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Subject

Jacqueline:

Acentech has reviewed the Sustainable Communities Environmental Assessment (SCEA) dated February 
2018, that was prepared by Impact Sciences, Inc. This letter summaries our comments, questions, and 
concerns regarding the acoustical information presented in this report.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

There are many missing components in the SCEA noise analysis. This analysis needs to be updated to 
include the missing parts and include all the anticipated construction equipment.

• There is no person clearly identified as the responsible expert preparing the noise section of the 
report.

• The SCEA does not document the company responsible for developing the noise section of the 
report. Two separate companies are implied in the SCEA documentation.

• The analysis uses noise levels louder than allowed by the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code 
(LAMC) for construction equipment. LAMC requires the operator to document why it is not possible 
to have the construction equipment comply with the Code. There is no clear section in the noise 
analysis providing this explanation.

• The analysis does not include one of the closest Noise Sensitive Receptors to the project. The 
residents at Montecito Apartments are tenants and thus need to be included in the analysis.

• The acoustical measurements conducted do not conform to the requirements of LAMC.
• The construction noise calculations do not include all anticipated construction equipment.
• It is not possible to implement the first Mitigation Measure due to air quality requirements of diesel 

construction equipment.
• It is not possible to implement the second and third Mitigation Measures due to limitations on how 

high a temporary wall can be constructed and the height of the multi-family residences surrounding 
the property.

• The construction vibration analysis indicates anticipated structural damage using the FTA criteria for 
damage to buildings.

STAFF PREPARING THE NOISE REPORT

The SCEA does not clearly Indicate who prepared the and Impact Sciences Noise Report. The SCEA 
indicates Appendix F includes the noise report, but the Appendix F is just sheets documenting acoustical 
measurements for 3 out of 5 measurements reported in the SCEA noise section, and construction noise 
calculations at four locations for mitigated and unmitigated “Demolition and Grading" construction activities.
The sheets in Appendix F state DKA Planning at the bottom of the sheets. However, there are no Acoustics,

acoustics av/lt/securlty vibration

mailto:jacquelinesadahar@gmail.com


601 Soutli Hgue>oa Street #4050 
Los Angeles CA 90017 

2.. 330 4237 
eu&nterh comACENTECH

September 19, 2019

Jacqueline Sadhar
7514 West Sunset Boulevard
Los Angeles, California 90046

jacqueiinesadahar@gmail.com 

Montecito I! Senior Housing Project
Comments on CPC MII Letter of Determination 07-20-2019 and Impact Sciences 
Memorandum on On-site Construction Noise dated 2/19/2019 which is a response to the Beil 
Letter dated 2/15/2019 
Project 632386

Via Email:

Subject

Jacqueline:

Acentech offers this letter as a review of a misleading memorandum from Impact Sciences as well as some 
questions for the Letter of Determination for the proposed Montecito II Project.

IMPACT SCIENCES 2/19/19 MEMORANDUM
In this letter, impact Sciences responds to David Bell’s construction noise concerns identified in his 2/15/2019 
istter. No one has signed this memorandum. Who is the responsible expert that is responding?

it is still unclear who is the responsible firm that performed the noise analysis. Are Impact Sciences the 
responsible acoustical consultant or engineer who prepared the construction noise analysis? The 
calculations included in the SCEA and at the end of this memorandum have DKA Planning on the footer.
Why is this company referenced if Impact Sciences are the company responsible?

Acentech agrees with Impact Sciences response to the concern of the Montecito building. The Montecito 
building is in fact a Noise Sensitive Receptor. The Cherokee residences will experience similar noise impacts 
as the existing Montecito building. By admitting this in this memorandum, impact Sciences are 
acknowledging the SCEA noise report does not identify all the Noise Sensitive Receptors and thus 
understates the anticipated noise impacts from the Project.

There are no mitigation measures proposed for the exiting Montecito building in the SCEA.

NOi-MiVI-3, which requires line-of-sight acoustical barriers to the Cherokee Avenue Residences does not 
allow for a mitigated condition at the existing Montecito building. Thus, it must be acknowledged the 
Montecito building will experience noise levels at the unmitigated calculated level, 79 dBA.

As discussed in Acentech’s 9/19/2019 letter, acoustical barriers will not be effective for the multi-story 
buildings overlooking the project unless they actually do block line-of-sight. Thus, the majority of the 
occupants will be experiencing construction noise in the unmitigated calculated condition, which does trigger 
a Significant Impact.

As Acentech documented in our 9/20/2019 letter NOS-MM-1 is not possible to implement. Due to air pollution 
requirements in California, mufflers are no longer a realistic option to help reduce construction noise.
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Good faith effort cannot exist when a noise analysis does not clearly identify all the impacted Noise Sensitive 
Receptors. A memorandum by the issuing company acknowledging a Noise Sensitive Receptor was not 
included in the analysis shows good faith effort was not put forth.

An acoustical barrier required for buildings south of the project site will have no benefit to a building north of 
the project site. Referencing NOI-MM-3 in the response, and implying this measure will also benefit the 
existing Montecito building is not only not good faith, but purposely misleading.

The Impact Sciences memorandum acknowledges the SCEA did not identify a Noise Sensitive 
Receptor, which includes more than 115 living units. This acknowledgement alone should confirm the 
requirement to update the noise section of the SCEA to include the missing Noise Sensitive Receptors.

The Impact Sciences memorandum misleadingly references mitigation measures south of the project 
site as a benefit to the Montecito. An acoustic expert is not required to understand a wall blocking line-of- 
sight to southern buildings will not block line-of-sight to the Montecito, which is north of the project site.

There is no person of record responding to David Bell’s letter.

It is still unclear who is responsible for the noise report, study, and analysis. Is ft DKA Planning or 
Impact Sciences?

LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING COMISSION 7/18/2019 LETTER OF DETERMINATION
If the SCEA does not include a Noise Sensitive Receptor, as was admitted by Impact Sciences 2/19/2019 
memorandum, how is it possible for the City to find ‘after all mitigation measures there is no substantial 
evidence that the Project will have a significant effect on the environment”?

• There are no mitigation measures identified for the:existing Montecito building.
• It is admitted without mitigation measures the construction noise will trigger an impact on this Noise 

Sensitive Receptor.
• In Impact Sciences memorandum, it is admitted this Noise Sensitive Receptor is in fact a Noise 

Sensitive Receptor, as identified in the LA. CEQA Thresholds guide.
• All mitigation measures identified will only work for the first floor of each building.

Taking the above facts into consideration, it is obvious the project will introduce impacts due to construction 
noise as identified in the L.A. CEQA Thresholds guide.

How is it found the project has incorporated ‘all feasible mitigation measures’? There are no mitigation 
measures identified for the existing Montecito building, which is a Noise Sensitive Receptor.

This letter summarizes our comments for the time being. Please feel free to contact us if you have any 
questions.

Sincerely,
ACENTECH

^ *

l
Aaron B6tit 
Principal

^ACENTECH


