  In the case of vehicles 
traveling separately, each would use its horn and siren, but this would have the effect of 
a longer noise event, not a louder one.  The average incident count in 2012 was 19 
incidents per day.  The study assumed 51 events, which takes into account separate 
departures for some incidents. 
 
The Federal Highway Administration’s information noise, its generation, transmission 
and mitigation are valuable guides.  However, their guidelines for analysis of highway 
noise, such as mandating mitigation based on the loudest time of day, are not 
applicable to this project.  Table 4 in the IS/MND shows that ambient noise (1-hour 
equivalent noise level) at the residences along Oxnard Street during the loudest time of 
day to be 65 dBA.  Emergency operations at that time would cause a 3 dBA increase.  
We based our analysis on the more conservative Community Noise Exposure Level 
(CNEL), which is a 24-hour weighted average that gives greater significance to loud 
events occurring during quieter periods (evening and night).  The proposed project will 
elevate CNEL by 7 dBA, not considering any intervening structure. 
 
The proposed wall along Oxnard Street has not been designed at this point.  However, 
the City proposes to adopt Mitigation Measure NOI-1 which requires the wall to achieve 
a performance standard of limiting project-related increase in ambient noise levels 
(CNEL) south of Oxnard Street to no more than 5 dBA above pre-existing levels. 
 
The staggered wall design you suggest is appropriate on slopes, as shown in your 
illustration.  However, the proposed wall will be on essentially level ground.  Also, the 
wall will be along the north side of the adjacent properties similar to the existing fences 
and so will not cause substantial loss of light.  Therefore, the additional expense of clear 
panels that would provide substantial noise reduction does not seem warranted.   
 
“Sound absorbing pavement” primarily affects tire noise generation and propagation.  It 
would have little effect on siren noise and therefore is not warranted for this project. 
 
The project includes traffic warning and control measures, similar to those you suggest, 
that will facilitate movement of emergency vehicles.   
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The Los Angeles Fire Department does not employ the “howler” as part of its 
emergency response equipment, nor are there any plans of acquiring that equipment in 
the near future.  
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Kent	  &	  Robyn	  Kubena	  
5801	  Vesper	  Ave.	  

Sherman	  Oaks,	  CA	  91411	  
310.500.9137	  

	  
	  

March	  12,	  2014	  
	  
	  
Ms.	  Catalina	  Hernandez	  
City	  of	  Los	  Angeles,	  Dept	  of	  Public	  Works	  
Bureau	  of	  Engineering	  
1149	  S.	  Broadway,	  Suite	  600	  
Los	  Angeles,	  CA	  90015	  
	  
Re:	   Van	  Nuys	  Fire	  Station	  No.	  39	  
	  
To	  Whom	  It	  May	  Concern:	  

	  
We	  are	  extremely	  against	  the	  proposed	  fire	  station	  project	  at	  14600	  Oxnard	  St.	  	  We	  believe	  that	  

the	  construction	  of	  a	  fire	  station	  in	  the	  manner	  proposed	  directly	  adjacent	  to	  single-‐family	  homes	  is	  an	  ill-‐
conceived	  proposal.	  	  The	  fire	  trucks	  will	  obviously	  run	  24	  hours	  a	  day	  and	  7	  days	  a	  week.	  	  It	  is	  our	  
understanding	  that	  Fire	  Station	  39	  is	  currently	  one	  of	  the	  busiest	  stations	  in	  the	  City.	  	  Based	  on	  your	  plan	  for	  
construction,	  the	  fire	  trucks,	  paramedic	  trucks,	  lights	  and	  sirens	  will	  be	  facing	  south	  directly	  toward	  our	  
neighborhood	  and	  within	  very	  close	  proximity	  to	  the	  bedrooms	  and	  yards	  of	  adjacent	  homes.	  	  Why	  anyone	  
within	  City	  government	  would	  consider	  this	  an	  acceptable	  proposal	  and	  a	  fine	  location	  for	  a	  fire	  station	  is	  
incomprehensible?	  	  This	  proposal	  was	  clearly	  conceived	  with	  little	  to	  no	  knowledge	  of	  the	  surrounding	  area	  
or	  in	  complete	  disregard.	  

	  
The	  City	  has	  attempted	  to	  justify	  their	  poor	  planning	  by	  stating	  the	  fire	  station	  meets	  noise	  

requirements	  and	  there	  are	  no	  other	  available	  locations	  for	  the	  station.	  	  Commonsense	  would	  dictate	  that	  
having	  fire	  trucks,	  sirens	  and	  lights	  this	  close	  to	  people’s	  homes	  is	  going	  to	  create	  a	  significant	  noise	  and	  
nuisance	  problem.	  	  Any	  report	  that	  contradicts	  clear	  commonsense	  is	  a	  put-‐on	  and	  not	  worth	  the	  paper	  it’s	  
written	  on.	  	  Additionally,	  the	  noise	  also	  affects	  our	  pets.	  	  It	  is	  proven	  that	  their	  hearing	  is	  more	  sensitive	  than	  
ours.	  	  While	  the	  decibel	  level	  will	  affect	  the	  hearing	  of	  a	  person,	  then	  there	  will	  be	  a	  greater	  affect	  on	  our	  pets.	  	  	  
	  

The	  City	  has	  provided	  very	  little	  detail	  regarding	  its	  claim	  that	  it	  had	  sought	  out	  alternative	  locations	  
for	  the	  proposed	  station.	  	  As	  an	  adjacent	  homeowner	  and	  concerned	  party,	  I	  would	  like	  the	  City	  to	  provide	  me	  
with	  specificity	  and	  in	  detail	  the	  information	  regarding	  the	  process	  for	  seeking	  alternative	  locations,	  the	  
property	  owners	  contacted,	  and	  the	  dates	  and	  details	  of	  any	  conversations	  that	  were	  conducted	  regarding	  the	  
acquisition	  of	  land	  for	  alternative	  sites.	  	  I	  am	  very	  interested	  to	  learn	  how	  the	  search	  for	  alternative	  sites	  was	  
conducted.	  
	  

	  Several	  local	  realtors	  informed	  us	  that	  without	  a	  shadow	  of	  a	  doubt,	  in	  the	  event	  the	  station	  is	  
constructed	  at	  this	  location,	  and	  becomes	  fully	  operational,	  the	  noise	  disclosure	  from	  this	  proposed	  fire	  
station	  would	  significantly	  and	  detrimentally	  affect	  the	  property	  value	  of	  homeowners	  in	  our	  neighborhood.	  
	  
	   Lastly,	  we	  live	  on	  VESPER,	  the	  main	  southern	  path	  of	  the	  exiting	  firetrucks.	  	  WE	  HAVE	  NO	  
SIDEWALKS	  ON	  THIS	  STREET.	  	  The	  idea	  of	  firetrucks	  racing	  down	  our	  street	  all	  day	  long	  –	  and	  the	  fact	  that	  
we	  have	  a	  2-‐year	  old	  daughter	  and	  a	  dog	  we	  walk	  down	  this	  street	  regulary	  –	  is	  truly	  nerve-‐racking	  to	  us.	  
	  

We	  hereby	  request	  that	  you	  enter	  this	  letter	  into	  the	  record	  regarding	  our	  strong	  disapproval	  
for	  the	  proposed	  site	  of	  Fire	  Station	  39.	  	  Please	  do	  not	  move	  forward	  with	  this	  project!	  

	  
Very	  truly	  yours,	  
	  
Kent,	  Robyn,	  Lily	  &	  Gilly	  Kubena	  

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 39]



Response to comments from Kent, Robyn, Lily & Gilly Kubena 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
There are 106 fire stations in the City of Los Angeles.  Many of these fire stations are in 
or adjacent to residential neighborhoods.  There are and always will be other sites that 
the City could consider.  Every site has its advantages and disadvantages.  The 
proposed site for Fire Station 39 was selected because:  (1) it is a corner property 
located in a major arterial; (2) it is less than a half mile from the existing fire station; (3) 
the site is currently owned by LADWP, thus lowering the property acquisition cost; and 
(4) the total parcel size meets the requirement for the footprint of a standard fire station.  
 
Emergency vehicles from the proposed fire station would only use Vesper Avenue to 
respond to emergencies within the neighborhood.   

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 40]



31612014 Cltycf l..c8 All!eles Mall - van NU)8 fire smaon ccncerns 

Van Nuys fire station concerns 

Robyn Kubena <robynkubena@gmail.com> 
To: Gatalina_Hemandez@lacity .org 

Hi catalina, 

Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

Wed, Mar 5, 2014 at 4:45 PM 

I am writing you as a resident of the Vista Oaks community, in fact I liw on the comer of Vesper and Hatteras. 
My husband and I bought our house there in 2011 and since moving there haw had a baby girt. I'm writing in 

regards to the proposed fire station on the comer of Oxnard and Vesper and I understand you are the person with 
whom to address my concems_ 

Our community consists of a lot of young families and older families who haw li\Eid in the area for decades. It's 
an extremely community oriented, 1iiendly suburban neighborhood. I'm writing this email not only on behalf of my 
family but on behalf of my neighborhood. 

To be honest when I first heard that they were going to be building a fire station just up the street from us, I was 
actually ok with the idea. OtNously I like the idea of ha>Jng a fire station so close to us if god forbid we were to 
haw a fire at our own house. I like the idea of cleaning up that comer that currently seems to only attract laborers 
and who knOVt'S what other types loitering around. 

Howewr, the more I hean::l about the negati\9 impact this would haw on us and our neighbors the more I started 
to get concerned- The noise lewl is one thing, the safety of our neighbors and children is another. I worry about 
the kids who walk home from school along Vesper Ave and from what I understand this is right in the pathway of 
the firetrucks. We don't haw sidewalks so there is definitely a safety concern for those kids, and other pedestrian 
traffic. That seems like a huge liability issue to me. It would be so tragic to haw an accident. 

Another issue of concern is the notion that the soil on that property may be contaminated with multiple 
carcinogenic chemicals that will become airborne once dug up. Honestly, we haw enough pollution and 
chemicals to deal with in the air and in our products on a day to day basis- something like this could spell cancer 
and other diseases for anyone who liws in the area. Another huge liability issue. I would ask that a full 
en>Jronmental impact report be conducted by a third party to test the soil and its possible impact on the 
en>Jronment. 

I hope that you take this matter very seriously, as I know many people in our neighborhood are quite concerned- I 
also hope that you and ewryone im.olved are taking all the necessary measures in order to mitigate the potential 
damage building this fire station will cause for us and our neighbors. 

Thank you for taking the time to read this_ 

Sincerely, 

Robyn Kubena 

hUps:Jirrwiil.google.oordmailluiOf"llj=2&iiF~IIIIIFpt&sa'oh=inbax&msg= 14494da41a153at'l&sim= 14494da41a153af2 111 
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Response to comments from Robyn Kubena 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
Emergency vehicles from the proposed fire station would only use Vesper Avenue to 
respond to emergencies within the neighborhood.   
 
As stated in the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, several studies have been 
carried out to determine what contamination may exist at the site.  The most recent 
study completed in 2013, involved seventeen exploratory borings to depths ranging 
from 11 feet to 51 feet below the ground surface.  Samples from this area were tested 
for heavy metals, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), pesticides, PCBs, semi-volatile 
compounds (SVOCs), and recoverable petroleum hydrocarbons.  Heavy metals were 
either not detected in these samples or were at naturally-occurring concentrations.  No 
recoverable petroleum hydrocarbons were detected.  Very low levels (less than 1.0 
mg/kg) of certain VOCs were detected but were below regulatory levels of 
environmental concern.  Several SVOCs were also detected in low concentrations.   
Only one sample, from 25 feet below ground, detected an SVOC (Benzo(a)pyrene) at 
levels exceeding the California Human Health Screening Level for residential soil.   
 
The project includes a contingency plan for properly identifying, handling and disposing 
of contaminated soil encountered during construction.   
 
Public Works contractors are required to prevent the generation of dust in any amount 
that may cause damage or nuisance (Contract General Requirements Section 01561).  
 
Construction traffic will not be routed through the residential neighborhood south of 
Oxnard Street, but will use Oxnard Street and Van Nuys Boulevard. 
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Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

Proposed Van Nuys Fire Station #39 Council File No. 13-1103 
I Ill --.,-

Jeffrey Lynn <lnjlynn@pacbell.net> 
Reply-To: Jetrrey Lynn <lnjlynn@pacbell.net> 
To: "Catalina.Hemandez@lacity .org" <Catalina.Hemandez@lacity.org> 

March23, 2014 

Catalina Hernandez 
City ofl.os Angeles, Departl1:Dit ofPublic Works 
Bureau ofEngineering 
1149 South Broadway, Suite 600 
Los AngeJes, CA 90015 
EmUI: Cata1ioa.Hemandez@Jacity.org 

R.e: Project Title: Van Nuys Fire Station No. 39 (W.O. E170094B) 
City Comcil File No. : 13-1103 

Dear Ms. Hernandez, 

Sun, Mar 23, 2014 at 12:03 AM 

As residents of the Van Nuys-Shermm Oaks area, and specifically as property owners and residents in such 
area in irmWiate proximity to the site ofProposed Van Nuys Fire Station #39 (''the Projecf), which is in 
s~ cases less than one Jnmdred (1 00) met from our horms, we are oJXe again writing to express our 
vehemmt opposition to the constructi>n ofProposed Van Nuys Fire Station #39 at the presently proposed 
hcation at 1m comer ofOxnard Street am Vesper Avenue in Van Nuys. 

As you know, we submitted extensive written coru::teDts on the prevK>us Initial Study!N egative Dec1a.ration 
("!SIND'' that the City Esue:d in May of20 13. By Jetter dated August 19, 2013, we oftered detailed 
objectims to the !SIND's firilure to adequately dtichse, evaluate, and mitigate the Project's significant noise 
and human health irrpacts. Our Jetter enclosed techni:al crit:ilues authored by Derek Wauy, M.S., and Matt 
Hagemann, P .G., C.Hg, both dated August 16, 2013, which identified numerous errors and omissions in the 
IS!ND regarding its consideration of noise and health efrects, respectively. As a preliminary matter, we 
incorporate byrefurence an three letters here, and ask that these materials be inchlded in the record ofthe 
City's eventual decision 

While we acknow1edge and appreciate the City's decision to withdraw the original IS!ND am to reJease a 
new initial study and mitigated negative declaration (''ISIMND'' with a new noise study, the met rermins that 
the new analysis continues to fiill mr short of CEQ A's requirements fur adequate analysis and mitigation of 
sigt:Ji&ant irq>acts. As Mr. Watry exp1ains in his second critique, attached hereto, the Project wiD. obviously 
and necessarily entail elevated levem of siren-re1ated noise exposure to people living near th.m emergency 
response facility. Mr.Watry's analysis shows, using the ISIMND's own Acoustical Analysis data, that siren 
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noise from the Project would far exceed the established community noise standards contained in the L.A. 
Municipal Code, even with the inclusion of the proposed sound barrier wall as mitigation In other words, the 
project's noise impacts cannot be mitigated to less-than-significant levels. 

Moreover, the new IS/MND simply does oot address the points raised by Mr. Hagemann in his letter dated 
August 16, 2013 regarding Project-related impacts to lnnmn health stemming from disturbance of 
contaminated soils underlying the site, and exposure to particulates and other contaminants during Project 
construction The new IS/MND al<io does not address the individual or cumulative health elfucts to nearby 
residents, including sensitive receptors, from exposure to diesel exhaust emission from the Il\llrerous 
emergency vehicles entering and exiting the Fire Station each day. 

In conclusion, the record befure you contains substantial evidence that the Project oot only may, but certainly 
wiD, have a significant elfuct on the enviromnent, primarily in the areas of noi<le and 1nnnan health. CEQ A 
therefure requires that a full environmental impact report be prepared and publicly circulated befure the City 
may lawfully approve thi<l Project 

Jeffi"ey Lynn 
Lori Lynn 
Jacob Lynn 
14625 Tiara Street 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411 

Brian Simpson 
Beverley Simpson 
14613 Tiara Street 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411 

Robina Suwol 
5925 Tobias Avenue 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411 

Thomas Olsen 
14629 Tiara Street 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411 

Joe Schwartz.enberger 
Mary Beth Schwa.rtzenberger 
5934 Tobias Avenue 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411 

Giovanni V. Maranga 
Darlene Maranga 

Mike Treibachs 
Jan Teibachs 
14553 Tiara Street 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411 
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14607 Tiara Street 
Shermm Oaks, CA 91411 

~ LAFD_FS39_1S-MND_Noise_Critique_2014-03-19 (1).pdf 
180K 
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19 March 2014 

 

 

Mr. Jeffrey Lynn 

14625 Tiara Street 

Sherman Oaks, California 91411 

 

 

Subject: Van Nuys Fire Station 39, Los Angeles, California 

  Critique of the Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration Noise Analysis 
 

 

Dear Mr. Lynn: 

 

Wilson Ihrig has practiced exclusively in the field of acoustics since 1966.  During our 47 years 

of operation, we have prepared thousands of noise studies and hundreds of Environmental 

Impact Reports and Statements.  We have also peer-reviewed and critiqued many noise studies.  

Wilson Ihrig has one of the largest technical laboratories in the acoustical consulting industry, 

and we routinely utilize industry-standard acoustical programs such as Environmental Noise 

Model (ENM), Traffic Noise Model (TNM), SoundPLAN, and CadnaA.  In short, we are well 

qualified to prepare environmental noise studies and review studies prepared by others. 

 

In August 2013, we reviewed the Initial Study / Negative Declaration for Van Nuys Fire Station 

39 (W.O. E170094B, May 2013) ("Neg Dec") which concluded that noise from the development 

of this new emergency response facility in your neighborhood "would not be considered a 

significant impact" on you and your neighbors.  We found this conclusion to be incorrect, and 

our review letter presented substantial evidence to the contrary. 

 

Later last year, the City of Los Angeles commissioned a noise study for this project (none had 

been done prior).  The brief, three page report entitled Fire Station 39 Acoustical Analysis 

("Acoustical Analysis") was presented to the City Council by the Bureau of Engineering on 

January 10, 2014.  Subsequently, this was used at the basis for an Initial Study / Mitigated 

Negative Declaration for Van Nuys Fire Station 39 (W.O. E170094B, February 2014) 

("IS/MND") for this project.  This letter reports our review and critique of the Acoustical 

Analysis and, by extension, the IS/MND.  Both of these ignore the single most significant noise 

impact of the project – and in our opinion the impact will be 'significant' as used by CEQA – 

which is very high noise levels and sleep disturbance from the operation of sirens at all hours of 

the night.  This is not the extent of the noise impacts, however, as we will develop below. 

 

The IS/MND bases its conclusion of "no significant impact" at your residence in large part on the 

Acoustical Analysis result that the noise impact would be ". . . substantially higher at the existing 

fire station site than the impact at the proposed fire station site."  As the IS/MND puts it, ". . . 
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relocation of fire station operations to the proposed site would reduce noise impacts overall."  In 

our experience and to our knowledge, the CEQA process is not intended to identify the least 

harmful of all harmful alternatives and then declare that alternative having no significant 

impacts.  Rather, the CEQA process is designed to faithfully identify and elucidate all significant 

environmental impacts on their own merits so that that government agencies and the public can 

make decisions about development projects with full knowledge of their costs and benefits.  For 

our review on your behalf, we are going to assess the noise impact on residences in your 

neighborhood and disregard the current or future situations at the existing firehouse location. 

 

 

IS/MND Opening Statement on Siren Noise 

 

As with the Neg Dec, the first statement the IS/MND makes (verbatim) regarding siren noise is 

the following: 

 

Operation of the proposed fire station would involve increased noise when compared to 
the present use of the site. Fire department personnel are required by state law to sound 
the siren when exiting the station to respond to emergency calls; however, emergency 
responders make every effort to minimize use of the siren if the station is located in a 
residential setting. If no traffic is present on the exiting street, the siren is briefly sounded 
upon exiting the station and is then silent until the emergency vehicle meets a major street 
or traffic. Emergency vehicle sirens are not subject to the limitations of noise ordinances 
because, by their very nature, they are intended to be unmistakably noticed. If the 
surrounding land use is converted to residential, the residents could expect to hear the 
sirens. Fire stations are located in all types of land use areas by necessity, and the brief 
noise of the sirens would not be considered a significant impact. 

 

As we wrote previously, this paragraph makes several contradictory and unsupported statements.  

It is correct that California state law requires fire department personnel to sound sirens when 

responding to emergency calls because the vehicles are often travelling faster than normal traffic 

while not conforming to standard traffic laws and norms.  The statement that "emergency 

responders make every effort to minimize use of the siren if the station is located in a residential 

setting" is unsubstantiated and, quite frankly, dubious.  The primary benefit of sirens over 

emergency lights is that they may be heard by people who do not have a direct line-of-sight to 

the emergency vehicle and who the emergency vehicle drivers cannot see.  As someone who has 

testified at trial in a matter involving the collision of an in-service ambulance with a private 

vehicle, I would be very surprised if the Los Angeles Fire Department had a policy which 

encouraged or even allowed its personnel to not sound their sirens at all times when responding 

to emergency calls.  To not employ the siren would imperil the Fire Department personnel, 

motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians. 

 

That aside, the IS/MND states "If no traffic is present on the exiting street, the siren is briefly 

sounded upon exiting the station and is then silent . . ."  There is no indication in the IS/MND 

how often, if ever, there is "no traffic" on Oxnard Street, a major arterial roadway.  Clearly, if 

there is traffic present, the sirens would continue to be sounded.  This is the more likely scenario. 
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Finally, the conclusion of the cited paragraph – that siren noise is not a significant noise impact – 

is essentially contradicted by the earlier statement, "Emergency vehicle sirens are not subject to 

the limitations of noise ordinances because, by their very nature, they are intended to be 

unmistakably noticed."  While it is true that sirens are exempt from normal community noise 

limits, this does not render the siren noise harmless.  Rather, it is an acknowledgement by society 

that the benefit of sirens potentially overrides the harm done by the siren noise.  In our review of 

the Neg Dec, we pointed out that this potential harm is precisely what the CEQA process is 

intended to elucidate. 

 

 

Acoustical Analysis and IS/MND Noise Section 

 

Siren Noise Level.  As we reported previously, a survey of siren noise levels from various 

manufacturers determined that the sound level at 100 ft ranges from 92 to 112 dBA, with the 

median sound level being 100 dBA [Potter et al, 1977].   

 

The Acoustical Analysis measured noise at three locations near the existing fire station including 

The Van Nuys City Hall which is located directly across the street.  As this is representative of 

your situation, we have focused on the data from this location.  Maximum noise levels from the 

existing Fire Station 39 at the City Hall are of 93 to 102 dBA, with an average maximum noise 

level of 99.4 dBA.  Based on this and scaled aerial photos of the area, we conclude that the noise 

measurements at City Hall must have been made about 100 ft from the existing fire station.  The 

Acoustical Analysis also reported that the average noise level over an entire "event" at City Hall 

is 87.7 dBA, and that the duration of events – taken to mean Fire Department vehicles leaving 

the station under Code 3 – averaged 22 seconds.  [Acoustical Analysis at p. 1].   

 

The Acoustical Analysis also measured noise near the proposed site, but the details of these 

measurements are less clear.  However, the reported noise levels are similar to, though slightly 

higher than, those at City Hall.  The range of maximum noise levels is reported at 98 to 104 dBA 

with an average maximum of 102.6 dBA.  The average noise level over a siren event is reported 

as 89 to 96 dBA with an overall average of 92.6 dBA over 14 seconds. 

 

All of these different noise measurements are similar which is not surprising given that siren 

noise levels are regulated and fairly standardized.  Given these data, it is reasonable to state that 

the maximum siren noise levels at your property (not accounting for any sound barrier wall) will 

be some 99 to 102 dBA.  The average noise level during a siren event will be 88 to 92 dBA over 

a period of 14 to 22 seconds. 

 

CNEL Analysis.  A common metric for assessing the noise environment for a particular land use 

is the community noise equivalent level (CNEL).  This 24-hour, weighted average metric is 

utilized in the City of Los Angeles General Plan Noise Element, Exhibit I, Guidelines for Noise 

Compatible Land Use.  For the land use category "Residential single family, duplex, mobile 

home", the guidelines are as follows: 
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 CNEL < 52.5  Normally Acceptable 

 CNEL 52.5 – 67.5 Conditionally Acceptable (upon inclusion of noise insulation) 

 CNEL 67.5 – 72.5 Normally Unacceptable 

 CNEL > 72.5  Clearly Unacceptable 

 

(Note:  Exhibit I is ambiguous about the exact boundaries between the categories, so we have 

split the difference.) 

 

The Acoustical Analysis estimates that the existing CNEL in backyards of Tiara Street homes 

along Oxnard Street is 65 CNEL, near the upper limit of the Conditionally Acceptable range.  To 

our knowledge, no actual measurements have been made in any of the backyards along Tiara 

Street. 

 

The Acoustical Analysis, using response rate information from the traffic study prepared for the 

project and the measured noise data, estimates that the future noise exposure will be 72 CNEL.  

The Acoustical Analysis report does not given the details of the calculation, but given the clear 

description of their assumptions and the mathematical formula for determining the CNEL, we 

believe this result is in error.  Because this is a simple and unambiguous calculation for anyone 

knowledgeable about acoustics and decibels, we have appended it to the end of this letter.  The 

result should be at least 78 CNEL which is well into the Clearly Unacceptable range without a 

mitigating sound barrier wall and still within the Clearly Unacceptable range even with the 

proposed 5 dB sound barrier wall.
1
  As such, the siren noise should be deemed a significant 

impact because it exposes persons to noise levels in excess of standards established in the local 

general plan. 

 

The IS/MND uses an increase greater the 5 dBA as its significance threshold, though no basis for 

this is given [IS/MND at p. 26].  Our calculation indicates that the noise increase at residences 

along Oxnard Street as measured by the CNEL would be 13 dB without a wall and 8 dB with the 

proposed wall.  In either case, the increase exceeds the IS/MND's significant impact threshold. 

 

 

Maximum Noise Analysis.  We addressed the CNEL analysis first because that was included in 

the Acoustical Analysis.  Based on the CNEL analysis alone, project noise should be found to 

cause a significant impact at Tiara Street residences along Oxnard Street.  However, the CNEL 

analysis doesn't address what is presumably of greatest concern to local residents, namely, the 

extremely high noise level from the sirens. 

 

As established above, the maximum siren noise levels at your property (not accounting for any 

sound barrier wall) will be some 99 to 102 dBA.  With the proposed sound barrier wall, the noise 

level will be 94 to 97 dBA. 

 

                                                 
1
 We say "at least" because our calculation assumes that only one vehicle per call is responding 

with lights and siren.  If more than one vehicle respond with a siren, the noise exposure level 

would be greater. 
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At the outset, it must be recognized that the audible warning devices from fire trucks, 

ambulances, and police cars are exempt from the Municipal Code limits for the reasons 

discussed previously [LAMC 114.04], but our purpose here is to ascertain the normal community 

limits for noise for environmental impact assessment purposes.  The City of Los Angeles noise 

limits are distributed throughout the Municipal Code, and most of the limits are tied to existing 

ambient noise levels.  These had not been measured for the Neg Dec, but were later measured by 

the preparers of the Acoustical Analysis who reported hourly average noise levels of 52 to 

65 dBA.  The lower end of the range is reasonably presumed to be during the night.   

 

Under the Municipal Code, vehicle repair shops [114.01], normal motor vehicle operation 

[114.02], and powered equipment intended for repetitive use in residential areas [112.04] are 

limited to the ambient level plus 5 dBA.  This would be 57 to 70 dBA given the reported ambient 

noise levels.  Siren noise levels would exceed these limits by 29 to 45 dB without a sound wall 

and 24 to 40 dB with a sound wall. 

 

Another gauge is provided by the only Code provision we find that provides an absolute noise 

limit.  LAMC Section 112.05, Maximum Noise Level Of Powered Equipment Or Powered Hand 

Tools, provides that between the hours of 7 AM and 10 PM, within 500 ft of any residential 

zone, powered equipment intended for infrequent use be limited to 75 dBA.  Siren levels will 

exceed this by 24 to 27 dB without a sound wall and 19 to 22 dB with a sound wall.  Note that 

this limit is expressly applicable during daytime hours whereas sirens will occur both day and 

night. 

 

It is interesting to note that the Municipal Code requires places of public entertainment with 

amplified sound levels greater than 95 dBA to post a sign outside that states:  "WARNING:  

SOUND LEVELS WITHIN MAY CAUSE HEARING IMPAIRMENT."  [LAMC 112.06]  

Even with a sound wall, siren noise levels will be at or above this level in your backyard, and 

there will be, on average, more than two sirens per hour throughout the entire day. 

 

Finally, because emergencies happen at all hours of the day and night, approximately 19 of the 

51 emergency calls will occur during the nighttime hours of 10 PM to 7 AM.  Typical home 

construction provides 30 to 35 dB of noise attenuation with the windows closed, so noise levels 

inside rooms facing the fire station will be on the order of 64 to 72 dBA without a sound barrier 

wall and 59 to 67 dBA with a wall.  Sleep disturbance is to be expected at these levels. 

 

While none of these standards are directly applicable to this situation, they serve as indicators of 

the community norms when it comes to limiting noise exposure in the absence of more apropos 

standards.  As mentioned previously, the IS/MND used the arbitrary standard of a 5 dB increase 

as its threshold of significance, and siren noise levels will exceed the Municipal Code standards 

cited above by much more than that.  The fact that the noise exceeds local noise ordinance 

standards at all is sufficient to deem the noise impact significant. 
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Cumulative Noise Impact 
 

Even if the siren noise by itself were not a significant impact, the IS/MND failed to consider 

cumulative noise impacts.  CEQA requires a two-step analysis where there is a potential that a 

project may make a considerable contribution to a cumulatively significant noise impact.  In step 

one, the agency must determine if the combined noise from past, present, and foreseeable future 

projects is significant, e.g., in excess of General Plan or local ordinance thresholds for acceptable 

noise levels.  If so, in step two, the agency must determine whether the proposed project makes a 

considerable contribution to that cumulatively significant impact.   

 

The IS/MND does not provide any information about existing or projected future cumulative 

noise levels; however, we understand that the neighborhood is urbanized with substantial traffic 

noise and, possibly, aircraft overflight noise.  Accordingly, an adequate noise analysis must, as a 

first step in cumulative analysis, evaluate projected cumulative noise levels to determine if there 

is a cumulatively significant noise impact.   

 

Where cumulative noise levels are significant, even individually minor noise impacts may 

represent a considerable contribution.  Indeed, the worse the existing noise conditions, the 

smaller the noise increment need be to be deemed a considerable contribution.  Here, the 

substantial increase to 24-hour noise levels represented by the project are not minor, and thus 

would clearly be a considerable contribution to any existing or projected significant cumulative 

noise impact.   

 

 

Conclusion 
 

One of the characteristic elements of an emergency response vehicle is a loud siren used to 

audibly warn other motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians of the vehicle's approach – often at high 

speeds and in a manner that does not conform with standard traffic laws and norms.  This is done 

for the safety of all.  One of the ramifications of siren use, however, is an elevated level of noise 

exposure to people near the emergency response facility. 

 

In this letter, we have demonstrated using the project's own Acoustical Analysis data that siren 

noise from the proposed Van Nuys Fire Station 39 would far exceed established community 

standards, even with the inclusion of the proposed sound barrier wall.  The correct conclusion to 

be drawn from a CEQA analysis of the noise from this project is that it will result in a 

significant, unavoidable noise impact for you and your neighbors. 

 

 

*                         *                    *                    *                         * 

 

 

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 51]



WILSON, IHRIG & ASSOCIATES, INC. 7 Van Nuys Fire Station 39 

  Critique of IS/MND Noise Analysis 

 

 

Please feel free to contact us if you have any questions about our review of the IS/MND or 

require additional assistance with this project. 

 

Very truly yours, 

 

WILSON, IHRIG & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

 

 

 

Derek L. Watry 

Principal 
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CNEL Calculation Using Acoustical Analysis Data 
 

Hour 
of the 
Day 

Average Measured 
Sound Level 
(Leq, 14s) 

Average Hourly 
Sound Level for 

2.125 Sirens 
(Leq, 1hr) 

CNEL 
Calculation 

Penalty 
(dB) 

Adjusted Hourly 
Sound Level 
(Leq, 1 hr) 

0:00 92.6 71.8 10 81.8 
1:00 92.6 71.8 10 81.8 

2:00 92.6 71.8 10 81.8 

3:00 92.6 71.8 10 81.8 

4:00 92.6 71.8 10 81.8 

5:00 92.6 71.8 10 81.8 

6:00 92.6 71.8 10 81.8 

7:00 92.6 71.8  71.8 
8:00 92.6 71.8  71.8 
9:00 92.6 71.8  71.8 

10:00 92.6 71.8  71.8 
11:00 92.6 71.8  71.8 
12:00 92.6 71.8  71.8 
13:00 92.6 71.8  71.8 
14:00 92.6 71.8  71.8 
15:00 92.6 71.8  71.8 
16:00 92.6 71.8  71.8 
17:00 92.6 71.8  71.8 
18:00 92.6 71.8  71.8 
19:00 92.6 71.8 5 76.8 
20:00 92.6 71.8 5 76.8 
21:00 92.6 71.8 5 76.8 
22:00 92.6 71.8 10 81.8 

23:00 92.6 71.8 10 81.8 

CNEL = Average of 24 Adjusted Hourly Levels =   78.4 

 
Notes: 
 
1. Avg Hourly Level for 2.125 Sirens = Avg Measured (14 seconds) + 10log10(14×2.125/3600) 
 
2. Average of 24 adjusted hourly levels is a logarithmic average, not an arithmetic average. 
 
3. This calculation assumes only one responding vehicle is sounding a siren per call.  If more 

than one vehicle is sounding a siren, the noise level would be higher.  Because decibels are 
a logarithmic scale, if two vehicles per call sound a siren, the result would be 3 dB higher. 
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Response to comments from Jeffrey Lynn and Wilson, Ihrig & Associates, Inc. 
(WIA) 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
“Project” Means the Whole of the Action 
 
Section 15378 of the State CEQA Guidelines states: “‘Project’ means the whole of an 
action, which has a potential for resulting in either a direct physical change in the 
environment, or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the 
environment….  The term ‘project’ refers to the activity which is being approved and 
which may be subject to several discretionary approvals by governmental agencies.  
The term ‘project’ does not mean each separate governmental approval.” 
 
The addition of fire station operations to the proposed site cannot be separated from the 
removal of operations from the current location.  They are two aspects of one action.  
Therefore the environmental effects produced at both locations must be considered 
together.  Since the operations have a greater adverse effect at the current site than 
they would have at the proposed site, the net result is a lessening of environmental 
impact and therefore not significant when considering the “whole of the action.”  Since 
this is due to the fact that there are fewer sensitive receptors at the proposed site than 
at the current site, the conclusion regarding the significance of noise impacts remains 
unchanged regardless of the number of trips or vehicles modeled. 
 
IS/MND “Opening Statement” on Siren Noise 
 
The IS/MND is misquoted by WIA.  The quoted paragraph is from the previous IS/ND. 
 
Acoustical Analysis and IS/MND Section 
 
WIA focuses on the measurement data at the existing fire station, and describes these 
as representative of the situation at the proposed site.  The measurements at the future 
site were performed in the exact setting and at the exact locations of the future impacts.  
These events should be utilized, not the events measured at the existing station.  
However, WIA later quotes measured noise levels at the proposed site, so it is not clear 
what they used. 
 
CNEL Analysis Section, page 4 – The second paragraph on page 4 quotes “at least 78 
CNEL” but also conditions this “without a mitigating sound barrier wall.”  We also 
calculated a 78 CNEL without a barrier wall, but our calculation of 72 dBA included a 
five foot barrier wall which reduces the siren noise levels by 6 dBA.  The third paragraph 
on page 4 quotes a CNEL increase of 13 dB without a wall and 8 dB with the proposed 
wall.  Our report indicates the same, except we predict a 7 dB increase with the 
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proposed wall, and we are using detailed noise spectrum and barrier wall noise 
reduction calculations which WIA does not have data to utilize in their prediction. 
 
In the “Maximum Noise Analysis” section, WIA analyzes noise levels outside and inside 
the residence.  WIA utilizes the noise levels measured on the sidewalk, however, and 
does not reduce these levels to account for the distance adjustment for the further 
distance from the sidewalk to the residence.  These noise levels will reduce by 6 dB for 
each doubling of distance.  Since the measured noise levels were measured at 30 to 35 
feet from the centerline of the street and the referenced structure is 75 feet from the 
centerline of the street, the noise levels at the residence will be 6 dB lower than WIA 
used in their analysis.  The noise levels within residences will be 53 to 61 dBA, not 59 to 
67 dBA as stated by WIA. 
 
WIA states the Municipal Code requires public entertainment venues with levels greater 
than 95 dBA to post warning signs.  This is because the noise levels are continuous 
over a lengthy period of time, and OSHA requires workers exposed to such levels to 
wear hearing protection to prevent hearing damage.  The sirens are intermittent, not 
continuous, and will not cause hearing damage unless the levels are significantly higher 
than 95 dBA. 
 
In the “Cumulative Noise Impact” section WIA suggests that the IS/MND does not 
sufficiently address cumulative impacts.  They do not identify any other projects, the 
impacts of which together with the proposed project may be cumulatively considerable.  
The noise sources they do identify, “substantial traffic noise and, possibly, aircraft 
overflight noise,” were part of the ambient noise levels measured during the acoustical 
study and thusly were considered.   
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Catalina Hernandez <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

Fw: Re:  Fw:  Opposition to the  Propose d Van Nuy s Station for He alth Re asons

dalene cabrera <darlene9@earthlink.net> Mon, Mar 24, 2014 at 4:00 PM
Reply-To: dalene cabrera <darlene9@earthlink.net>
To: "catalina.hernandez@lacity.org" <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>
Cc: Edwardo Martinez <edwardo.martinez@lacity.org>, Curt Klafta <curt.klafta@lacity.org>, Jim Dantona
<jim.dantona@lacity.org>

As stated from previous communications, we are against the proposed fire station on Oxnard & Vesper.
Relocation is appropriate.

-----Forwarded Message----- 
From: dalene cabrera 
Sent: Aug 2, 2013 12:52 PM 
To: Catalina Hernandez 
Subject: Re: Fw: Opposition to the Proposed Van Nuys Station for Health Reasons 

body{font-family: Geneva,Arial,Helvetica,sans-serif;font-size:9pt;background-color: #ffffff;color:
black;}What will you do with my dilemma? What is the resolution to this?Darlene Maranga(818)445-0040-
----Original Message-----
From: Catalina Hernandez 
Sent: Aug 1, 2013 4:29 PM
To: dalene cabrera 
Cc: Jim Doty 
Subject: Re: Fw: Opposition to the Proposed Van Nuys Station for Health Reasons

Ms. Maranga, your message has been received. Thank you for your interest in
the project.

Catalina

On Wed, Jul 31, 2013 at 8:14 PM, dalene cabrera wrote:

>
>
> -----Forwarded Message-----
> >From: dalene cabrera 
> >Sent: Jul 31, 2013 8:11 PM
> >To: CatalinaHernandez@lacity.org
> >Cc: "Arleen.Taylor" 
> >Subject: Opposition to the Proposed Van Nuys Station for Health Reasons
> >
> >Catalina Hernandez
> >City of Los Angeles
> >Bureau of Engineering
> >1149 South Broadway, Suite 600
> >Los Angeles, CA 90015
> >
> >My name is Darlene Maranga and I just got back from the presentation for
> the proposed Van Nuys Fire Station.
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> >I live directly across the proposed site - Tiara St. Had I known that
> this project is in the works, we would never have
> >purchased a house here. Our house was just bought late 2012- in less than
> a year. My 12-year old is autistic and this is where it becomes complicated
> because he cannot stand loud noises. And to live right across this proposed
> fire station would simply be a death sentence, a living hell. If this
> project goes through, I will have to sue the city to defend my son's health
> and living needs.
> >
> >Let me know if you have received this message.
> >
> >Darlene Maranga
>
>

-- 
Catalina Hernandez
Environmental Management Group *|* Environmental Specialist II
T: (213) 485-5756 *|* F: (213) 847-0656
1149 S. Broadway - Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

Off every Friday
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Response to comments from Darlene Maranga 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 58]



Catalina Hernandez <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

Fire  Station #39

Diane Barrie <diane.barrie@nara.gov> Tue, Mar 25, 2014 at 1:36 PM
To: Catalina.Hernandez@lacity.org

I object to the current relocation of Fire Station #39 on the old DWP lot on Oxnard in Van Nuys.  This station is
directly across the street from a residential area.

I believe the community would be better served if this station was located in a more central part of the station's
coverage area - perhaps along Sherman Way or Vanowen.

Diane Barrie Mercado
5643 Lemona Ave.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411
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Response to comments from Diane Barrie Mercado 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
There are 106 fire stations in the City of Los Angeles.  Many of these fire stations are in 
or adjacent to residential neighborhoods.  There are and always will be other sites that 
the City could consider.  Every site has its advantages and disadvantages.  The 
proposed site for Fire Station 39 was selected because:  (1) it is a corner property 
located in a major arterial; (2) it is less than a half mile from the existing fire station; (3) 
the site is currently owned by LADWP, thus lowering the property acquisition cost; and 
(4) the total parcel size meets the requirement for the footprint of a standard fire station.  
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March 12, 2014 
Ms. Catalina Hernandez 
City of Los Angeles, Dept of Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering 
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
 
Re: Van Nuys Fire Station No. 39 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 

 
We are against the proposed fire station project at 14600 Oxnard St. We believe that the 

construction of a fire station in the manner proposed directly adjacent to single-family homes is an ill-
conceived proposal. The fire trucks will obviously run 24 hours a day and 7 days a week. It is my 
understanding that Fire Station 39 is currently one of the busiest stations in the City. Based on your plan 
for construction, the fire trucks, paramedic trucks, lights and sirens will be facing south directly toward 
our neighborhood and within very close proximity to the bedrooms and yards of adjacent homes. Why 
anyone within City government would consider this an acceptable proposal and a fine location for a fire 
station is incomprehensible? This proposal was clearly conceived with little to no knowledge of the 
surrounding area or in complete disregard. 

 
The City has attempted to justify their poor planning by stating the fire station meets noise 

requirements and there are no other available locations for the station. Commonsense would dictate that 
having fire trucks, sirens and lights this close to people’s homes is going to create a significant noise 
and nuisance problem. Any report that contradicts clear commonsense is a put-on and not worth the paper 
it’s written on.  Additionally, the noise also affects our pets.  It is proven that their hearing is more 
sensitive than ours.  While the decibel level will affect the hearing of a person, then there will be a greater 
affect on our pets.   
 

The City has provided very little detail regarding its claim that it had sought out alternative 
locations for the proposed station. As an adjacent homeowner and concerned party, I would like the City 
to provide me with specificity and in detail the information regarding the process for seeking alternative 
locations, the property owners contacted, and the dates and details of any conversations that were 
conducted regarding the acquisition of land for alternative sites. I am very interested to learn how the 
search for alternative sites was conducted. 
 

 Several local realtors informed us that without a shadow of a doubt, in the event the station 
is constructed at this location, and becomes fully operational, the noise disclosure from this 
proposed fire station would significantly and detrimentally affect the property value of 
homeowners in our neighborhood. 
 

I hereby request that you enter this letter into the record regarding our strong disapproval 
for the proposed site of Fire Station 39. 

 
Very truly yours, 
Alan Michel 
(818) 909-9518 
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Response to comments from Alan Michel 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
There are 106 fire stations in the City of Los Angeles.  Many of these fire stations are in 
or adjacent to residential neighborhoods.  There are and always will be other sites that 
the City could consider.  Every site has its advantages and disadvantages.  The 
proposed site for Fire Station 39 was selected because:  (1) it is a corner property 
located in a major arterial; (2) it is less than a half mile from the existing fire station; (3) 
the site is currently owned by LADWP, thus lowering the property acquisition cost; and 
(4) the total parcel size meets the requirement for the footprint of a standard fire station.  

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 62]



2127fl014 City of Lcs Argeles Mall - Propc.eed Fire S1atlcn tl39 a1 the Corner ofVesper/Olnard 

Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

Proposed Fire Station #39 on the Corner of Vesper/Oxnard 

Julie Monroe <laborjam@gmail.com> 
To: Gatalina.Hemandez@lacity .org 

Wed, Feb 26, 2014 at 6:30 PM 

Hello - I am writing to \Oice my concem about the proposed construction of a fire station on the comer of Vesper 
and Oxnard. The neighborhood just south of Oxnard is currently a wry quiet neighborhood that has significantly 
imprm.ed in the last 20 years or so, with families settling in for the long term. It's impossible that a fire station 
expecting 50 calls a day just a matter of yards from our homes will not generate an extraordinary amount of 
noise. Many in the neighborhood are already looking to sell because of it. My husband and I were hoping to retire 
and grow old in our home, and it's disappointing to know we might be forced to sell. I know other locations haw 
been suggested, and I strongly urge you to consider those. 

Thank you, 
Julie Monroe 
5813 Tobias Ave 

hUps:Jirrwiil.google.oordmailluiOf"llj=2&iiF~III!IFpt&sa'oh=inbax&msg= 144712a20aG17005 111 
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Response to comments from Julie Monroe 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
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Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

fire station #39 

Louise Moon <louise@louisemoon.com> 
To: Gatalina.Hemandez@lacity .org 

Hi Catalina 

Wed, Feb 26, 2014 at 7:31 PM 

llhe on Vesper and liara and h8\e been part of the group to haw this station relocated (and the city council of 
Van Nuys \Oted IN FAVOR to do so also this past month) to another area where residents are further away 1i'om 
the sounds of 120 decibels emitted by the fire trucks.lhere is a family who liw directly in front of the station who 
has an autistic child and \ery sensiti\e to noise also. lhe fact that this fire station is within 60 ft from the houses 
in front of the station alone causes GREAT concern! We haw indeed measured the distance tom where the 
trucks exit the buildings directly heading toward the property line of residents which does differ from all the 
locations i hS\6 seen of other fire stations. The fact that this will be lHE busiest fire station in the wiley ( 0\er 50 
calls a day we are told by the board) and what looks like 3 to 4 trucks coming out of the station is unacceptable! 
We haw hired our own professional erwironmental sound testing technician and the results ARE very significant 
and damaging to hearing and way of life. I am under the understanding that your tests show differently which 
leads me to suspect the intentions of going forward no matter what. If i am wrong i would like to formally request 
a copy of them as public record as well as environmentally results of the soil which apparently was taken and 
how the tests 'W9re conducted. Below is an article tom the U.s Department of Health and Se~ces which prows 
the point that this situation could potentially cause hearing loss and possible law suites as a result. I urge you to 
please consider finding another location for this station that is more central to the boundaries of the station, 
which this station is not, and the consideration of the effect this station will forewr impact on the noise lewl and 
life style of our neighborhood. I by all means do know the need and the great seNce these fire officials do but this 
is a different situation. What i am requesting is to take a look at a better location and not just because of a great 
deal on a piece of property owned by the gO\emment and so what about the houses that liw so wry near to the 
station. Thank you and i look forward to your response. 

sincerely Louise Moon 

http://www. nidcd. nih. QO\ihealthlhearing/pages/noise.aspx 

What is noise-induced hearing loss? 
Every day, we experience sound in our environment, such as the sounds from television 
and radio, household appliances, and traffic. Normally, these sounds are at safe levels 
that don't damage our hearing. However, when we're exposed to hamtul noise-sounds 
that are too loud or loud sounds that last a long time-sensitive structures in our inner 
ear can be damaged, causing noise-induced hearing loss (NIHL). 

What causes NIHL? 
NIHL can be caused by a one-time exposure to an intense "impulse" sound, such as an 
explosion, or by continuous exposure to loud sounds over an extended period of time, 
such as noise generated in a woodworking shop. 

Sound is measured in units called decibels. Sounds of less than 75 decibels, even after 

hUps:Jirrwiil.google.oordmailfuiO/'"IIj=2&iiF~aw=Jt&sa"dFinbax&msg= 144716actar.4h430f 1/4 
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- long exposura, ara unlikely to 
cause hearing loss. However, 
long or repeated exposure to 
sounds at or above 85 decibels 
can cause hearing loss. The 
louder the sound, the shorter 
the arrDunt of tlrre It ta~ for 
NIHL to happen. 

Here are the average decibel 
ratings of sorre famllar things: 

• The hunning of II 
refrigerator 
45 decibels 

• NonTIIII conversation 
60 decibels 

• Noise from heavy city traffiC 
85 decibels 

• Motorcyles 
95 decibels 

• An MP3 player at maximum 
volume 
105 decibels 

• Sirens 
120 decibels 

• Firecrackers and firea111'5 
150 decibels 

C!Vdl.la~-~~~···· .. -
Pinna 

Semicircular 
Stapes canals 

Eardrum Oval Round 

canal 
window window 

The auditory system in the ear 

Although being aware of decibel levels is important to help us protect our Ilea ring, llow 
far away we are from the source and how long we are eJCI)Osed to the sound are equally 
III'C)Ortant. A good Nle of thurm Is to avoid noises that are too loud, too close, or last 
too long. 

Who 18 an'ectlbd by NIHU 
People of all ages, Including children, teens, young adults, and older people, can develop 
NIHL. Approxlrretely 15 percent of Americans between the ages or 20 and ~or 2.6 
million Americans-have hearing loss that rrev have been caused bV exposure to loud 
sounds or noise at work or In leisure actiVIties. Recreational actiVIties that cen put 
sorreone et risk ror NIHL Include target shooting end hunting, snowrrDblle riding, ll$tenlng 
to MP3 players at high volume through earbuds or headphones, playing In a band, and 
attending loud concerts. HemfUI noises et horne rrey come from lawnrrowers, leer 
blowers, end shop or woodworking tools. 

How c:an nolille clamage our hearing? 
To understand how loud noises cen derrege our hearing, we have to understand how we 
hear. Hearing depends on e series of events that change sound waves In the elr Into 
electrical signals. Our auditory neiVe then carries these signals to the bnJin through a 
co11111eX series or steps. 

1. SOund waves enter the outer ear end tnJvel through a narrow passageway called 
the ear canal, which leeds to the eerciNm. 

2. The earciNm vlbnJtes from the lncornng sound waves and sends these vlbnJtlons to 
three tiny bones In the middle ear. These bones are called the rrelleus, Incus, and 
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stapes. 

3. The bones In the rriddle 
ear couple the sound 
vibrations from the air to 
fluid vibrations In the 
cochlell of the Inner ar, 
which Is shllped like a 
snail and filled with fluid. 
An elllstlc Pllrtltlon runs 
from the beginning to the 
end of the cochlell, 
splitting it into an upper 
and lower PIJrt. This 
Pllrtition is called the 
basilar me!Tbrane because 
it serves as the base, or 
ground floor, on which 
key hearing structures sit. 

4. Once the vibrations cause 
the fluid inside the Stereocilia perch atop sensory heir cells in the inner ear 
cochlell to ripple, a (Credit: Yoshiyuki KewashiiTIII) 
traveling wave fol'lTS 
along the basilar me!Tbrane. Hair cel~nsory cells sitting on top of the basilar 
me!Tbrane-ride the wave. 

5. As the hair cells move up and down, ITicroscopic heir-like projections (known as 
stereocilia) that perch on top of the heir cells bufl1) against en overlying structure 
and bend. Bending caiiSeS pore-like channels, which ere et the tips of the 
stereocilia, to open up. When that heppeRS, cheiTicels rush into the eel~ creating 
an electrical signal. 

6. The auditory nerve caiTies this electrical signal to the brain, which traRSIIIItes It Into 
a '"sound" that we recognize and understand. 

Most NIHL Is caused by the daiTIIIge and eventual death of these heir cells. Unllloe blrcl 
and amphibian hair cells, hunn heir cells don't grow back.. They are gone for good. 

What are tne el"''eeta and aymptDI'I'III of NIHL'l 
When we-re e"J))sed to loud noise over a long period of tlrre, we gradually start to lose 
our hearing. over time, the sounds we hear ITIIIY becorre distorted or muffled, and It ITIIIY 
be diiTicult to understand other people when they talk.. If you have NIHL you n1ght not 
even be aware of It, but It can be detected with a hearing test. 

NIHL can also be caused by extrerrely loud bursts of sound, such as gunshots or 
explosions, which can rupture the eardrum or daiTIIIge the bones In the niddle ear. This 
kind of NIHL could result In lrnreclllllte hearing loss that ITIIIY be per~T~~~nent. 

Loud noise exposure can also CaliSe tlnnltus-e ringing, buzzing, or roaring In the ears or 
head. Tinnitus ny subside over time, but can sorretlmes be per~T~~~nent, continuing 
constantly or occasionally throughout a person's lite. Hearing loss and tinnitus can occur 
In one or both ears. 

SOmetimes exposure to Impulse and continuous loud noise causes a temporary hearing 
loss, which disappears 16 to 48 hours later. Recent research suggests, however, that 
although the loss of hearing seen to disappear, there rrey be residual long-term 
dange to your hearing. 

Can NIHL be prevented? 

:z: M•llll.gqt~·••--~o~~-141m-csr..·.-:-•"'"'F"••"~~~t •·rm-151'•144fn , •• 
[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 67]



212712014 City of Los Angeles Mail -fire stati111 #39 

NIHL is the only type of hearing loss that is COI"Tllletely preventable. If you understand 
the hazards of noise and how to practice good hearing health, you can protect your 
hearing for life. Here's how: 

• Know which noises can cause damage (those at or above 85 decibels). 

• Wear earplugs or other protective devices when involved in a loud activity (activity-
specific earplugs and earmuffs are available at hardware and sporting goods stores). 

• Be alert to hazardous noises in the environment. 

• Protect the ears of children who are too young to protect their own. 

• Make family, friends, and colleagues aware of the hazards of noise. 

• Have your hearing tested if you think you might have hearing loss. 

What research is being done about NIHL? 
The National Institute on Deafness and Other Conmunication Disorders (NIDCD) supports 
research on the causes, diagnosis, treatment, and prevention of hearing loss. NIDCD
supported researchers have helped to identify some of the many genes ii"Tllortant for hair 
cell development and function and are using this knowledge to explore new treatments 
for hearing loss. 

https://mail.g oog le.comlmaillufQI'?ui= 2&lk=et8a3463c9&\iew=pt&sea-ch=inbax&msg= 144716adac4b430f 414 
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3/5/2014 City of Los Angeles Mail - Thank you for the documents

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=ef8a3463c9&view=pt&search=inbox&msg=14492fbaa3bd96fa&siml=14492fbaa3bd96fa 1/1

Catalina Hernandez <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

Thank y ou for the  docum ents

Louise Moon <louise@louisemoon.com> Wed, Mar 5, 2014 at 8:02 AM
To: Catalina.Hernandez@lacity.org

Hi Catalina

Thank you for all the documents that you sent and your quick response. I do however have GREAT concern
about your sound test results as well as chemical at the preposed Fire Station #39! It is not even believable quit
frankly! " for the safety of the sound check equipment" which was placed far off the mark of where the engines
come out and that it will only create 7 decibels above the sound that is already there is laughable! Sorry, but
those results will be challenged fully and show how inaccurate your information is. Everyone knows how loud
those engines are and hearing loss due to loud sound above 85 decibels,and such close range ( 50 ft) ,
repeatedly every day will present possible law suites alone not to mention chemical particles that come up from
digging. We understand there is a need for a larger modern station, but this location not only presents the
problems mentioned above, but also the location of the station. The area served by Fire Station 39 is essentially
bordered by Sherman Way to the north, Chandler to the south, the 405 to the west and Woodman to the east.
As such, the proposed location will not improve emergency response times or otherwise increase public safety,
as Oxnard and Vesper is even farther south than the existing location of Fire Station 39 and is not anywhere near
the center of the service area. In fact, it is near the extreme southern end of the service area, thereby increasing,
rather than reducing, response times to the majority of the service area. Never mind the Orange bus line that runs
just north of the location. 
We urge you to relocate this station to a better location. Suggestions are Friar and Cedros. We have signed
statements from local residents stating they would welcome the new fire station in their neighborhood as well as
the owner of that site who was never approached from the city and wants to sell his property. I urge you to
seriously reconsider this location and to move to a different location. We have the support of Van Nuys City
Council who voted against this location also. 
 
thank you, Louise Moon
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Response to comments from Louise Moon 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
There are 106 fire stations in the City of Los Angeles.  Many of these fire stations are in 
or adjacent to residential neighborhoods.  There are and always will be other sites that 
the City could consider.  Every site has its advantages and disadvantages.  The 
proposed site for Fire Station 39 was selected because:  (1) it is a corner property 
located in a major arterial; (2) it is less than a half mile from the existing fire station; (3) 
the site is currently owned by LADWP, thus lowering the property acquisition cost; and 
(4) the total parcel size meets the requirement for the footprint of a standard fire station.  
 
The acoustical analysis indicated that, without any intervening structure such as a wall, 
the fire station will elevate community noise exposure levels (CNEL) of the properties 
along Oxnard Street from the existing 65 dBA to 72 dBA, an increase of 7 dBA.  CNEL 
should not be confused with the loudness of a siren (about 102 dBA) or the average 
noise of an emergency response (88 to 92 dBA over 14 to 22 seconds).  CNEL is a 24-
hour weighted average based on the number of noise events, the duration of those 
events and the time of day that the events occur. 
 
The National Institute on Deafness and Other Communication Disorders states, 
“Sounds of less than 75 decibels, even after long exposure, are unlikely to cause 
hearing loss.”  Long-term noise levels (CNEL) due to the proposed project are not 
expected to exceed 72 dB (less with the proposed wall).  However, as stated by the 
Institute, “long-term or repeated exposure to noise at or above 85 decibels can cause 
hearing loss.  The louder the sound, the shorter the amount of time it takes for [noise-
induced hearing loss] to happen.”  Peak noise levels from the sirens are expected to be 
up to 104 dB.  However, this level would be experienced only by someone standing 
unshielded on the sidewalk directly across from the fire station.  It is unlikely that 
anyone would be thus exposed “repeatedly.”   
 
The project includes a contingency plan for properly identifying, handling and disposing 
of contaminated soil encountered during construction.  Public Works contractors are 
required to prevent the generation of dust in any amount that may cause damage or 
nuisance (Contract General Requirements Section 01561).  
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Catalina Hernandez <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

Regarding the  Propose d Van Nuy s Fire  Station No. 39

Kevin O'Donnell <kevinoirish@gmail.com> Thu, Mar 20, 2014 at 3:32 PM
To: Catalina.Hernandez@lacity.org

Ms. Catalina Hernandez
City of Los Angeles, Dept of Public Works Bureau of Engineering
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015

Re: The Proposed Van Nuys Fire Station No. 39 

To Whom It May Concern:

We are writing to express our concern and dismay at having the proposed fire station built in our quiet family
neighborhood. We are against this proposal and request that an alternate location be found. Our main concern
is the noise this will bring to a neighborhood we moved into in part because it is quiet and peaceful. Having
engines run 24 hours a day just feet from dozens of homes is going to be a great, unwanted disturbance that will
cause a substantial dip in the quality of life for my family and others. 

Our family, which includes two young boys, ages 4 and 6, moved into the neighborhood just south of the
proposed location a little over 5 years ago because it is a quiet, close knit community of other families and like
minded people. We, along with many others we have come to know, have put considerable effort and funds
into updating our homes and trying to make the neighborhood a safe and enjoyable place to live. 

We have seen the report that the noise levels created by the station won't be problematic, but by my experience
of having lived in the neighborhood for several years, I strongly disagree. We can hear quite loudly when a
police car or fire engine happens to drive down Oxnard near Vesper Avenue. Having to hear this happen 24
hours a day up to 50 times a day is absolutely problematic and not acceptable in our eyes no matter what the
reports findings are. This station is right in a residential area and it will be a lot more people than just my family
that will suffer from this constant barrage of loud noise. This will shatter the quiet nature of this neighborhood
and make it a much less enjoyable place to live. 

We are also concerned about the lack of backup info as to how other locations for this station were sought. As
a community that would be greatly effected, we would like to know what other possibilities there are and what
other areas have been considered. There seems to be a lack of info about just how the search has been
handled thus far. It seems a more thorough search should be conducted. 

Please add us to the list of people who oppose this proposed location and enter our letter into the letter
regarding this matter. 

-- 
Kevin, Joy, Reilly & Lucas O'Donnell
Vesper Avenue residents
818-653-3357 cell
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Response to comments from Kevin, Joy, Reilly & Lucas O’Donnell 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
There are 106 fire stations in the City of Los Angeles.  Many of these fire stations are in 
or adjacent to residential neighborhoods.  There are and always will be other sites that 
the City could consider.  Every site has its advantages and disadvantages.  The 
proposed site for Fire Station 39 was selected because:  (1) it is a corner property 
located in a major arterial; (2) it is less than a half mile from the existing fire station; (3) 
the site is currently owned by LADWP, thus lowering the property acquisition cost; and 
(4) the total parcel size meets the requirement for the footprint of a standard fire station.   
 
The City’s General Plan designates the project site “CM,” Commercial Manufacturing 
Zone.  Land uses permitted within the “CM” zone include “C2” uses, which expressly 
include fire stations.   
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Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

Proposed Fire Station #391ocation- OxnardNesper 
I Ill --.,-

Vista Oaks Neighborhood Watch <vistaoaksnw@gmail.com> Mon, Mar 24, 2014 at 2:42 PM 
To: Catalina Hernandez <catalina. Hernandez@lacity .org> 
Cc: council member. martinez@lacity .org, jim .dantona@lacity .org, ackley.padilla@lacity .org, lynda.IENitan@lacity .org, 
guillenno.marquez@lacity.org, Curt Klafta <curt.klafta@lacity.org>, edwardo.martinez@lacity.org, Reza Shahrnirzadi 
<reza.shahmirzadi@lacity .org> 

Catalina, 

I am the police community representatiw for the community located on the boundary where Fire Station #39 is 
proposed. Our community boundaries are Oxnard to Burbank and between Kester and Van Nuys Blw. Our 
neighborhood watch area is nicknamed ''Vista Oaks". As the police community representatiw, I help 
communicate community safety information to our residents, as well as assist our residents with quality of life 
concerns. I haw been the police community representatiw for this community since the fall of 2009. 

While, we all are in agreement that a fire station would be a nice neighbor, we feel like it would greatly disturb the 
quality of life for our residents. There are a few things that concern me, as well as other residents in our area: 

1. The location of fire station #39 is not centrally located within the boundaries that fire station #39 sen.es. 
This would pull much-needed seNices further away from residents that reside North of Oxnard. This is a great 
concern of mine. I think, as city planners and decision makers, it is your job to make sure that ewryone in our 
city has equal representation and access to our city sel"''lices. I'm afraid you would be pulling much-needed city 
sel"''lices away from a group that is already under-serwd in our city. I think we need to make choices that serw 
the greatest good for the greatest number of people and I belie\9 the proposed location of Fire Station #39 is not 
the best location to follow that mandate. 

2. The proposed location on Oxnard Street is directly aCI"OSS the street from a residential area. If you look at 
Oxnard Street between Sepul\eda Blw to Hazeltine Ava- the proposed fire station location is the only area where 
the direct neighbors would be single family homes. A much more appropriate location could and should be found 
& utilized. 

3. There is a large concern about the sound Increase in our area. The increase in sound will greatly diminish 
the quality of life for our residents, especially those that would be closest to the station. I know you haw 
recehed numerous letters stating the noise concem, so I will not go into depth, as I beliew you are well aware 
that the decibelle\el of the sirens is well-abow the lewl that can create hearing loss. Firefighters will haw an 
advance warning that a siren will be sounded and they can properly protect their ears, whereas nearby residents 
would not haw that benefit. 

4. DecnNise In quality of life and lower PfOperly values for area residents. Many residents are already 
planning on selling their property if this fire station proposal passes. This is a QI"S\e concern for our area, as I 
personally, haw worked wry hard to create a sense of community in our neighborhood, and as you probably 
know, this is no small feat in Los Angeles. Our neighborhood is a vary active community- on any given day you 
will see many of us outside walking our dogs and children, riding our bikes, scooters, pushing our family 
members in wheelchairs, etc •.. An increase in sirens ALL DAY long will only be a detriment for our residents, as 
the increase in noise will force them to stay indoors w encouraging them to come outside and enjoy our 
neighborhood. 

5. Disruption of home-based businesses within our area. Many of us also work from home and an increase in 
sirens would be disrupting our daily li..elihood. Some of the businesses that would be disrupted: guitar-maker, 
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musicians, editors, internet based businesses, home-schools, graphic designers, photographers, acting coaches 
and more. Our homes are not sound-proofed the same way businesses might be along a commercial corridor. I 
think as a city, we need to encourage home-based businesses and residents that work ftom home. This allows 
our community members to work ftom home, which in tum, reduces traffic congestion and pollution and it also 
increases our resident's quality of life, in that they don't have to commute to and ftom work. If our home-based 
businesses are suddenly displaced, this may also increase our daytime crime rate, which we have fought so hard 
to reduce. Our neighborhood is one of the safest of all the surrounding areas and I attribute it to the fact that we 
have a lot of people that work ftom home and we have a lot of people out and about throughout the day. 

6. There is also a concern about the environmental impact. I am not an expert in this field and I know you 
have also received numerous letters stating all the en'Yironmental concerns, so I will not reiterate those concerns 
again, but please note that they are indeed a concern for the area residents. 

I hope you will re'Yiew all the information you received ftom our residents and allow it to proper1y inform your 
decision. I would also like to offer you our assistance. As a community, we will happily assist you in finding a 
more appropriate location for fire station #39. Additionally, members of our community would be happy to help 
you find a more suitable neighbor for the comer of OxnardNesper. 

I am happy to discuss any of this further. Please feel free to call or email anytime. 

Thanks, 

Kristin Sales 
(323) 449-1820 

City of Los Angeles resident of 5700 Tobias Ave 
and 
Police Community Representative for the Vista Oaks NW Community in Sherman Oaks 
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Response to comments from Kristin Sales 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station. 
   
The proposed site is less than half of a mile from the existing Fire Station 39.  Because 
the proposed site provides direct access to Oxnard Street, a secondary highway, and is 
one block away from Van Nuys Boulevard, a Class II Major Highway, the Fire 
Department is confident that the proposed site will not diminish service. 
 
There are 106 fire stations in the City of Los Angeles.  Many of these fire stations are in 
or adjacent to residential neighborhoods.  There are and always will be other sites that 
the City could consider.  Every site has its advantages and disadvantages.  The 
proposed site for Fire Station 39 was selected because:  (1) it is a corner property 
located in a major arterial; (2) it is less than a half mile from the existing fire station; (3) 
the site is currently owned by LADWP, thus lowering the property acquisition cost; and 
(4) the total parcel size meets the requirement for the footprint of a standard fire station.   
 
Our acoustical analysis indicates the fire station will elevate community noise exposure 
levels (CNEL) of the properties along Oxnard Street by 7 dBA not considering any 
intervening structure.  The proposed wall along Oxnard Street is expected to prevent 
any significant project-related increase in ambient noise levels south of Oxnard Street.   
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Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

Letter regarding Proposed Fire Station 39 
. ···- ~aS.-

Stephanie Sandoval <stephjoann@yahoo.com> 
Reply-To: Stephanie Sandoval <steph_joann@yahoo.com> 
To: •catalina. hemandez@lacity .or~t <catalina. hemandez@lacity .org> 

Dear Ms. Hernandez, 

Mon, Mar 24, 2014 at 11 :39 AM 

We ive one half of a block from A'oposed Rra station 39. Attached you will find our letter against the relocation of the frastation to our 
neighborhood as well as details about the significant inadequacies and i1accuracies used in the rrodel for acoustical analysis. 

Sincerely, 

Your neighbors. 
stephanie Sandoval and Sasar Sandoval 
5865 Tobias Ave 
Shermm Qaks, CA 91411 

'Vj Sandovals against Flre&tallon 39.pdf 
6439K 
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To: Catalina Hernandez, City of Los Angeles, Dept. of Public Works 
From: Stephanie Sandoval 
Via: e-mail Catalina.Hernandez@lacity.org 

Date: 3/24/2014 

Re: Van Nuys Fire Station 39 W.O. E170094B; Initial Study/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration dated February, 2014 

Enclosures: Exhibits A-G 

I am a resident of Noble Estates and am adamantly opposed to the proposed location of 
Van Nuys Fire Station 39 on Oxnard and Vesper, one half block from my newly 
purchased home. I have reviewed the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration for 
Van Nuys Fire Station 39 and find significant inadequacies and inaccuracies used in the 
model for acoustical analysis. 

The impact on my neighborhood was completely excluded from the analysis map and 
only 8 homes were notified of the construction. I would never have purchased my home 
in September of 2013 if I were made aware of this proposal. 

Upon inspection of the Initial Study/Mitigated negative Declaration for Van Nuys Fire 
Station 39, it is evident that the noise mitigation proposal has no engineering basis for 
noise reduction. The proposed "Oxnard Wall" contradicts findings published by the 
Federal Highway Administration's Office of Planning, Environment, & Realty policies 
proposed for local government use. These findings specifically state 

"To effectively reduce the noise coming around its ends, a barrier should be 
at least eight times as long as the distance from the home or receiver to the 
barrier. Openings in noise barriers for driveway connections or intersecting 
streets destroy their effectiveness." 

The Federal Highway Administration REQUIRES using the LOUDEST time of day to 
determine noise mitigation and the maximum sound levels quoted in the "Initial Study" is 
104 decibels with only 2 vehicles were used in the study and no mention of the sound of 
airhorns. The US Department of Health and Human Services (Exhibit G) clearly 
states that one siren emits 120 decibels. Permanent hearing loss occurs from sounds 
at or above 85 decibels. In fact, the Los Angeles Municipal Code requires places of 
public entertainment with amplified sound levels in excess of 95 decibels to post a 
warning sign outside which states that entering may cause hearing impairment. Proposed 
Firestation 39 would not house1, but 7 fire trucks and would sit on Oxnard Blvd, a 
"Secondary Highway," which would undoubtedly require the use of airhorns to enter 
traffic and cross the nearby intersection at Van Nuys Blvd. In fact, the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code requires places of public entertainment with amplified sound levels in 
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excess of 95 decibels to post a warning sign outside which states that entering may cause 
hearing impairment. 

Moving forward with the fatally flawed acoustical model and misreported benefits of the 
proposed mitigation concept will cause a substantial increase in community noise 
exposure levels resulting in a significant negative impact on the residential neighborhood 
immediately south of the proposed fire station site. This negative impact reaches well 
beyond the eight residential properties referenced in the report; the result for many of the 
residents of the neighborhood will be substantive loss of quality of life and extensive and 
a multitude of negative health effects as the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) reports. 

Oxnard Wall 
A proposed 6 foot wall on the south side of Oxnard St abutting residential properties 
between Vesper and the driveway to 5945 Tiara Street (but "not adjacent to a property if 
the owner of that property objects") will not be effective in reducing noise levels for the 
neighborhood or, in any significant way for the intended select residents. 

Not Effective: 

The length of the Oxnard wall proposed is drastically insufficient based on this and all 
accepted sound travel studies. To reduce noise exposure to the neighborhood, the wall 
MUST continue uninterrupted along Oxnard St. from Cedros (this would be somewhat 
farther West than the proposed 5945 Tiara St.) and well past the residence at 14547 Tiara 
St. to the East toward Van Nuys Blvd. 

Note this effective noise abatement solution would result in the wall continuing over 
Vesper St. on the South side of Oxnard. This access restriction in and out of the 
residential area would also act to reduce traffic congestion for emergency vehicles on 
Oxnard and ultimately reduce noise due to reduced need for sirens and horns to alert 
unsuspecting vehicles leaving the neighborhood via Vesper onto Oxnard. The closed 
access could be an overall improvement to the neighborhood in providing more security 
and reducing cut-through traffic on the residential street. 
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The height of the wall also needs to be re-examined in relation to the noise source as the 
amount of reduction or attenuation is directly related to the diffraction angle 0-. As this 
angle increases, the barrier attenuation increases; given that the sound source, sirens and 
horns, are mounted on emergency vehicles at various distances off the ground the wall 
must be raised accordingly. 

SOURCE 

To create a visually pleasing wall, one with staggered horizontal elements that include a 
clear panel at the top for the passage of light is highly recommended for this 
neighborhood of homes valued at half-million to three-quarter million dollars. 

The aforementioned in combination with other sound-absorbing technologies could 
protect the hearing and quality of living of nearby residents in respect to the proposed 
firestation. However, there is NO forecast on projected/future increases in siren or horn 
sounds. New technologies are being integrated into emergency vehicles to make sirens 
and horns even louder to overcome the new sound technologies in cars with audio/music 
equipment upgrades and sound proofing for more luxury ride (including what is being 
called the "HOWLER" in Exhibit D. The minimum sound of these future technologies is 
120 decibels which far exceeds 85 dBA when hearing loss occurs and also exceeds any 
level that might be soundproofed by a wall. 
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In conclusion, the proposal seems to be based on the below, inaccurate assumptions: 

1) NO traffic on Oxnard 
2) Oxnard not being a major street 
3) Surrounding land use not being residential 
4) Minimum /Average decibels 

All four of these factors are FALSE. Oxnard is considered a secondary highway with 
regular to heavy traffic. There are hundreds of families that sit immediately adjacent to 
the proposed station who were CONVENIENTLY not included in the study. These 
families will suffer dramatically from the 20 AM peak-hour trips and 21 PM peak-hour 
trips and the noise mitigation proposed in the "Initial Study" does not begin to combat 
these noise levels that have proven to result in hearing loss. 

Sincerely, 

Stephanie and Sesar Sandoval 

5865 Tobias Avenue 

Sherman Oaks, CA 91411 
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Exhibit A 

Excerpts from the City Study. 
They proposal seems to be based on: 

1) NO traffic on Oxnard (what time of day would that be?) 
2) Oxnard not being a major street (which they state elsewhere is a category 3 

highway) 
3) Surrounding land use not being residential 

These paragraphs contradict themselves: 

Fire department personnel are required by state law to sound the siren when exiting the 
station to respond to emergency calls; however, emergency responders make every 
effort to minimize use of the siren if the station is located in a residential setting. If no 
traffic is present on the exiting street, the siren is briefly sounded upon exiting the 
station and is then silent until the emergency vehicle meets a major street or traffic. 
Emergency vehicle sirens are not subject to the limitations of noise ordinances 
because, by their very nature, they are intended to be unmistakably noticed. If the 
surrounding land use is converted to residential , the residents could expect to hear the 
sirens. Fire stations are located in all types of land use areas by necessity, and the brief 
noise of the sirens would not be considered a significant impact. 

New traffic would amount to 20 AM peak-hour trips and 21 PM peak-hour trips. Noise is 
not added arithmetically. 
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Exhibit B 

Appendix F 

Fire Station 30 Acoustical Analysis 
To: Allan Kawaguchi L.A. City Department of Public Works 
From: Steve Martin Veneklasen Associates 
Date: January 6, 2013 
Subject: Fire Station 39 Acoustical Analysis -Memorandum 
INTRODUCTION 
Emergency vehicle and siren noise were measured during simulated emergency response events at the existing 
and 
at the proposed future site for Fire Station 39. Bruel and Kj<Er Model 2250 Type 1 sound level meters were used to 
measure and record these noise levels. We also measured the ambient noise using a Bruel and Kj<Er Model 2260 
Type 1 sound level meter at the proposed site over a three day period and the existing site over a two day period. 
The objective of these measurements was to model the noise at the existing site and at the proposed future site 
due to anticipated future daily operations of Fire Station 39 . 
The future estimated average number of Fire Station 39 emergency vehicle responses is 51 per day, which includes 
four of these events utilizing a second siren. (my notes: the transportation assessment states in the same report 
for proposed fire station 39 states that there will be a total of SEVEN response vehicles, on AVERAGE two respond 
to emergency call; BUT "FOUR per day IN WHICH ALL EMERGENCY VEHICLES respond to the scene" .. so what 
happened to the noise from the other FIVE Vehicles??? Why did they only measure noise from two?) This is 
equivalent to 2.125 responses per hou r. This is substantially higher than the average incident count in 2012 of 19 
per day or 0.8 responses per hour. This study assumes the 51 equivalent daily events; should the actual event 
count be 19 per day, the modeled noise levels will be 4 dBA lower. 

EXISTING SITE 
Existing Nearby Land Uses 
The existing Fire Station 39 is located adjacent to a two-story office building on the east currently serving as 
lawyers offices and two one-story offices for bail bonds and home design businesses on the west. The City Hall 
with its seven conference meeting rooms and the public counter area is across Sylvan Street to the south, as is the 
Marvin Braude San Fernando Valley Constituent Service Center with multiple offices. To the east of the corner of 
Sylvan Street and Sylmar Avenue are 40 multi-family residential dwellings on the north side of Sylvan Street, with a 
Child Development Center and the Los Angeles County Service Center with multiple offices. 

Measurements 
At this existing site, five simulated events and one actual emergency response were measured (my notes: doesn't 
say how many vehicles, doesn't say if it was just sirens or was it sirens and horns, what would this pertinent 
information be left out?) on December 11, 2013 at three locations: across the street in front of Van Nuys City Hall, 
at the adjacent lawyers offices at 14401 Sylvan Street, and in front of the three-story residential structu re at the 
north-east corner of Sylvan Street and Sylmar Avenue. Two of the simulated events and the actual emergency 
response headed in the western direction; three of the simulated events headed in the eastern direction. The 
emergency response event noise levels (Leq) ranged between 84 and 89 dBA at the City Hall position, 82 to 103 
dBA at the lawyers' offices, and 71 to 90 dBA at the corner of Sylvan and Sylmar, with the average Leq measuring 
87.7, 95 .6, and 85 .8 dBA, respectively. The duration of the events averaged 22 seconds. The ranges of the 
measured maximum noise level (Lmax) of these events at each location were 93-102 dBA, 91-114 dBA, and 79-100 
dBA with Lmax averages of 99.4, 107.4, and 96.3 dBA, respectively. 
The long-term measurements at the existing Fire Station 39 were performed on the roof of the existing fire station . 
An incident log of fire station activities was utilized to exclude the noise from these activities to determine the 
existing ambient noise level without fire station operations. The measurements and ensuing analysis indicate the 
ambient hourly average noise levels (Leq) ranged between 53 and 75 dBA and the CNEL ranged between 66 and 68 

Page 6 of 22 

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 82]



Exhibit B 
CNEL, averaging 67 CNEL. The existing Lmax of the measurements during the 10:00 pm and 7:00am nighttime 
period ranged between 66 and 87 dBA. 
Veneklasen Associates 
Los Angeles City Department of Public Works Fire Station 39 Draft Memo 
January 6, 2013 Page 2 of 3 

Future Conditions 
The average measured simulated/actual event noise levels measured at each position were utilized with the future 
estimated responses of 2.125 per hour to model the hourly Leq and CNEL noise levels. To maintain consistency 
with the proposed site analysis, each event was considered to occur for 14 seconds as measured during the 
proposed site noise measurements (see PROPOSED SITE Measurements section). The results of the modeled 
noise levels existing at the site without Fire Station 39 operations and due to the anticipated future number of 
emergency responses are summarized in the table below. 

Modeled 1-Hour Leq Noise Levels (dBA) Modeled CNEL (dBA) 
Location 

Without With Future Increase Without With Future Increase 
FS-39 Anticipated FS-39 FS-39 Anticipated FS-39 

Operations Operations Operations Operations 

City Hall 53 to 75 67 to 75 0 to 14 67 74 7 

Lawyers' Offices 53 to 75 75 to 78 3 to 22 67 81 14 

Sylvan and Sylmar 53 to 75 65 to 75 0 to 12 67 73 6 

FS-39 = Fire Station 39 

PROPOSED SITE 
Existing Nearby Land Uses 
The existing land uses to the north, east and west of the proposed Fire Station 39 site are industrial. Across Oxnard 
Street to the south of the site is a one-block width area of residential use (my notes: makes it sound like there is 
one row of houses, not an entire neighborhood) with industrial properties to the east and 
west. Eight residential properties are located along the south side of Oxnard Street opposite the proposed site, 
with another six residential properties further south and within 200 feet of the proposed site. (my notes: again 
what about all the other homes, where did they go?) 

Measurements 
At the proposed future site, six simulated events were measured on November 7, 2013 along the south sidewalk 
of Oxnard Street, with three heading in the western direction and three heading in the eastern direction. (my 
notes: doesn't say how many vehicles, doesn't say if it was just sirens or was it sirens and horns, WHY would this 
pertinent information be left out? The transportation assessment states, in the same report for proposed fire 
station 39 that there will be a total of SEVEN response vehicles, on AVERAGE two respond to emergency calls; BUT 
"FOUR per day IN WHICH ALL EMERGENCY VEHICLES respond to the scene" ) A seventh 
event measured was an actual emergency response heading in the western direction. (my notes: again, no 
specifics on what this includes, the proposed station will have more vehicles than the current station; although the 
sound is not calculated arithmetically, the real number trucks, sirens and horns should be used in a simulation ) 
These event noise levels (Leq) ranged between 89 and 96 dBA and averaged 92.6 dBA Leq during a typical14 
second event. The maximum noise levels (Lmax) ranged between 98 and 104 dBA and averaged 102.6 dBA Lmax. 

The long-term measurements at the proposed future fire station site were performed at the center of the existing 

Page 7 of 22 

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 83]



Exhibit B 
parking lot in order to provide a safe location for the measurement equipment. The measured results over the 
threeday period indicated the ambient hourly average noise level (Leq) ranged between 52 and 65 dBA and the 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) ranged between 64 and 66 CNEL, averaging 65 CNEL. The long-term 
measurements also indicated existing Lmax noise levels during the 10:00 pm to 7:00am nighttime periods ranged 
between 67 and 88 dBA. However, because these measurements were performed in the center of the existing 
parking lot, approximately 140 feet from the center of Oxnard Street, and assuming the measured noise levels are 
predominately due to traffic noise, the actual CNEL may be as much as 6 dBA higher at the residential property 
line, a distance of approximately 35 feet from the center of Oxnard Street. An additional factor impacting the 
ambient noise level on the residential property is the existing five foot wall, which may reduce the noise level on 
the residential side of the wall as much as 6 dBA. As these factors cancel each other, the measured hourly Leq, 
Lmax, and 65 CNEL noise levels will be utilized in the modeling analysis. 

Future Conditions 
Utilizing the average measured 92.6 dBA noise level (my notes : why would the AVERAGE of the LOWER range be 
used, residents are going to hear all the noise levels, particularly the louder range; The Federal Highway 
Administration REQUIRES using the LOUDEST time of day to determine noise mitigation! ) requires using THE and 
the during the average 14 second event for the future average estimated responses of 2.125 per hour, the 
modeled hourly Leq noise levels on the three impacted residential properties (my note : if the use the real noise 
levels there are certainly more than 3 impacted properties) within 50 feet of the new proposed Fire Station 39 in 
operation are 65 to 68 dBA (this is by using the average noise levels in the lower range, they should be using 
104dBA ) and using, higher than the currently measured 52 to 65 dBA noise levels by 3 to 13 dBA. The model (my 
notes: which is FATALLY FLAWED so all subsequent numbers based on that model are not applicable ) shows a 
cumulative noise level is 72 CNEL, 7 dBA higher than the currently measured 65 CNEL. At the five residential 
properties located up to 100 feet away from the proposed site, the CNEL is modeled to be 5 
dBA higher than the existing CNEL, while the six residential properties located 200 feet away are modeled to be 3 
dBA higher. This is summarized in the table below. 

My notes : There is NO forecast on projected/future increases in siren or horn sounds, news articles indicate that 

new technologies are being integrated into emergency vehicles to make sirens and horns even louder (including 

what is being called the "HOWLER" )to overcome the new sound technologies in cars with audio/music equipment 

upgrades and sound proofing for more luxury ride- why would a paragraph on "future conditions" not take into 

account future equipment?) 

Modeled 1-Hour Leq Noise Levels (dBA) Modeled CNEL (dBA) 
Location 

Without With Future Increase Without With Future Increase 
FS-39 Anticipated FS- FS-39 Anticipated FS-

Operations 39 Operations Operations 39 Operations 

Residences along Oxnard St. 52 to 65 65 to 68 3 to 13 65 72 7 

Residences 100' south 49 to 62 60 to 63 1 to 11 62 67 5 

Residences 200' south 46 to 59 54 to 59 0 to 8 59 62 3 

FS-39 = F1re Stat1on 39 
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Exhibit B 

Comparison of the Modeled Impacts 
The model indicates the impact due to 51 daily events at the existing Fire Station 39 is a CNEL increase of 7 dBA at 
City Hall impacting seven conference meeting rooms and the public counter area and at the San Fernando Valley 
Constituent Service Center offices, 14 dBA at the lawyers' offices and the three offices on the west side of the fire 
station, and 6 dBA at the multifamily residential structure and adjacent residential buildings (minimum 15 units) as 
well as the Child Development Center and the Los Angeles County Service Center. The model for the proposed 
future 
site indicates an impact of a CNEL increase of 7 dBA at three residences located closest to the proposed site, 5 dBA 
at five residences located approximately 100 feet from the emergency response events, and 3 dBA at six 
residences located approximately 200 feet away. 

Conclusion 
The model shows a cumulative increase in noise levels due to the anticipated future operations at Fire Station 39 
both at the existing site and the proposed site to be an increase of 5 dBA CNEL or more at a number of receptors 
due to the anticipated number of fire station responses. At the existing location, this increase occurs at the 
adjacent three office addresses, at a minimum of 15 residential dwellings, at seven conference meeting rooms and 
the public counter area within the City Hall building, at multiple offices within the San Fernando Valley Constituent 
Service Center, at the Child Development Center, and at multiple offices within the Los Angeles County Service 
Center. At the proposed site, the modeling indicates this increase of 5 dBA CNEL to occur at eight residential 
dwellings. The cumulative noise level increase at the closest receptors for the existing station is a 14 dBA CNEL 
increase and at the proposed site is 7 dBA CNEL. 
The noise modeling impact of the anticipated number of operations for Fire Station 39 is substantially higher at the 
existing fire station site than the impact at the proposed fire station site. 

Page 9 of 22 

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 85]



Exhibit C 

OfFICe of Planning, Environmentr & Realty (HEP) 

To effectively reduce the noise coming around its ends, a barrier should be at least 
eight times as long as the distance from the home or receiver to the barrier. 
Openings in noise barriers for driveway connections or intersecting streets destroy 
their effectiveness 

To effectively reduce sound transmission through the barrier, the material 
chosen must be rigid and sufficiently dense. 

A major consideration in the design of a noise barrier is its visual impact on the 
surrounding area. A tall barrier near a one-story, single family, detached 
residential area can have a negative visual effect. One solution to addressing the 
size relationship in visual quality is to provide staggered horizontal elements to a 
noise barrier to reduce the visual impact by planting landscaping in the 
foreground. Native plantings are preferable. 

Graffiti on noise barriers can be a potential problem. One solution is to use 
materials that can be readily washed or repainted. Landscaping and plantings 
near barriers can also be used to discourage graffiti, as well as to add visual 
quality. 
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Exhibit C 

ACOUSTICAL CONSIDERATIONS 
To understand the function of a noise barrier wall or how the wall reduces the noise level perceived by a 
receiver, it is necessary to discuss some of the fundamental principles involved in sound propagation and noise 
reduction. 
When there are no obstacles or barriers between highway noise sources and receivers, sound travels in a direct 
path from the source to the receiver (Figure 1). When a noise barrier wall is placed between the noise source 
and the receiver, the barrier disperses the sound along three paths: a diffracted or bent path over the top of the 
wall, a reflected path away from the receiver and a transmitted path through the wall (Fig. 2). 

Diffraction of sound over the top of the wall produces a shadow zone behind the barrier. The boundary 
of this shadow zone is outlined by a straight line drawn from the noise source over the top of the 
barrier wall (Fig. 3). All receivers located within the shadow zone will experience some degree of 
sound attenuation. The amount of reduction or attenuation is directly related to the diffraction angle 0-. 
As this angle increases, the barrier attenuation increases. Thus, barrier attenuation is a function of the 
wall height and the distances between the source, barrier and receiver. Two other factors also affect the 
amount of attenuation: the sound transmission characteristics of the material from which the barrier is 
constructed and the length of the barrier. 

SOURCE _....... 

~ ~p.'\~ 
5~~ 

..,.... ....... 

DIFFRACTED (BENT) 
PATH ·-.....'\ 

. j 
http://www.brickfence.com/brickfence.com/WWW.BRICKFENCE. 
COM/SOUNDINFO.htm#Noise Barrier Shadow Zone FIG . 3 
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http:/ /www.fhwa .dot.gov /environ ment/noise/noise_ba rr 
iers/design_construction/keepdown.cfm 
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Noise Abatement Information 
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Exhibit D 

Emergency Fire and Police Sirens; The Loud Noise Bully of the Twenty-First Century 

Unfortunately, noise pollution generated by our own public servants is a growing problem and an issue that seems politically 
untouchable. Siren noise generated by police, fire, and ambulance vehicles have grown in frequency and volume, and they have 
become overtly intrusive into the interior of our private homes. Today, even outdoor recreation areas near suburban population 
centers have become infested with unnecessary noise pollution from emergency vehicle use. A peaceful trail hike in the country 
or a quite morning fly fishing at the lake has become an elusive destination for citizens in the twenty-first century. As a retired 
law enforcement officer, police supervisor, and police administrator (with more than twenty-seven years in the field), I do not 
make these statements as an attack on our fine emergency-service providers. I am bringing this issue foreward, because it is a 
serious matter of concern in our development as a society of free people. Are we to bow to commercial ambition and profiteering 
forever, or will we eventually find a procedure in which we can say enough is enough? When is a siren wail too loud? Can we, as a 
society, ask this question without appearing to be anti-police or anti-government? Will a louder noise and a brighter light always 
be deemed "safer" by "the experts?" The problem is very real, and ignoring it will not make it better. 

The continued technological enhancement of noise-making devices has also played an important role in the 
current onslaught of noise. Thirty-years ago, we did not have sixteen-year-old kids driving through our 
neighborhoods with boom-box speakers capable of penetrating the brick wall of our home with noise and 
reverberating vibration. The same phenomenon now applies to our modern-day emergency vehicles. Not only 
have the sirens become louder in the last three decades (they can emit noise as high as 120 decibels), but they 
now utilize bass-type sound technology that is similar to the teenager•s invasive bass stereo. One of the products 
using this type of technology is called the .. Howler, .. and it is quickly becoming a standard piece of equipment in 
police and fire department vehicles throughout the United States. These sirens operate on a low-frequency bass 
tone that can penetrate a vehicle from two-hundred feet away. Civilians within this two-hundred-feet area will 
literally .. feel .. the siren shake them as the emergency vehicle approaches. This technology has had good reviews 
from police departments, and many believe that it reduces the number of accidents resulting from emergency 
vehicular traffic While this may be true, it is also true that millions of Americans living within two-hundred feet 
of main roadways will now be shaken from their bed every time a police officer or fireman responds to a call 
(legitimate or not) in their area. 
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Exhibit E 

National Service Center for Environmental Publications (NSCEP) 

"Loud no/stu; onctt Jn a whlltJ prob· 
ably cause no hsrm. Bul chronic 
noise situations mu!tt be pathofog· 
leal. Constant exposure to noise 
Js negative to your htnJith." 
Dr. Gsrd JanstJn, Ruhr University 

The B·ody's 
Other 
Reactions 

I n readiness for dangerous and 
harmful situations, our bodies 
make .automatic and unconsciOus 
responses to sudden, or loud 
sounds. Of course, most nOI·se I no 
oiiJr modern society does not slg· 
nolfy suoh dlan,g·er. Howeve·r, our 
bodies .sti l l react as. If these 
sounds were a lways a threat or 
warning. 

In effect, the bOdy shifts .gears. 
Blood pressure r l ses, heart rate 

9 

and breathing speed up, muscles 
tense, hormones are released Into 
the bloods1reatnr, and perspi ration 
appears. These changes occur 
even dturlng sleep .. 

The Idea that people get used 
to noise Is a myth. !Even when we 
thlllk we havt become accus
tomed to noise, blo logrlcal 
changes st ill htke place inside us, 
preparing us for physical actlvlrty 
If necessary. 

Noise does not have to be loud 
to bring on these responses. 
Noise below the levels usually aa· 
~oolated w ith hearing damage 
can cause regu lar and predictable 
changes in the bOdy. 

Wh.at happens to the hiiJman 
body wlhen confronted with ever
present noise? In a world where 
steady bombard,ment of no ise Is 
the ru l·e rather than the exception, 
the cumulative ,eff.ects of noise· on 
our bod ies may be quite exten· 
slve.lt may be that ou r bod ies are 
kept In a near·conatant cond it ion 
of ag itatlon. Researchers debate· 
whether t he body''s automat I.e re. 
sponses build on each other, lead· 
lng to what are cal'led the "dis· 
eases of adaptation.'' These dIs
ea:aes o·f stress Include ulcers, 
asthma, hi gh b lood pressure, 
headaches, and colitis. 

In studies dating back to t he 

1930s, researchers notedl that 
workers chron ical ly exposed to 
noise developed marked digestive 
Changes which were t tlought to 
lead to ulcers. Cases of ulcers In 
certa l11 noisy Industries have been 
found to be up to five· tI mes as 
numerous as what normally wou ld 
be •expected. 

Similar research has Identified 
more c learly the cont ribution of 
noise to other phys ica l disorders. 
A five-year study of two manufac· 
turi ng firms In the United States 
found that workers In noisy p lant 
areas. showed greater numbers of 
dlagrnosed medical problems, In· 
·elud ing resp iratory ai lments, than 
did workers In quieter areas of the 
plants. 

From a study do11e with 
animals, researchers concluded 
that noise may be atrial< factor In 
lowering, people's resistance to 
disease and Infection. 

To prev.ent aggravation of 
existing disease, doctors and 
health researchers ag ree that 
there is an absolute UtQI,IItrement 
for rest and tre l.axa:tlon a:t 'reg u I ar 
intervals. to ma1intaln adequate 
mental and physica l healtlh. Con. 
stant exposure to stress trom 
noise f rustrates this requirement. 
In doing so, it lhasa potentially 
llarmfui effect on our !health and 
wel l·be ing .. 

10 

Nols• can cause regular and pre· 
dlctable stren In the· human body 

People do not get used to noh>e -
the body continues to· react 

Nol•e may eggrewate tu:lstlng 
disease 
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National Service Center for Environmental Publications (N SCEP) 

"There Is ample evidence that en
vironment has 1r roJsln shaping the 
physique, behavior end ftmctlon of 
animals, Including man, from con
ceptfon and not merely from bltll'l. 
The fetus Is capable of perceiving 
sounds and responding to them by 
motor aclivity and cardiflc ra fe 
change." 
t.ester W. Sontag, The Fels 
Research Ins titute 

Noise and t:he 
Unborn 

While st ill In Its mother's wom b, 
the developing chl ldl ls responsive 
to sounds In the mother's en
vironment. Particularly loud 
nols.es have been shown to 
stimu late the fetus directly,. 
causing changes. in heart rate. 
Related wo11<. also has demon· 
stratedlt hat, late in preg1nancy, 
the· fetus can respond to noise 
with bodi ly movements such as 
kicking. 

Just as the fet us Is not com 
pletely protected from envi ron
mental noise, the teUJS Is 

not f,ully protected from Us 
mother's response to stress, 
whether It be caused by ·noise or 
other factors. When her body 
reacts to noise, the physical 
changes she experiences. may be 
transmitted to the fetus. Andllt Is 
known that the fetus. is capable of 
responding to some changes in 
the mother's body of the type 
prodUiced 'by emotion, no ise, or 
other forms of st ress. 

In contrast to the more direct 
risk, this Ind irect fetal response 
may threaten fetal development it 
it occurs early In pregnancy. Tne 
most important period Is about 14 
to 60 days aftel conception. 
During this time, important 
developments in the centra l ner· 
vous system and vital organs are 
taking P·lace.l)nfort unately, 
women are often unaware that 
they are· pregnant tor much of this 
period, and are thus Lin likely 1o 
take extra precautions. 

While very l ittle research has 
addressed these questions, due 
to the dlfflcuiHes of studying 
humans in thi$ respect, certa in 
suggest ive human research has 
been done. 

A Japanese study of over 1,000 
births produced evideni;:e o·f a 
high proport ion of low-weight 
babies in no tsy areas. These birth 
weights were under 5·1/:t pounds, 
the World Health Organization's 

def In ltd on of prematurity. Low birth 
weights and noise were also 
.associated with lower levels of 
certain hormones thought ,to af
fect fetal growth and to be a good 
ind icator of protein production. 
TM difference between the 
hormone levels o~ pregnant 
mothers In noisy versus qu iet 
areas incre~sed as. birth ap· 
proachedl. 

Stud ies have also· sho·wn that 
stres·s causes constrl ctlon oft hie 
uterine blood vessels which sup. 
ply nut rlents and oxygen to the· 
developing baby. Additional links 
between noise and birth defects 
have been' noted in a recent 
preliminary stud¥ on peop'le living 
near a major airport. The abnor· 
ma.lities suggested Inc luded 
hare1llps, cleft palate-s, and de· 
fects In the spine. 

Taken together, this ilnfor· 
matilon po ints to the possibi lity of 
serious effects of noise on t he 
growth and deve lopment of the 
unborn chi ld. Wl:llle It cannot be 
said at what level maternal ex
posures to lndusWal and en· 
vi ron mental noise are dangerous 
to the ret us, these f indings do 
create some concern. It Is known 
that extreme st1ress of any type 
wi ll certainly take a tol l on the 
fetus, but, in the oas.e of noise, It 
is not lkn.own how rm uch Is 
,required to I'! ave an effect. 
Whatever the effect, the risk O·f 
even a sllgh,t increase in birth 
defects is considerably 
disturbing. 

Th• f·etus ls not fully protected 
trom nolee 

Nol•• m•y threaten fetal develop· 
m•nt 

Noise h•a been linked to low birth 
weights 
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"W• now have million~ with heart 
disease, high blood presaure, end 
emotional Illness who need protec
tion from the additional stress of 
noise." Or. S.muet Rosen, 

t. Sinal Hospital 

Exhibit E 

from noise Is greater for those al· 
ready suffering from heart dis· 
ease, physicians frequently take 
measures to reduce the noise ex· 
posure of their patients. For In· 
stance, a town In New Jersey 
moved a firehouse siren away 
from the home of a boy with con· 
genital heart disease when his 
doctor warned that the sound of 
the siren could cause the boy to 
have a fatal spasm. Another doc
tor ordered a silencing device for 
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Exhibit F 
Graffiti on noise barriers can be a potential problem. 
A possible solution to this problem is applying an 
anti-graffiti coating. Landscaping and plantings near 
barriers can discourage graffiti as well as to add 
visual quality. 

Above constructed to create the most effective acoustic sound shadow possible. Privacy 
fencing may provide a visual screen between the source and receptor, but is unlikely to 
provide a discernible reduction in noise levels. Like vegetation, this screening may provide 
psychological relief, but not noise abatement. 

The combination of acoustical and engineering factors such as 
special asphalt and sound-baffling material can mitigate noise 
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Exhibit F 
TableS: 23 CFR, Part 772, Table 1 Noise Abatement Criteria (NAC) 
[Hom·ly A-Weighted Sound Level decibels (dBA)\1\] 

Activity Activity Criteria \2\ Evaluation Activity Description 
Categmy 

Leq(h) rL lO(h) 
Location 

A 57 60 Exterior Lands on which serenity and quiet are of 
extraordinaty significance and setve an important 
public need and where the presetvation of those 
qualities is essential if the area is to continue to 
setve its intended purpose. 

B\3\ 67 70 Exterior Residential 

K:\3\ 67 70 Exterior !Active sport areas, amphitheaters, auditoriun1S, 
campgrounds, cemeteties, day care centers, 
hospitals, libraries, 1nedical facilities, parks, picnic 
areas, places of worship, playgrom1ds, public 
~neeting rooms, public or nonprofit institutional 
stnictm·es, radio studios, recording studios, 
~·ecreation areas, Section 4(f) sites, schools , 
television studios, trails, and trail crossings 

D 52 55 ~terior !Auditoriums, day care centers, hospitals, libraties, 
~nedical facilities, places of worship, public meeting 
~·ooms, public or nonprofit institutional structures, 
~adio studios, recording studios, schools, and 

1
lelevision studios 

- --

(821.92 KB of 909.93 KB) : http://www. fhwa.dot. gov/ environment/ noise/ regulations_ an d_g uidance/ analysis_ and_abatement_gui dance/ gu idan cedoc .pdf 

The measurement should yield the worst noise level generated from representative noise sources for that 
area and requires use of predicted future noise levels for Federal or Federal-aid projects. 
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Exhibit F 

If the highway agency identifies highway traffic noise impact for a project, they must 
consider abatement as part of the proposed project. The highway agency may not delay 
this consideration to a future date or make abatement part of a Type II program. 

(1) any reduction will improve the noise environment in such areas as annoyance, 
speech interference, task interference, etc., and (2) no matter the level of reduction, 
until noise reaches a very low level (about Leq =55 dB(A)), the clearly audible highway 
traffic noise will continue to dominate the noise environment. 

Day/night use of the property, 
Achievable noise reduction, 

(http:/ /environment.fhwa.dot.gov/projdev/impTA6640.asp) 
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Exhibit F 

w.,.,.,lr'9'" I • •I WIWUn¢" 

Pitch of slrM I! lo~o.~r thin tf uat.oMry P1teh of srren IS h1ghet than If stat! ¢nary 

FIG 2. THE DOPPLER EFFECT FOR A MOVING SOUND SOURCE 

projects incorporate all feasible and reasonable abatement measures to 
minimize highway traffic noise impacts 

Privacy fencing provides a visual screen between the source and receptor, 
but is unlikely to provide a discernible reduction in noise levels. Like 
vegetation, this screening may provide psychological reliet but not noise 
abatement. 

Continue wall over Vesper and create a horseshoe 
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Exhibit G 

4._ U.S. Department of Health & Human Services National Institutes of Health 

Noise-Induced Hearing Loss 
What is noise-induced hearing loss? 

Pinna 

window Window 

Every day, we experience sound in our environment , such as the sounds from television and radio, 
household appl iances, and t raffic. Normally, t hese sounds are at sa fe levels that don't damage ou r 
hearing. However, when we 're exposed to harmfu l noise-sounds that are too loud or loud sounds that 
last a long t ime-sensitive structures in our inner ea r can be damaged, causing no ise- induced heari ng 
loss (NIHL). 

What causes NIHL? 

NI HL can be caused by a one-time exposure t o an intense "impu lse" sound, such as an explosion, or 
by conti nuous exposure to loud sounds over an extended period of t ime, such as noise generated in a 
woodworking shop. 

Sound is measured in un its called decibels . Sounds of less than 75 decibels, even after long exposure, 
are unl ikely to cause hearing loss. However, long or repeated exposure to sounds at or above 85 
decibels can cause hearing loss. The louder the sound, the shorter the amount of time it takes for 
NIHL to happen. 
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Exhibit G 

Hearing Loss 
The different types of hearing loss 

There are many different causes of hearing loss. The following are the general categories into which 
hearing loss falls: 

• Otosclerosis- is a disease that causes bony growth on the ossicles and causes the stapes to 

become immobile, thus not allowing sound to be transferred into the cochlea . This is the resu~ of a 

disease that affects the movement of the stapes , located in the middle ear. 

• Meniere's disease - is a problem involving fluid pressure w~hin the cochlea. ~ causes the 

sufferer to experience intermittent episodes of hearing loss , dizziness, and tinn~us . These episodes 

can occur anytime and for varying amounts oftime. They are often associated w~h stress . 

c hfonn:rtlon Cent9r 

• Drug induced- some medications can resu~ in damage to the aud~ory system w~h prolonged use. They are called 

ototoxic. Here are a few drugs that are known to cause hearing loss: aminoglycoside antibiotics (such as streptomycin, 

neomycin, kanamycin); salicylates in large quant~ies (aspirin), loop diuretics (lasix, ethacrynic acid); and drugs used in 

chemotherapy regimens (cisplatin, carboplatin , n~rogen mustard). 

• Tumors- one of the common tumors in the ear is called a vestibular schwannoma. These tumors develop around the 

8th cranial nerve , which is also known as the aud~ory nerve . 

• Trauma -trauma to the ear can include fractures of the temporal bone, puncture of the eardrum by foreign objects, 

sudden changes in air pressure, and very loud noises . 

• Presbycusis- this hearing loss is caused by natural aging of the human body and begins after age 20, but often ~ is 

not noticed until the ages of 55 to 65. Presbycusis affects the high frequencies in the speech range, making 

understanding and hearing speech difficu~ . 

• lf_()i_S.e..~i':J.I1.1J.C:.e.~ .. f.l.e.~r..ii1J! _lf:I.S.:>JI.fll_il,-). - this is hearing loss due to exposure to e~her a sudden, loud noise or exposure 

to loud noises for a period of time . A dangerous sound is anything that is 85 dB (sound pressure level- SPL) or higher . 

Dangerous Decibels focuses on f\j(Ji~~~in ~l.l(;~~- h.~~r.if.Jl'J .I()~_s_. 
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Exhibit G 

A program of the National Institutes of Health 

How Loud Is Too Loud? How Long Is Too Long? 

Noise-induced hearing loss (NIHL) occurs when tiny sensory hair cells in our inner ears are damaged by noises that 

are too loud and that last for too long. But how loud is too loud, and how much time is too long? The answers are 

related: the louder the sound, the shorter the time before damage can occur. Read on to learn more about the 

mathematics of NIHL. 

How is sound measured? 
Sound is measured in units called decibels. Decibel levels begin at zero, which is near total silence and the weakest 
sound our ears can hear. By comparison, a whisper is 30 decibels and a normal conversation is 60 decibels. An 
increase of 10 means that a sound is 10 times more intense, or powerful. To your ears, it sounds twice as loud. The 
sound of an ambulance siren at 120 decibels is about 1 trillion times more intense than the weakest sound our ears 
can hear. Sounds that reach 120 decibels are painful to our ears at close distances. 

Scientists believe that, depending upon the type of sound, the pure force of its vibrations at high decibel levels can 
cause hearing loss. Recent studies also show that exposure to sounds at harmful decibel levels triggers the formation 
of molecules inside the ear that damage hair cells. These destructive molecules play an important role in hearing loss 
in children and adults who listen to loud noise for too long. 

How does time multiply the danger of NIHL? 
NIHL is related both to the decibel level of a sound and to the amount of time you are exposed to it. The distance you 
are from the sound also matters. A sound gets louder as you move closer to the source and softer as you move away 
from it. If you are far away from the sound, its intensity and its potential to cause damage are much lower. In addition, 
the impact of noise adds up over a lifetime. If you are exposed to loud sounds on a regular basis, your risk for 
permanent damage adds up as you age. 

Ism 
NIHL is also related to a person's genes. Some people are more likely than others to develop NIHL when they listen 
to certain sounds. Scientists are working to determine which people are more at risk for NIHL and which are less at 
risk. For this reason, we all need to protect our hearing when we are exposed to loud noise. 

Researchers who study hearing loss in the workplace have found that a person who is exposed to noise levels at 85 
decibels or higher for a prolonged period of time is at risk for hearing loss. For this reason, these workers are required 
to wear hearing protectors, such as earplugs or earmuffs, while they are on the job. Many devices that children use 
today have noise levels much higher than 85 decibels. For example, an MP3 player at maximum level is roughly 1 05 
decibels. That's 1 00 times more intense than 85 decibels! Scientists recommend no more than 15 minutes of 
unprotected exposure to sounds that are 100 decibels. In addition, regular exposure to sounds at 110 decibels for 
more than one minute risks permanent hearing loss. 

Source: https://www.noisyplanet.nidcd.nih.gov/info/Pages/howloud.aspx 
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Response to comments from Stephanie & Sesar Sandoval 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
The Federal Highway Administration’s information noise, its generation, transmission 
and mitigation are valuable guides.  However, their guidelines for analysis of highway 
noise, such as mandating mitigation based on the loudest time of day, are not 
applicable to this project.  Table 4 in the IS/MND shows that ambient noise (1-hour 
equivalent noise level) at the residences along Oxnard Street during the loudest time of 
day to be 65 dBA.  Emergency operations at that time would cause a 3 dBA increase.  
We based our analysis on the more conservative Community Noise Exposure Level 
(CNEL), which is a 24-hour weighted average that gives greater significance to loud 
events occurring during quieter periods (evening and night).  The proposed project will 
elevate CNEL by 7 dBA, not considering any intervening structure. 
 
The proposed wall along Oxnard Street has not been designed at this point.  However, 
the City proposes to adopt Mitigation Measure NOI-1 which requires the wall to achieve 
a performance standard of limiting project-related increase in ambient noise levels 
(CNEL) south of Oxnard Street to no more than 5 dBA above pre-existing levels. 
 
The cited section of the Los Angeles Municipal Code (Section 112.06. Places of Public 
Entertainment), which requires business owners to warn patrons when they may be 
exposed to sound levels in excess of 95 decibels, is based on the assumption that 
patrons will be exposed to these levels for protracted periods.  The proposed fire station 
will not involve comparable exposure or consequential risk to hearing loss by the public.   
 
The staggered wall design you suggest is appropriate on slopes, as shown in your 
illustration.  However, the proposed wall will be on essentially level ground.  Also, the 
wall will be along the north side of the adjacent properties similar to the existing fences 
and so will not cause substantial loss of light.  Therefore, the additional expense of clear 
panels that would provide substantial noise reduction does not seem warranted.   
 
The Los Angeles Fire Department does not employ the “howler” as part of its 
emergency response equipment, nor are there any plans of acquiring that equipment in 
the near future.   
 
It is incorrect to assert that the IS/MND seems to be based on: (1) no traffic on Oxnard 
Street, (2) Oxnard not being a major street, and (3) surrounding land use not residential.  
Appendix E is a Transportation Assessment Memorandum, which states that, “Since the 
peak hour trip generation from Fire Station 39 is below all of the thresholds identified by 
Los Angeles City and CMP guidelines, no further traffic analysis is necessary.”  Page 10 
of the IS/MND states, “Oxnard Street is classified as a Secondary Highway by the Los 
Angeles Department of Transportation.” Page 9 of the IS/MND states, “The proposed 
project site is located in an urban setting surrounded by commercial and manufacturing 
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businesses to the north and east, a Department of Water and Power building to the 
west, and single-family residences to the south.” 
 
Exhibit B 
 
The noise levels used in the noise study were based on simulated typical responses 
and actual emergency responses.  A single engine truck, which sounded its horn and 
siren, was used in the simulated typical responses.  This was deemed sufficient 
because the sound of the siren and horn are the predominant sound sources during a 
response (over-riding other sound sources, such as vehicle motor, exhaust and tires), 
and in a typical response, with the emergency vehicles departing together, only the lead 
vehicle sounds its horn and siren.  Therefore, the noise produced by a typical response 
is the same, whether one, two or all vehicles are responding.  In the case of vehicles 
traveling separately, each would use its horn and siren, but this would have the effect of 
a longer noise event, not a louder one.  The average incident count in 2012 was 19 
incidents per day.  The study assumed 51 events, which takes into account separate 
departures for some incidents. 
 
The MND describes noise impacts at the proposed site in terms of noise levels 
averaged over time:  1-hour equivalent noise level (Leq) and 24-hour community noise 
exposure level (CNEL).  Six simulated responses and one actual emergency response 
were measured at the proposed site.  Sound levels averaged over the duration of each 
response (Leq) ranged from 89 to 96 dBA, with an overall average of 92.6 dBA Leq 
during a 14 second event.  Peak noise levels (Lmax) are reported in the MND but not 
used to compute Leq or CNEL because they do not represent the entire noise event.  In 
other words, the analysis in the MND takes into account the peak noise level (which 
averaged 102.6 dBA at the proposed site) AND the elevated noise levels over the 
subsequent 13+ seconds of an emergency response. 
 
Several persons have stated that the Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) 
protocol for measuring and predicting traffic noise mandates use of the “loudest time of 
day” to determine peak traffic noise impacts and the feasibility of mitigating traffic noise.  
The FHWA has no involvement in this project and the FHWA traffic noise model is not 
intended for use in cases such as the proposed fire station.  Furthermore, the FHWA 
traffic noise protocol normally uses the loudest 1-hour traffic period (1-hour Leq), and in 
no case would the instantaneous peak noise level (Lmax) be used, as suggested by 
some commenters.  The noise modeling for the proposed fire station site takes into 
consideration ambient noise levels measured at the proposed site over a three-day 
period, which includes the periods of peak traffic noise.   
 
The Los Angeles Fire Department does not employ the “howler” as part of its 
emergency response equipment, nor are there any plans of acquiring that equipment in 
the near future.   
 
The attachment of Exhibits C through G is unexplained.  They seem to be intended to 
substantiate the significance of elevated noise levels.    
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Catalina Hernandez <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

Fire  station #39

Mary Beth Schwartzenberger <rtfuleye@hotmail.com> Thu, Mar 20, 2014 at 12:40 PM
To: "catalina.hernandez@lacity.org" <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

March 19, 2014

 

Catalina Hernandez

City of Los Angeles, Dept. of Public Works

Bureau of Engineering

1149 S Broadway, Suite 600

Los Angeles, CA 90015

 

Ms. Hernandez,

 

I am officially writing to you to voice our objection to the proposed relocation
of Fire station 39.  We have been opposed to this project since last May of
2013 – at the time the City had failed to adequately notify those residents who
would be affected by this project. 

 

We attended numerous hearings since then.  At every event we have been
confronted by City officials who have stonewalled us, mocked us, dismissed
us and lied to us.  The initial negative impact report failed to address the most
obvious concerns of the residents: noise pollution, hazardous waste, and a
general attitude that the community had no relevance to the project.

 

So after all of the hearings and sound impact study done at the 11th hour, the
City has decided to scrap the initial effort and take another bite of the apple. 
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Unfortunately for them, the apple is still rotten.

 

How much money is the City wasting on this new effort?  I understand that we
are facing another round of hearings, again, all for show.  Rest assured, we
will be there faithfully, recording our objections and concerns.  We will not
fade into the sunset but will make every effort to stop this project at this
location.

 

Joe Schwartzenberger

 

 

 

 

 

Mary Beth Schwartzenberger
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Response to comments from Joe & Mary Beth Schwartzenberger 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
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2127fl014 Cllyot'L.os A11!el• Mall- FlreSislla~ #39 

Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

Fire Station #39 

Roger Steed <roger.steed@att.net> 
Reply-To: Roger Steed <roger.steed@att.net> 
To: Rcatalina.Hemandez@lacity .org" <Gatalina.Hemandez@lacity.org> 

Thu, Feb 27, 2014 at 8:57AM 

As a resident of the Vista Oaks community of Shennan Oaks I look forward to 
the closer services that the new fire station will bring. Everyone wants added 
or closer services, but they donlt want any inconveniences. The way I see it 
11you can1t have your cake and eat it too 11

• The current proposed location on 
Oxnard Blvd. would be fine for me. 

Roger Steed 
Sherman Oaks, CA 

hUps:Jirrwiil.google.oordmailfuiO/"'Ij=2&iiF~III!IFpt&sa'oh=inbax&msg= 14474475ea03c53e 111 
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Response to comments from Roger Steed 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
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Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

PLEASE KINDLY SEND ALL NEW FIRESTATION 39 NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
DOCUMENTS 
1 massage 

Robina Suwol <robinasuwol@earthlink.net> lhu, Feb 20, 2014 at 10:38 AM 
To: Gatalina.Hemandez@lacity .org 
Cc: lnjlynn@pacbell.net, centralthirteen@yahoo.com, Bewr1ey Simpson <be\er1ey1@sbcglobal.net>, 
tommy.newman@lacity.org, carolyn Ramsay <carolyn.ramsay@lacity.org>, Mary Schwartzenberger 
<rtfuleye@hotmail.com>, joe schwartzenberger <schwartzenberger@liw.com>, nicholasbaker@alum.calarts.edu 

Dear Ms. Hemandez, 

Please kindly forward ALL new Negatiw Declaration documents, including but not limited to, the name of the firm 
performing any sound testing and dates and times of when testing is scheduled. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Robina Suwol 

Founder & Executiw Director 

Cslifomia Safe Schools 

818.785.5515 

www.calisafa.org 
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Response to comments from Robina Suwol 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
The proposed project will not generate 135 dBA at any time or location.  At the 
proposed future site, six simulated events were measured on November 7, 2013 along 
the south sidewalk of Oxnard Street, with three heading in the western direction and 
three heading in the eastern direction.  A seventh event measured was an actual 
emergency response heading in the western direction.  These event noise levels (Leq) 
ranged between 89 and 96 dBA and averaged 92.6 dBA Leq during a typical 14 second 
event.  The maximum noise levels (Lmax) ranged between 98 and 104 dBA and 
averaged 102.6 dBA Lmax. 
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Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

Fire station 39 

Janet Traibachs <treibachs@icloud.com> Mon, Mar24, 2014 at 1:10PM 
To: Rcatalina.Hemandez@lacity .org" <Gatalina.Hemandez@lacity.org> 

We are writing you of our opinion of relocating Fire Station 39 to the Oxnard St location. Our home has been in 
the family since 1972 and we enjoy the peace and quiet of our neighborhood. Yes we do hear sirens at times but 
nothing to the I awl that will occur if the fire station is across the street from us. Calculating fi"om the figures as 
stated in the city document we will be subjected to approximately 72 seconds per hour of 135 decibels of sirens 
awry hour, every day 24/7/365!! 

Sent from my iPhone Jan Treibachs hugs and more hugs 
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Response to comments from Janet Treibachs 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
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Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

Fire Station 39 

Janet Traibachs <treibachs@icloud.com> Mon, Mar24, 2014 at 2:10PM 
To: Rcatalina.Hemandez@lacity .org" <Gatalina.Hemandez@lacity.org> 

Dear catalina 
We are writing you to infonn you of our opinion regarding the relocation of Fire Station 39. Our home has been 

in our family since 1972 and we enjoy the peace and quiet of our neighborhood. Yes we do hear sirens at times 
but nothing to the extent with which we would be subjected if Fire Station 39 were relocated across the street 
from us. calculating from the city's notes, we will be subjected to 72 seconds per hour of 135 decibels sirens 
ewry hour, awry day 2417/365. According to the US Department of Labor Noise Regulation Federai,State, and 
local agencies, standards as to how much noise is acceptable is 72 seconds of noise exposure per hour. Noise 
exposure for more than 30 seconds at 115 decibels is damaging to our hearing. Sirens are at 140 decibels 25 
decibels abo\e the damaging lewl and 42 seconds per longer per hour than gowmment standards and please be 
aware we don't wear ear protection. Considering we were ne>.er informed of this proposal we plan on fighting this 
project. 

Jan and Mike Treibachs 
Sent from my iPhone Jan Treibachs hugs and more hugs 

[Comments on Van Nuys FS 39 MND Page 113]



Response to comments from Jan & Mike Treibachs 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
The proposed project will not generate 135 dBA at any time or location.  At the 
proposed future site, six simulated events were measured on November 7, 2013 along 
the south sidewalk of Oxnard Street, with three heading in the western direction and 
three heading in the eastern direction.  A seventh event measured was an actual 
emergency response heading in the western direction.  These event noise levels (Leq) 
ranged between 89 and 96 dBA and averaged 92.6 dBA Leq during a typical 14 second 
event.  The maximum noise levels (Lmax) ranged between 98 and 104 dBA and 
averaged 102.6 dBA Lmax. 
 
The National Institute on Deafness and Other Communication Disorders states, 
“Sounds of less than 75 decibels, even after long exposure, are unlikely to cause 
hearing loss.”  Long-term noise levels (CNEL) due to the proposed project are not 
expected to exceed 72 dB (less with the proposed wall).  However, as stated by the 
Institute, “long-term or repeated exposure to noise at or above 85 decibels can cause 
hearing loss.  The louder the sound, the shorter the amount of time it takes for [noise-
induced hearing loss] to happen.”  Peak noise levels from the sirens are expected to be 
up to 104 dB.  However, this level would be experienced only by someone standing 
unshielded on the sidewalk directly across from the fire station.  It is unlikely that 
anyone would be thus exposed “repeatedly.”   
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Fire Station 39 

Steven A White <stewaw@pacbell.net> 
Reply-To: Stewn A White <stewaw@pacbell.net> 

Ca1allna Hernandez <ca1allna.hemandez@laclty.org> 

Wed, Mar 19, 2014 at 7:37 PM 

To: Rcatalina. hemandez@lacity .orgR <catalina. hemandez@lacity .org> 

I would low to see something built on the north west comer of Oxnard and Vesper but not a 
busy fire station. Just across the street is all residential and 1hey don't deserve that kind of 
noise all day long. I live at 5830 Vesper Ave. and I am sure we will here the noise loud and 
clear. My wife Jeannette and I vote no. 

Jeannette M. McCroray 
Stephen A. White 
5830 Vesper Aw. 
Sherman Oaks, Ca. 91411 
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Response to comments from Steven A White & Jeannette McCroray 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
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Catalina Hernandez <catalina.hernandez@lacity.org>

Fire  Station #39

Patricia Wile <pawzprint@roadrunner.com> Tue, Mar 4, 2014 at 2:26 PM
To: Catalina.Hernandez@lacity.org

Dear Ms. Hernandez,

We are residents of the Sherman Oaks area that will be impacted by Fire Station #39 moving into our
neighborhood.

We understand why it is necessary for the station to move, and in truth, the new building will be a great
improvement to the lot that now exists.

However, we have grave concerns on two levels.

Our first concern is the impact of two years (or more) of high noise levels that will be involved in the demolition of
the current concrete slab, grading, and construction of the new building. Along with this are the negative effects
that excessive ground vibration from the numerous immense trucks, as well as the construction itself. This will
not only add to the noise level, but to the deterioration of the streets in the neighborhood.

Secondly, is the issue of the station itself being across the street from homes. The substantial and permanent
increase in noise levels and street vibrations will be quite disruptive. The roar of the trucks and the sirens blaring
at all times of the day and night will certainly and negatively impact the quality of life of those of us in the
neighborhood. No longer will this be the quiet suburban area where our neighbors, and we, so carefully chose to
live. I can only believe that our property values will decrease as well.

We did note that a sound wall might be constructed to attempt to alleviate some of the impact of the sirens. It is
doubtful that this would be of much help, but certainly worth trying.

Thank you for your attention.

Patricia Wile

Phyllis Rosenberg
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Response to comments from Patricia Wile & Phyllis Rosenberg 
 
Thank you.  Your comment, together with the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
will be considered by the City Council, prior to deciding whether to approve the 
proposed fire station.   
 
Noise and vibration are discussed in the IS/MND (pages 25-29) and Appendix F.  
Construction of the proposed project would take approximately 24 months to complete.  
The City’s Municipal Code restricts construction to between the hours of 7 a.m. and 9 
p.m.  Construction of public works typically is typically from 7 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday.  The proposed project would likely result in noise levels as high as 74 
dBA Leq at the closest homes, depending upon the equipment in use, during some 
phases of construction (such as demolition and grading).  Ground-borne vibration from 
project construction is not expected to be perceptible at the closest homes.   
 
Construction traffic will not be routed through the residential neighborhood south of 
Oxnard Street, but will use Oxnard Street and Van Nuys Boulevard. 
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