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January 23, 2019 
Project No. 18-05454

Joann Lim
City Planning Associate
200 N. Spring Street, Room 763
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Via email: Joann.lim@lacity.org

Orange Grove Lofts Project
1546-1550 South Orange Grove Avenue, Los Angeles

Subject:

Dear Ms. Lim:

This letter responds to the comments contained in City of Los Angeles CEQA Appeal ENV-2018-895-CE- 
LOE pertaining to the Orange Grove Lofts Noise Study dated May 2018. The appellant suggests that 
temporary construction noise would constitute a potentially significant impact that would be an 
exception to the project's eligibility for a Class 32 Categorical Exemption (CE) from the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The issues raised by the appellant are described below, followed by a 
response.

Issues Raised

The appellant suggests the following:

■ Construction noise may exceed the 75 dBA Lmax1 standard contained in Los Angeles Municipal Code 
(LAMC) Section 112.05, which limits noise from construction equipment located within 500 feet of a 
residential zone to 75 dBA Lmax between 7 AM and 10 PM as measured at a distance of 50 feet 
from the source, unless compliance is technical infeasible.

■ The burden of proving the compliance is technically infeasible shall be upon the person or persons 
charged with a violation of the 75 dBA Lmax standard.

■ The Noise Study identifies "mitigation measures" to reduce noise levels, but there is no indication 
that the City has adopted a Mitigation Monitoring Program to ensure compliance with the 
measures.

■ A potentially significant unmitigated noise impact remains.

Response

As the appellant notes, Section 112.05 of the LAMC limits noise to 75 dBA Lmax unless compliance with 
this standard is technically infeasible. As noted in the Noise Study, project construction would generate 
noise of up to about 90 dBA at a distance of 50 feet from the source (see Table 5 on page 15). However, 
as discussed under Section 4, Conclusions and Recommendations (page 20), recommended "project

1 dBA Lmax = maximum A-weighted decibel.
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design features" (PDFs) would reduce construction noise by up to 15 dBA, which would result in 
maximum construction noise levels of approximately 75 dBA Lmax 50 feet from the source. Therefore, 
with implementation of the above measures, the project would be consistent with the LAMC 75 dBA 
standard. Moreover, although it is possible that noise could periodically exceed 75 dBA during 
construction, the PDFs are generally expected to achieve the 75 dBA standard and encompass the 
known methods to achieve the maximum noise reduction technically feasible and the appellant has 
provided no additional suggestions for further noise reduction.

The PDFs described in the Noise Study are, in reality, "Regulatory Compliance Measures" (RCMs) insofar 
as they are aimed at meeting the requirements of LAMC 112.05, which specifically lists "the use of 
mufflers, shields, sound barriers and/or other noise reduction devices or techniques" as means to 
achieve compliance with the 75 dBA standard. Consequently, contrary to what the appellant suggests, 
these are standard requirements rather than "mitigation measures" so do not require a CEQA mitigation 
monitoring program.

Finally, in the event that construction-related noise does periodically exceed 75 dBA at nearby receiver 
locations, this would not be an unusual circumstance given the location of the project site in an 
urbanized area where receptors are in close proximity to the project site. Any construction activity on 
the project site would generate involve the use of similar types of equipment with noise levels similar to 
what would be generated by construction of the proposed project. Consequently, construction noise 
would not be a significant effect on the environment due to unusual circumstances that would 
constitute an exception to the Class 32 CE.

If you have questions about this correspondence, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely,
Rincon Consultants, Inc.

Joe Power, AICP CEP 
Principal/Vice President
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