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Existing Mobile Noise 

Existing roadway noise levels were calculated for the roadway segments in the Project vicinity. This 
task was accomplished using the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Highway Traffic Noise 
Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-108) and existing traffic volumes from the Project Transportation 
Analysis (NV5, 2024). The noise prediction model calculates the average noise level at specific 
locations based on traffic volumes, average speeds, roadway geometry, and site environmental 
conditions. The average vehicle noise rates (also referred to as energy rates) used in the FHWA model 
have been modified to reflect average vehicle noise rates identified for California by Caltrans. The 
Caltrans data indicates that California automobile noise is 0.8 to 1.0 dBA higher than national levels 
and that medium and heavy truck noise is 0.3 to 3.0 dBA lower than national levels. The average daily 
noise levels along roadway segments in proximity to the Project site are included in Table 7: Existing 
Traffic Noise. 

Table 7: Existing Traffic Noise 

The Project site is primarily surrounded by industrial and commercial uses with an existing school 
use west of the Project site. The existing mobile noise in the Project area are generated along East 
Alma Avenue, which is north of the Project site, and 7th Street which is east of the Project site. 

Existing Stationary Noise 

The primary sources of stationary noise in the Project vicinity are those associated with the 
operations of nearby Spartan Stadium northeast of the site and existing mixed-used commercial and 
industrial uses surrounding of the Project site. The noise associated with these sources may 
represent a single-event noise occurrence (e.g. aircraft flyover, car horn, etc.), short-term noise (e.g., 
construction equipment, landscape equipment), or long-term/continuous noise (e.g., mechanical 
noise that runs without interruption).  

4.2 RECEPTORS 

Noise exposure standards and guidelines for various types of land uses reflect the varying noise 
sensitivities associated with each of these uses. Residences, hospitals, schools, guest lodging, 
libraries, and churches are treated as the most sensitive to noise intrusion and therefore have more 
stringent noise exposure targets than do other uses, such as manufacturing or agricultural uses that 
are not subject to impacts such as sleep disturbance. As shown in Table 8: Sensitive Receptors, 

Roadway Segment ADT dBA Ldn
1 

Monterey Road   

East Alma Avenue to Phelan Avenue 24,560  64.3 
7th Street   
East Alma Avenue to Phelan Avenue 10,604 60.4 
East Alma Avenue   

Monterey Road to 7th Street 10,594 60.5 
ADT = average daily trips; dBA = A-weighted decibels; Ldn = day-night noise level 

1. Traffic noise levels are at 100 feet from the roadway centerline. The actual sound level at any receptor location is dependent upon 
such factors as the source-to-receptor distance and the presence of intervening structures, barriers, and topography. 

Source: Based on data from the Transportation Analysis (NV5, 2024). Refer to Appendix A for traffic noise modeling assumptions and 
results. 

I I 

I I 

I I 

I I 
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sensitive receptors near the Project site include schools, parks, and single-family residences. 
Surrounding the Project site to the north, east, and west, are large commercial and industrial areas. 
Additionally, DCP Charter School is located to the west of the Project site. These distances are from 
the Project site to the sensitive receptor property line. Figure 6: Sensitive Receptor Locations shows 
the sensitive receptors surrounding the Project site. The CEFCU Stadium is a sensitive receptor for 
air quality analysis, but not typically sensitive to noise or vibration.  

Table 8: Sensitive Receptors 
Receptor Description Distance and Direction from the Project Site 

1. DCP Charter School 100 feet west 
2. CEFCU Stadium  230 feet north 
3. Single-family residential community 800 feet west 
4. Bellevue Park 1,200 feet west 
Distances are measured from the Project site boundary to the property line. 
Source: Google Earth, 2024. 
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Vibration 

The FTA has published standard vibration velocities for construction equipment operations. In 
general, depending on the building category of the nearest buildings adjacent to the potential pile 
driving area, the potential construction vibration damage criteria vary. For example, for a building 
constructed with reinforced concrete with no plaster, the FTA guidelines show that a vibration level 
of up to 0.50 inch per second (in/sec) peak particle velocity (PPV) is considered safe and would not 
result in any construction vibration damage. In general, the FTA architectural damage criterion for 
continuous vibrations (i.e. 0.2 in/sec) appears to be conservative. The types of construction vibration 
impacts include human annoyance and building damage. Human annoyance occurs when 
construction vibration rises significantly above the threshold of human perception for extended 
periods of time. Building damage can be cosmetic or structural. Ordinary buildings that are not 
particularly fragile would not experience cosmetic damage (e.g. plaster cracks) at distances beyond 
30 feet. This distance can vary substantially depending on soil composition and underground 
geological layer between vibration source and receiver. 

General Plan Policy EC-2.3 relies on guidance developed by Caltrans and FTA to address vibration 
impacts from development projects in San José. A vibration limit of 12.7 millimeters per second 
(mm/sec; 0.5 inch/sec) PPV is used for buildings that are structurally sound and designed to modern 
engineering standards. A conservative vibration limit of five mm/sec (0.2 inches/sec) PPV has been 
used for buildings that are found to be structurally sound but where structural damage is a major 
concern. For historic buildings or buildings that are documented to be structurally weakened, a 
conservative limit of two mm/sec (0.08 inches/sec) PPV is used to provide the highest level of 
protection. 
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6 POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION 

6.1 ACOUSTICAL IMPACTS 

Threshold 6.1 Would the Project generate a substantial temporary or permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the Project in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards 
of other agencies? 

Construction 

Construction noise typically occurs intermittently and varies depending on the nature or phase of 
construction (e.g. land clearing, grading, excavation, paving). Noise generated by construction 
equipment varies depending on the equipment specifications, manner of use, and distance to 
receptor, but can be substantial.  

Construction activities associated with development of the Project would include some demolition, 
site preparation, grading, paving, building construction, and architectural coating. Such activities 
would require dozers, excavators, and concrete saws during demolition; dozers and tractors during 
site preparation; graders, excavators, dozers, scrapers, and tractors during grading; cranes, forklifts, 
generators, tractors, and welders during building construction; pavers, rollers, and paving 
equipment during paving; and air compressors during architectural coating. Additionally, the Project 
would include off-site improvements which would require minimal construction equipment for the 
grind and overlay of the existing roads, replacement of the existing sidewalks and bike lanes, and 
installation of street lights. Since the off-site improvements are primarily roadway and sidewalk 
alterations, equipment would move in a linear fashion or would operate for short periods of time in 
separate locations as opposed to operating adjacent to any one receptor for an extended period of 
time. The off-site construction activity would be anticipated to use a paver, roller, mobile crane, and 
air compressor. Construction equipment for the off-site improvements would be the same 
equipment used for on-site construction.  

Grading and excavation phases of Project construction tend to be the shortest in duration and create 
the highest construction noise levels due to the operation of heavy equipment required to complete 
these activities. For example, equipment typically used during this stage includes heavy-duty trucks, 
backhoes, bulldozers, excavators, front-end loaders, and scrapers which are typically noisier. It 
should be noted that only a limited amount of equipment can operate near a given location at a 
particular time due to factors like visibility, maneuverability, and potential interference with each 
other's operations within the space of the Project site. Operating cycles for these types of 
construction equipment may involve one or two minutes of full-power operation followed by three to 
four minutes at lower power settings. Other primary sources of noise would be shorter-duration 
incidents, such as dropping large pieces of equipment or the hydraulic movement of machinery lifts, 
which would last less than one minute. According to the applicant, no pile-driving would be required 
during construction, consistent with the City’s Standard Permit Conditions (incorporated into 
Mitigation Measure NOI-1). 

Typical noise levels associated with individual construction equipment are listed in Table 9: Typical 
Construction Noise Levels.  
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Table 9: Typical Construction Noise Levels 

During construction, exterior noise levels could affect the DCP Charter School and residential 
neighborhoods surrounding the construction site. However, as noted in the Evaluation Methodology 
above, the FTA has construction noise standards for residential, commercial, and industrial uses. 
Therefore, this analysis evaluates construction noise at each of the nearest uses.  

The DCP Charter School, the nearest sensitive receptor located 100 feet to the west of the Project 
site would experience the most construction noise. Construction activities would occur throughout 
the Project site and would not be concentrated at a single point nearest the DCP Charter School 
property line. Noise levels typically attenuate (or drop off) at a rate of 6 dB per doubling of distance 
from point sources, such as industrial machinery. 

Noise impacts for mobile construction equipment are typically assessed as emanating from the 
main construction activity area of the Project site.2 For the Project, this area would be the center 
point of the Project site, which is approximately 550 feet for the DCP Charter School, 1,300 feet for 
the nearest residential noise receptor to the west, 500 feet for the nearest office commercial noise 
receptor (located at 1450 Monterey Road, west of the site), and 400 feet for the nearest industrial 

 
2  For the purposes of this analysis, the construction area is defined as the center of the Project site per the methodology 
in the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (September 2018). Although some construction 
activities may occur at distances closer than 120 feet from the nearest property lines, construction equipment would be 
dispersed throughout the Project site during various construction activities. Therefore, the center of the Project site 
represents the most appropriate distance based on the sporadic nature of construction activities. 

Equipment 
Typical Noise Level (dBA) from Source 

50 feet 

Air Compressor 80 
Backhoe 80 
Compactor 82 
Concrete Mixer 85 
Concrete Pump 82 
Concrete Vibrator 76 
Crane, Derrick 88 
Crane, Mobile 83 
Dozer 85 
Generator 82 
Grader 85 
Impact Wrench 85 
Jack Hammer 88 
Loader 80 
Paver 85 
Pump 77 
Roller 85 
Saw 76 
Scraper 85 
Shovel 82 
Truck 84 
Source: Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, September 2018. 
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noise receptor (east of the site).3 The off-site improvements could occur at distances as close as 50 
feet from receptor. See Table 10: Project Construction Noise Levels below which shows the noise 
receptors analyzed with land use, direction, and distance used for the purposes of modeling. These 
receptors may be exposed to elevated noise levels during Project construction. The Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM) was used to calculate noise 
levels during construction activities; refer to Appendix A. RCNM is a computer program used to 
assess construction noise impacts and allows for user-defined construction equipment and user-
defined noise limit criteria. Noise levels were calculated for each construction phase and are based 
on the equipment used, distance to the nearest property/receptor, and acoustical use factor for 
equipment. 

The noise levels calculated show estimated exterior construction noise at the DCP Charter School, 
the closest residential, commercial, and industrial receptors. Based on the calculations using the 
RCNM as shown in Table 10: Project Construction Noise Levels, construction noise levels would 
range from construction noise levels would range from approximately 52.9 dBA Leq to 67.4 dBA Leq at 
the DCP Charter School, 45.4 dBA Leq to 59.9 dBA Leq at the nearest residential receptors, 53.7 dBA 
Leq to 68.2 dBA Leq at the nearest commercial receptors, and 55.7 dBA Leq to 70.2 dBA Leq at the 
nearest industrial receptors. The off-site improvements include resurfacing of Project frontage of 
East Alma Avenue and South 7th Street and reconstructed sidewalk. These improvements are 
typically one piece of demolition or paving equipment at the nearest point to the receptor. Restriping, 
new street trees, associated irrigation, and new street lights would not generate construction noise 
levels above the on-site building levels. As shown in Table 9: Typical Construction Noise Levels 
above, even the loudest piece of equipment at its loudest (jack hammer at 88 dBA Lmax) would not 
exceed the FTA standard for industrial receptors.  

Table 10: Project Construction Noise Levels 

Construction 
Phase 

Receptor Location Modeled 
Exterior 

Noise Level  
(dBA Leq) 2,3 

Noise 
Threshold 
(dBA Leq) 4 

Exceeded? Land Use Direction Distance 
(feet) 1 

Demolition 

DCP Charter 
School West 550 65.6 85 No 

Residential West 1,300 56.8 80 No 

Commercial West 500 66.5 85 No 

Industrial East 400 68.4 90 No 

Site Preparation 

DCP Charter 
School West 550 66.8 85 No 

Residential West 1,300 59.3 80 No 

Commercial West 500 67.6 85 No 

Industrial East 400 69.6 90 No 

Grading 
DCP Charter 

School West 550 67.4 85 No 

Residential West 1,300 59.9 80 No 

 
3 These distances may vary from other analyses because they the distance is measures from the on-site construction area 
to the sensitive receptor property line and not from the Project site property line to the nearest sensitive receptor property 
line. 
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Construction 
Phase 

Receptor Location Modeled 
Exterior 

Noise Level  
(dBA Leq) 2,3 

Noise 
Threshold 
(dBA Leq) 4 

Exceeded? Land Use Direction Distance 
(feet) 1 

Commercial West 500 68.2 85 No 

Industrial East 400 70.2 90 No 

Building 
Construction 

DCP Charter 
School West 550 65.8 85 No 

Residential West 1,300 58.3 80 No 

Commercial West 500 66.6 85 No 

Industrial East 400 68.5 90 No 

Paving 

DCP Charter 
School West 550 65.7 85 No 

Residential West 1,300 58.2 80 No 

Commercial West 500 66.5 85 No 

Industrial East 400 68.5 90 No 

Architectural 
Coating 

DCP Charter 
School West 550 52.9 85 No 

Residential West 1,300 45.4 80 No 

Commercial West 500 53.7 85 No 

Industrial East 400 55.7 90 No 

Overlapping 1 
(Site Preparation 

+ Grading) 

DCP Charter 
School West 550 70.1 85 No 

Residential West 1,300 62.9 80 No 

Commercial West 500 70.9 85 No 

Industrial East 400 72.9 90 No 

Overlapping 2 
(Site Preparation 

+ Grading + 
Building) 

DCP Charter 
School West 550 71.1 85 No 

Residential West 1,300 63.6 80 No 

Commercial West 500 71.9 85 No 

Industrial East 400 73.5 90 No 

Overlapping 3 
(Building + 

Paving) 

DCP Charter 
School West 550 68.7 85 No 

Residential West 1,300 61.3 80 No 

Commercial West 500 69.9 85 No 

Industrial East 400 71.5 90 No 

Notes: 
1. Distance is from the nearest receptor to the main construction activity area on the Project site. Not all equipment 

would operate at the closest distance to the receptor. 
2. Modeled noise levels conservatively assume the simultaneous operation of all pieces of equipment.  
3. The FTA Noise and Vibration Manual establishes construction noise standards of 80 dBA Leq(8-hour) for residential 

uses and 90 dBA Leq(8-hour) for commercial and industrial uses. It is noted that construction noise is evaluated with 8-
hour noise averages (Leq) to capture the noise energy throughout the workday. The 8-hour Leq represents the 
variable nature of construction noise as equipment moves around to different locations on the site. For example, 
from the perspective of a sensitive receptor, graders make multiple passes along a single point to spread soil and 
level a building pad or foundation. The reference noise levels used in the analysis represent individual pass-by 
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Construction 
Phase 

Receptor Location Modeled 
Exterior 

Noise Level  
(dBA Leq) 2,3 

Noise 
Threshold 
(dBA Leq) 4 

Exceeded? Land Use Direction Distance 
(feet) 1 

event, which only lasts a brief period. The 8-hour Leq and average distances are used to represent the total noise 
level as the equipment moves closer and further away from a receptor.  

Source: Federal Highway Administration, Roadway Construction Noise Model, 2006. Refer to Appendix I for noise 
modeling results. 

As shown in Table 10, the loudest noise levels would be 67.4 dBA Leq at the DCP Charter School, 59.9 
dBA Leq at the nearest residential uses, 68.2 dBA Leq at the nearest commercial uses, and 70.2 dBA 
Leq at the nearest industrial uses, which are below the FTA’s 80 dBA Leq standard at residential 
receptors, 85 dBA Leq standard at commercial receptors, and 90 dBA Leq at industrial receptors 
respectively. As mentioned previously, the Project would include off-site improvements on nearby 
roadways and sidewalks. However, due to the extremely short duration, minimal equipment, and 
varying locations, construction noise from the off-site improvements would not be anticipated to 
contribute to the construction noise generated on-site and would not cause an exceedance in the 
FTA’s construction standards at any of the nearby receptors. 

General Policy EC-1.7 requires construction operations within San José to use best available noise 
suppression devices and techniques and limit construction hours near residential uses. The City 
considers significant construction noise impacts to occur if a project located within 500 feet of 
residential uses or 200 feet of commercial or office uses would: 

• Involve substantial noise generating activities (such as building demolition, grading, 
excavation, pile driving, use of impact equipment, or building framing) continuing for more 
than 12 months. 

The Project site is not located within 500 feet of residential uses, however it is located 100 feet from 
commercial uses west of the site (located at 1450 Monterey Road). The proposed Project would 
result in more than 12 months of substantial noise generating activities.  

However, construction activities would be limited to daytime hours when people would be out of 
their houses and would conform to the time-of-day restrictions of the City’s Municipal Code. 
Construction noise is temporary and would terminate once construction is complete. Further, the 
Project would not include pile-driving. The Project would be required to adhere to the Mitigation 
Measure NOI-1 (MM NOI-1), which would ensure that all construction equipment is equipped with 
properly operating and maintained mufflers and other state required noise attenuation devices, 
helping to reduce noise at the source. MM NOI-1 is required to ensure that construction noise levels 
do not exceed the City’s standards and that time-of-day restrictions are adhered to. With 
implementation of this mitigation measure, construction noise impacts to nearby receptors would 
be less than significant. 

Impact NOI-1: Construction of the Project construction would last longer than 12 months and would 
result in a temporary increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the Project in excess of 
standards established in the City’s General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. To reduce this impact to less 
than significant, the following mitigation measure shall be applied: 

Mitigation Measure 
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MM NOI-1 Construction Noise Logistics Plan 

Prior to the issuance of any grading or demolition permits, the Project applicant shall submit and 
implement a construction noise logistics plan that specifies hours of construction, noise and 
vibration minimization measures, posting and notification of construction schedules, equipment to 
be used, and designation of a noise disturbance coordinator. The noise disturbance coordinator 
shall respond to neighborhood complaints and shall be in place prior to the start of construction and 
implemented during construction to reduce noise impacts on neighboring residents and other uses. 
The noise logistic plan shall be submitted to the Director of Planning, Building and Code 
Enforcement or Director’s designee prior to the issuance of any grading or demolition permits. As a 
part of the construction noise logistics plan, construction activities for the Project shall include, at a 
minimum, the following best management practices: 

i. Pile Driving is prohibited.  

ii. Construction activities shall be limited to the hours between 7:00 AM and 7:00 PM, Monday 
through Friday, unless permission is granted with a development permit or other planning 
approval. No construction activities are permitted on the weekends at sites within 500 feet 
of a residence (San José Municipal Code Section 20.100.450). Construction outside of these 
hours may be approved through a development permit based on a site-specific 
“construction noise mitigation plan” and a finding by the Director of PBCE that the 
construction noise mitigation plan is adequate to prevent noise disturbance of affected 
residential uses. 

iii. Construct solid plywood fences or similar along the northwest boundary of the site adjacent 
to residences to shield adjacent residential land uses from ground-level construction 
equipment and activities. The temporary 8-foot noise barrier shall be solid over the face and 
at the base of the barrier in order to provide a 5 dBA noise reduction.  

iv. Equip all internal combustion engine-driven equipment with intake and exhaust mufflers that 
are in good condition and appropriate for the equipment.  

v. Unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines shall be strictly prohibited.  

vi. Locate stationary noise-generating equipment such as air compressors or portable power 
generators as far as possible from sensitive receptors. Construct temporary noise barriers 
to screen stationary noise-generating equipment when located near adjoining sensitive land 
uses.  

vii. Utilize “quiet” air compressors and other stationary noise sources where technology exists.  

viii. Control noise from construction workers’ radios to a point where they are not audible at 
existing residences bordering the Project site.  

ix. Notify all adjacent business, residences, and other noise-sensitive land uses of the 
construction schedule, in writing, and provide a written schedule of “noisy” construction 
activities to the adjacent land uses and nearby residences.  
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x. Designate a "disturbance coordinator" who shall be responsible for responding to any 
complaints about construction noise. The disturbance coordinator shall determine the 
cause of the noise complaint (e.g., bad muffler, etc.) and require that reasonable measures 
be implemented to correct the problem. Conspicuously post a telephone number for the 
disturbance coordinator at the construction site and include it in the notice sent to neighbors 
regarding the construction schedule. 

Prior to issuance of any demolition or grading permits, the project applicant shall submit a copy 
of the Construction Noise Logistics Plan to the Director of Planning, Building and Code 
Enforcement or the Director’s designee, and the project applicant shall implement the 
requirements of the Construction Noise Logistics Plan during project construction. 
Construction Traffic Noise 

Construction noise may be generated by large trucks moving materials to and from the Project site. 
Large trucks would be necessary to deliver building materials as well as remove dump materials. 
Excavation, cut and fill would be required. Soil hauling would be required as approximately 3,000 
cubic yards (cy) of soil would be exported. Based on the California Emissions Estimator Model 
(CalEEMod) default assumptions for this Project, as analyzed in 1605 South 7th Street Air Quality 
Assessment (Kimley-Horn, 2024), the Project would generate the highest number of daily trips during 
the building construction phase. The model estimates that the Project would generate up to 38 
worker trips and 15 daily vendor trips for a total of approximately 53 daily vehicle trips during building 
construction. Because of the logarithmic nature of noise levels, a doubling of the traffic volume 
(assuming that the speed and vehicle mix do not also change) would not result in a noise level 
increase of 3 dBA.4 East Alma Avenue between South 7th Street to Monterey Road has an average 
daily trip volume of 10,594 vehicles (Table 7). Therefore, a maximum of 53 daily Project construction 
trips would not double the existing traffic volume per day. Construction related traffic noise would 
not be noticeable and would not create a significant noise impact. 

California establishes noise limits for vehicles licensed to operate on public roads using a pass-by 
test procedure. Pass-by noise refers to the noise level produced by an individual vehicle as it travels 
past a fixed location. The pass-by procedure measures the total noise emissions of a moving vehicle 
with a microphone. When the vehicle reaches the microphone, the vehicle is at full throttle 
acceleration at an engine speed calculated for its displacement. 

For heavy trucks, the State pass-by standard is consistent with the federal limit of 80 dB. The State 
pass-by standard for light trucks and passenger cars (less than 4.5 tons gross vehicle rating) is also 
80 dB at 15 meters from the centerline. According to the FHWA, dump trucks typically generate noise 
levels of 77 dBA and flatbed trucks typically generate noise levels of 74 dBA, at a distance of 50 feet 
from the truck (FHWA, Roadway Construction Noise Model, 2006). Furthermore, while construction 
is would be temporary, the Project is subject to the following standard permit conditions (MM NOI-
1) to limit construction noise and impacts. 

 
4 California Department of Transportation, Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol, 2011.  
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Operations  

Implementation of the Project would create new sources of noise in the Project vicinity. The major 
noise sources associated with the Project that would potentially impact existing and future nearby 
residences, schools, and other receptors include the following: 

• Off-site traffic noise; 
• Mechanical equipment (i.e., trash compactors, air conditioners, etc.); 
• Activities at the loading areas (i.e., maneuvering and idling trucks, loading/unloading, 

and equipment noise);  
• Parking areas (i.e., car door slamming, car radios, engine start-up, and car pass-by); and 
• Landscape maintenance activities. 

The closest sensitive receptor is the DCP Charter School located approximately 100 feet to the west. 
The City of San José stationary source exterior Zoning Ordinance Noise Standards is 70 dBA Leq for 
industrial areas adjacent to a property zoned as industrial and 60 dBA Leq for industrial uses adjacent 
to property zoned as commercial. Per General Plan Policy EC-1.1, land use compatibility standard 
for schools is up to 60 dBA Ldn and business commercial areas is up to 70 dBA Ldn. The Project’s 
operational noise would comply with the noise limits set by the Zoning Ordinance Noise Standards 
and the General Plan. 

Traffic Noise 

Implementation of the Project would generate increased traffic volumes along study roadway 
segments. The Project is expected to generate a total of 1,588 average daily trips, which would result 
in noise increases on Project area roadways (i.e., Monterey Road, South 7th Street, and East Alma 
Avenue). In general, a traffic noise increase of less than 3 dBA is barely perceptible to people, while 
a 5-dBA increase is readily noticeable (Caltrans, 2013). Generally, traffic volumes on Project area 
roadways would have to approximately double for the resulting traffic noise levels to increase by 3 
dBA. Therefore, permanent increases in ambient noise levels of less than 3 dBA are considered to be 
less than significant. 

As shown in Table 11: Existing and Project Traffic Noise, the existing (2024) traffic-generated noise 
level on Project area roadways is between 60.4 dBA Ldn and 64.3 dBA Ldn at 100 feet from the 
centerline. As previously described, Ldn is 24-hour average noise level with a 10 dBA “weighting” 
added to noise during the hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. to account for noise sensitivity in the 
evening and nighttime, respectively. 

Traffic noise levels for roadways primarily affected by the Project were calculated using the FHWA’s 
Highway Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-108). Traffic noise modeling was conducted for 
conditions with and without the Project, based on traffic volumes (NV5, 2024). As noted in Table 11, 
Project noise levels 100 feet from the centerline would range from 60.9 dBA Ldn to 64.5 dBA Ldn. The 
Project would have the highest increase of 0.6 dBA Ldn on South 7th Street between East Alma Avenue 
and Phelan Avenue. However, the 0.6 dBA Ldn increase is under the perceptible 3.0 dBA noise level 
increase per GP Policy EC-1.2 and Caltrans standards. Therefore, the Project would not have a 
significant impact on existing traffic noise levels. 
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Table 11: Existing and Project Traffic Noise 

Roadway Segment 
2024 Existing 

Conditions  2024 With Project Change from 
No Project 
Conditions 

Significant 
Impact? 

ADT dBA Ldn
1 ADT dBA Ldn

1 
Monterey Road  
East Alma Avenue and Phelan 
Avenue 

24,560 64.3 24,735 64.5 0.2 No 

South 7th Street  
East Alma Avenue and Phelan 
Avenue 

10,604 60.4 11,587 61.0 0.6 No 

East Alma Avenue  
Monterey Road to South 7th Street 10,594 60.5 11,305 60.9 0.4 No 
ADT = average daily trips; dBA = A-weighted decibels; Ldn = day night noise level 

1.Traffic noise levels are at 100 feet from the roadway centerline. The actual sound level at any receptor location is dependent upon such 
factors as the source-to-receptor distance and the presence of intervening structures, barriers, and topography. 
2. These are the three roadway intersections required by the City for the Project. Other nearby intersections are not expected to add a 
measurable number of vehicle trips and therefore are not needed in the intersection operational analysis. 

Source: Based on data from the Transportation Analysis (NV5, 2024). Refer to Appendix A for traffic noise modeling assumptions and 
results. 

Table 12: Opening Year and Opening Year Plus Project Traffic Noise, shows the background 
conditions or Opening Year (2028) traffic. As shown in Table 12, Opening Year roadway noise levels 
with the Project would range from 61.0 dBA Ldn to 64.5 dBA Ldn. Project traffic would traverse and 
disperse over Project area roadways, where existing ambient noise levels already exist. Future 
development associated with the Project would result in additional traffic on adjacent roadways, 
thereby increasing vehicular noise near existing and proposed land uses. The Project would not 
result in any increase in noise levels. Therefore, impacts are less than significant. 

Table 12: Opening Year and Opening Year Plus Project Traffic Noise 

Roadway Segment 
2028 Opening Year 2028 With Project Change from  

No Project 
Conditions 

Significant 
Impact? ADT dBA Ldn

1 ADT dBA Ldn
1 

Monterey Road   

East Alma Avenue and Phelan 
Avenue 

24,711 64.4 24,886 64.5 0.1 No 

South 7th Street  

East Alma Avenue to Phelan 
Avenue 

10,610 60.4 11,593 61.0 0.6 No 

East Alma Avenue  

Monterey Road to South 7th 
Street 

10,717 60.5 11,428 61.1 0.6 No 

ADT = average daily trips; dBA = A-weighted decibels; Ldn = day night noise level 

1. Traffic noise levels are at 100 feet from the roadway centerline. The actual sound level at any receptor location is dependent upon 
such factors as the source-to-receptor distance and the presence of intervening structures, barriers, and topography. 
2. These are the three roadway intersections required by the City for the Project. Other nearby intersections are not expected to add a 
measurable number of vehicle trips and therefore are not needed in the intersection operational analysis. 

I I 

I I 

I I 

I I 
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Roadway Segment 
2028 Opening Year 2028 With Project Change from  

No Project 
Conditions 

Significant 
Impact? ADT dBA Ldn

1 ADT dBA Ldn
1 

Source: Based on data from the Transportation Analysis (NV5, 2024). Refer to Appendix A for traffic noise modeling assumptions and 
results. 

Nighttime Traffic Noise 

Table 11 and Table 12 show that Project generated traffic (including trucks) would not significantly 
increase roadway noise levels and would not exceed the City's noise and land use compatibility 
standards. It is noted that the City's noise standards are measured in DNL, which is a 24-hour noise 
energy metric that includes a 10-dB weighting for nighttime noise to account for increased noise 
sensitivity at night (i.e., 10 dB is added to noise levels that occur between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). 

Although the traffic noise analysis above includes the Project truck trips, the following discussion 
conservatively addresses what would be the worst-case nighttime truck noise effects related to the 
residential area along South 7th Street. Trucks are not anticipated to disregard the posted nighttime 
restriction on 7th Street, but should they, the following analysis describes potential noise impacts. 
Per the Project Traffic Study, the Project would generate 52 truck trips and, at most, 60 percent of 
those trips (i.e., 31 truck trips) would occur along South 7th Street. Per U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development (HUD) DNL calculator5, 31 trucks at night would be 60 dBA. Table 12 shows 
that Opening Year No Project traffic noise would be 60.4 dBA along 7th Street. Adding 60 percent of 
the Project's trucks (conservatively assumed to all occur at night) would combine to result in 63.2 
dBA, which is a 2.8 dBA increase over no project conditions. This is a greater noise increase than the 
61.0 dBA Project noise shown in Table 12 as the calculations summarized in the table assume trucks 
adherence to the posted restriction and there would be no overnight truck trips. The 2.8 dBA increase 
is still below the perceptible 3.0 dBA noise level increase per GP Policy EC-1.2 and Caltrans 
standards. Therefore, under worst-case conditions, the Project related roadway noise increase 
would be barely perceptible to the human ear (i.e., less than 3 dBA). 

Stationary Noise Sources 

Implementation of the Project would create new sources of noise in the Project vicinity from 
mechanical equipment, truck loading areas, parking lot noise, backup beepers, and landscape 
maintenance. Table 13: Stationary Sources Noise Level shows the noise levels generated by various 
stationary noise sources and the resulting noise level at the nearest receiver. Table 13 also show the 
Project’s compliance with GP Policy EC-1.1 and EC-1.2 as well as the Municipal Code, which 
establishes industrial use noise standards of 60 dBA when adjacent to commercial zones and 70 
dBA when adjacent to industrial zones. Each stationary source is discussed below.  

Mechanical Equipment 
Regarding mechanical equipment, the Project would generate stationary-source noise associated 
with heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) units. HVAC units typically generate noise 
levels of approximately 55.4 dBA Ldn at 50 feet.6 It should be noted that the proposed HVAC units 
would be roof-top mounted. As such, mechanical equipment noise level would attenuate to 49.4 

 
5 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, Day/Night Noise Level (DNL) Calculator, 

https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/dnl-calculator/, accessed March 2025. 
6 Elliott H. Berger, Rick Neitzel, and Cynthia A. Kladden, Noise Navigator Sound Level Database with Over 1700 Measurement Values, 

July 6, 2010. 
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dBA at the closest sensitive receptor (DCP Charter School located 100 feet to the west). Table 13 
shows that mechanical equipment would not exceed the City’s General Plan standards in Policy EC-
1.1 and Policy EC-1.2. 

Loading Area Noise 
The Project is an industrial development that would include deliveries and loading of heavy-duty 
trucks. The primary noise associated with deliveries is the arrival and departure of heavy-duty trucks. 
Operations of Project would potentially require a mixture of deliveries from vans, light trucks, and 
heavy-duty trucks. Normal deliveries associated with vans and light trucks would typically occur 
during daytime hours. The Project would result in 528 daily van trips. Deliveries associated with 
heavy-duty trucks would occur during the nighttime hours. The Project would result in 52 daily heavy-
duty truck trips (refer to the 1605 South 7th Street Transportation Analysis prepared by NV5 for more 
information).  

During loading and unloading activities, noise would be generated by the trucks’ diesel engines, 
exhaust systems, backup beepers, and brakes during low gear shifting’ braking activities; backing up 
toward the docks/loading areas; dropping down the dock ramps; and maneuvering away from the 
docks. Based on the Project building orientation, the loading areas would be located on the eastern 
boundary of the warehouse building approximately 200 feet from the closest sensitive receptors 
(DCP Charter School) and commercial receptors (located at 1450 Monterey Road). The closest 
industrial receptors would be approximately 80 feet east (located at 1404 South 7th Street). While 
there would be temporary noise increases during truck maneuvering and engine idling, these 
impacts would be of short duration and infrequent. Typically, heavy truck operations generate a 
noise level of 67.8 dBA Ldn at a distance of 50 feet.7 Loading area noise would attenuate to 55.8 dBA 
at the closest sensitive receptor, the DCP Charter School located 200 feet to the west. However, the 
DCP Charter School would be unoccupied during the nighttime loading and unloading activities and 
would therefore be unaffected by the increased noise levels. The nearest residence that could 
potentially be affected by the nighttime loading and unloading activities are located approximately 
800 feet from the Project site. At this distance, nighttime loading area noise would attenuate to 43.7 
dBA. 8 Table 13 shows that truck and loading area noise would not exceed the City’s General Plan 
standards in Policy EC-1.1 and Policy EC-1.2. 

Parking Areas 
Traffic associated with parking areas is typically not of sufficient volume to exceed community noise 
standards, which are based on a time-averaged scale such as the CNEL scale. However, the 
instantaneous maximum sound levels generated by a car door slamming, engine starting up and car 
pass-bys may be an annoyance to adjacent noise-sensitive receptors. Parking lot noise can also be 
considered a “stationary” noise source. The instantaneous maximum sound levels generated by a 
car door slamming, engine starting up, and car pass-bys range from 53 to 61 dBA at 50 feet9 and may 
be an annoyance to noise-sensitive receptors. Conversations in parking areas may also be an 
annoyance to sensitive receptors. Sound levels of speech typically range from 33 dBA at 48 feet for 
normal speech to 50 dBA at 50 feet for very loud speech.10 It should be noted that parking lot noise 

 
7 Ibid. 
8 Ibid. 
9  Kariel, H. G., Noise in Rural Recreational Environments, Canadian Acoustics 19(5), 3-10, 1991. 
10  Elliott H. Berger, Rick Neitzel, and Cynthia A. Kladden. Noise Navigator Sound Level Database with Over 1700 

Measurement Values, July 6, 2010. 
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are instantaneous noise levels compared to noise standards in the Ldn scale, which are averaged 
over time. As a result, actual noise levels over time resulting from parking lot activities would be far 
lower. Table 13 shows that parking area noise would not exceed the City’s General Plan standards 
in Policy EC-1.1 and Policy EC-1.2. 
 
Landscape Maintenance Activities 
Development and operation of the Project includes new landscaping that would require periodic 
maintenance. Noise generated by a gasoline-powered landscape equipment is estimated to be 
approximately 42.6 dBA Ldn at a distance of 50 feet. Landscape Maintenance activities could occur 
approximately 80 feet east from the nearest industrial use, and approximately 100 feet west from the 
nearest commercial use, and the DCP Charter School. Maintenance activities would operate during 
daytime hours for brief periods of time as allowed by the City Municipal Code and would not 
permanently increase ambient noise levels in the Project vicinity and would be consistent with 
activities that currently occur at the surrounding uses. Table 13: Stationary Source Noise Levels 
shows that landscape maintenance noise would not exceed the City’s General Plan standards in 
Policy EC-1.1 and Policy EC-1.2. 
 
Combined Noise Levels  
Project operations could potentially result in simultaneous noise generating activities associated 
with the mechanical equipment, loading area, parking lot area, and landscape maintenance. The 
combined noise level associated with the simultaneous operation of all on-site noise sources at the 
nearest industrial, school and commercial in the City of San Jose are shown in Table 13. 
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Table 13: Stationary Sources Noise Level 

Nearest Land Use Distance 
(feet) 

Reference 
Level at 50 

ft  
(dBA Ldn) 

Policy EC-1.1 and Municipal Code Section 
20.50.300 Policy EC-1.2 

Noise Level at 
Receiver (Ldn) 

Exterior Noise 
Standard 

Exceed 
Threshold 

Ambient 
Noise 
Level 

Combined 
Noise at 
Receiver 

Incremental 
Increase (dBA)8 

Exceed 
Threshold 

Mechanical Equipment 
Industrial  80 

55.4 dBA1 
51.3 dBA 70 dBA4 No 69.0 dBA6 69.1 dBA 0.1 No 

DCP Charter School 100 49.4 dBA 60 dBA5 No 63.4 dBA7 63.6 dBA 0.2 No 
Commercial  100 49.4 dBA 60 dBA4 No 58.5 dBA8 59.0 dBA 0.5 No 
Loading Area 
Industrial  80 

67.8 dBA1 

63.7 dBA 70 dBA4 No 69.0 dBA6 70.1 dBA 1.1 No 
DCP Charter School 200 55.8 dBA 60 dBA5 No 63.4 dBA7 64.1 dBA 0.7 No 
Commercial  200 55.8 dBA 60 dBA4 No 58.5 dBA8 60.4 dBA 1.9 No 
Parking Area 
Industrial  80 

62.2 dBA2 
58.1 dBA 70 dBA4 No 69.0 dBA6 69.3 dBA 0.3 No 

DCP Charter School 100 56.2 dBA 60 dBA5 No 63.4 dBA7 64.2 dBA 0.8 No 
Commercial  100 56.2 dBA 60 dBA4 No 58.5 dBA8 60.5 dBA 2.0 No 
Landscape Maintenance 
Industrial  80 

42.6 dBA3 
38.6 dBA 70 dBA4 No 69.0 dBA6 69.0 dBA 0.0 No 

DCP Charter School 100 36.6 dBA 60 dBA5 No 63.4 dBA7 63.4 dBA 0.0 No 
Commercial  100 36.6 dBA 60 dBA4 No 58.5 dBA8 58.5 dBA 0.0 No 
Combined Noise 
Industrial  80 

69.1 dBA 

65.0 70 dBA4 No 69.0 dBA6 70.5 dBA 0.5 No 
School DCP Charter 
School 100-200 58.2 60 dBA5 No 63.4 dBA7 64.5 dBA 1.1 No 

Commercial  100-200 58.2 60 dBA4 No 58.5 dBA8 61.4 dBA 2.9 No 
1. Elliott H. Berger, Rick Neitzel, and Cynthia A. Kladden, Noise Navigator Sound Level Database with Over 1700 Measurement Values, July 6, 2010. 
2. Kariel, H. G., Noise in Rural Recreational Environments, Canadian Acoustics 19(5), 3-10, 1991. 
3. U.S. EPA, Noise from Construction Equipment and Operations, Building Equipment, and Home Appliances, 1971. 
4. City of San José Municipal Code section 20.50.300 (Table 20-135), which establishes industrial use noise standards of 60 dBA when adjacent to commercial zones and 70 dBA when 

adjacent to industrial zones. 
5. City of San José General Plan Policy EC-1.1 establishes Normally acceptable noise standards of 60 dBA for school uses. 
6. Noise Measurement ST-1, which is representative of ambient noise levels at the land uses east of the Project site. 
7. Noise Measurement LT-1, which is representative of ambient noise levels at the school use west of the Project site. 
8. Noise Measurement ST-3, which is representative of ambient noise levels at the commercial uses west of the Project site. 
9. Incremental noise threshold per City of San José General Plan Policy EC-1.2, which establishes incremental noise standards of 5 dBA where noise levels would remain “Normally 

Acceptable” and 3 dBA where noise levels would equal or exceed the “Normally Acceptable” level for land uses sensitive to increased noise levels. Normally acceptable levels are 
60 dBA for residential uses. Although the normally acceptable standard for industrial and commercial office uses is 70 dBA, it is not considered a land use sensitive to increased noise 
levels per Policy EC-1.2. 
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As shown in Table 13, stationary sources would not exceed the noise standards included in 
Municipal Code Section 20.50.300, Land Use Compatibility Standards from GP Policy EC-1.1 or the 
incremental noise increases per GP Policy EC-1.2. The Project would not place mechanical 
equipment near sensitive uses, and noise from this equipment would not be perceptible at the 
closest sensitive receptor. Noise levels associated with truck loading would not exceed the City’s 70 
dBA Ldn industrial noise standard and 60 dBA Ldn commercial and school noise standards, per GP 
Policy EC-1.1 and Municipal Code section 20.50.300. Additionally, the incremental increase over 
existing ambient noise levels would be 1.1 dBA at DCP Charter School and would, therefore, not 
result in increased noise levels exceeding 3 dBA Ldn per GP Policy EC-1.2.  

Noise associated with parking lot activities is not anticipated to exceed the 60 or 70 dBA Ldn threshold 
per GP Policy EC-1.1 and Municipal Code section 20.50.300. Additionally, the incremental increase 
would be 0.8 dBA Ldn at the school; this would not result in exceeding 3 dBA Ldn per GP Policy EC-1.2. 
Therefore, noise impacts from parking lots would be less than significant. With adherence to the 
City’s Municipal Code, impacts associated with landscape maintenance would be less than 
significant. 

Additionally, noise levels would be further attenuated by intervening terrain and structures such as 
existing walls and fences. Impacts from mechanical equipment, loading area, parking area, and 
landscape maintenance would be less than significant. Further the combined noise impacts 
associated with simultaneous operations of all on-site noise sources would be below perceptible 
levels. Therefore, the Project would not result in a significant impact to operational noise.  

Summary 

Overall, implementation of Standard Permit Conditions and adherence to Municipal Code 
requirements, noise impacts associated with traffic, mechanical equipment, loading/unloading 
activities, parking lot noise, and landscape equipment would be reduced to a less than significant 
level. 

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required. 

Level of Significance: Less than significant impact. 

Threshold 6.2 Would the Project generate excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne 
noise levels? 

Construction 

Increases in groundborne vibration levels attributable to the Project would be primarily associated 
with construction-related activities. Construction on the Project site would have the potential to 
result in varying degrees of temporary groundborne vibration, depending on the specific construction 
equipment used and the operations involved. Ground vibration generated by construction 
equipment spreads through the ground and diminishes in magnitude with increases in distance. The 
effect on buildings located in the vicinity of the construction site often varies depending on soil type, 
ground strata, and construction characteristics of the receiver building(s). The results from vibration 
can range from no perceptible effects at the lowest vibration levels, to low rumbling sounds and 
perceptible vibration at moderate levels, to slight damage at the highest levels. Groundborne 
vibrations from construction activities rarely reach levels that damage structures. 
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Table 14: Typical Construction Equipment Vibration Levels, lists vibration levels at 25 feet and 80 
feet for typical construction equipment. Groundborne vibration generated by construction 
equipment spreads through the ground and diminishes in magnitude with increases in distance. As 
indicated in Table 14, based on FTA data, vibration velocities from typical heavy construction 
equipment operations that would be used during Project construction range from 0.001 to 0.016 
in/sec PPV at 80 feet from the source of activity. The nearest receptor is approximately 80 feet from 
the active construction zone and would not experience significant vibration levels. 

Table 14: Typical Construction Equipment Vibration Levels 

Equipment Peak Particle Velocity  
At 25 feet (in/sec) 

Peak Particle Velocity  
At 80 feet (in/sec) 

Large Bulldozer 0.089 0.016 
Loaded Trucks 0.076 0.013 
Rock Breaker 0.059 0.010 
Small Bulldozer/Tractors 0.003 0.001 
1. Calculated using the following formula: PPVequip = PPVref x (25/D)1.5, where: PPVequip = the peak particle velocity in in/sec of the 
equipment adjusted for the distance; PPVref = the reference vibration level in in/sec from Table 7-4 of the Federal Transit Administration, 
Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, 2018; D = the distance from the equipment to the receiver. 
Source: Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, September 2018. 

As shown in Table 14, the highest vibration levels are achieved with the large bulldozer operations. 
This construction activity is expected to take place during grading. Project construction would be 
approximately 80 feet from the closest structure. However, construction equipment vibration 
velocities would not exceed the FTA’s and City’s General Policy 2.3’s 0.20 in/sec PPV threshold. In 
general, other construction activities would occur throughout the Project site and would not be 
concentrated at the point closest to the nearest structure. The closest historic resources to the 
Project site are the Casa Linda Motel and the California Motel, approximately 1,050 and 1,600 feet 
south of the Project site, respectively.11 At these distances, vibrations levels at the nearest historic 
resources would not exceed the 0.08 in/sec PPV threshold. Therefore, vibration impacts associated 
with the Project construction would be less than significant. 

Operations 

The Project would include approximately 52 daily line-haul truck trips. Loaded trucks have a PPV of 
0.076 in/sec at 25 feet. Sensitive receptors are located along South 7th Street where trucks may 
travel. Sensitive receptors along South 7th Street are located more than 25 feet away from the closest 
travel lane.12 Therefore, Project related delivery truck traffic vibration levels would be 0.076 in/sec 
PPV or less and would not exceed the City’s General Policy EC-2.3’s 0.20 in/sec PPV threshold. The 
Project would not generate groundborne vibration that could be felt at surrounding uses. Project 
operations would also not involve railroads and therefore would not result in vibration impacts at 
surrounding uses. As a result, impacts from vibration associated with Project operation would be 
less than significant.  

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required. 

 
11 City of San José. Historic Resources Inventory. Available at: 

https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/4ef3418d9e58451c9c45086ac9a90d6e#data_s=id%3Awidget_22_output_config_0%3A0. 
Accessed on October 30, 2024. 

12 Distances measured from the edge of the road to the property line.  
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Level of Significance: Less than significant impact. 

Threshold 6.3 For a Project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use 
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public 
airport or public use airport, would the Project expose people residing or working 
in the Project area to excessive noise levels? 

The nearest airport to the Project site is the Reid-Hillview County Airport located approximately 2.7 
miles northeast of the Project site. The Project site lies outside of the 60 dBA CNEL noise contours 
shown in the Reid-Hillview Airport Master Plan published in July 2006.13 Although aircraft-related 
noise would occasionally be audible at the Project site, noise from aircraft would not substantially 
increase ambient noise levels. Exterior noise levels resulting from aircraft would be compatible with 
the proposed Project. By ensuring compliance with the City’s normally acceptable noise level 
standards, interior noise levels would also be considered acceptable with aircraft noise. Therefore, 
the Project would not expose people residing or working in the Project area to excessive airport- or 
airstrip-related noise levels and no mitigation is required. 

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required. 

Level of Significance: Less than significant impact. 

6.2 CUMULATIVE NOISE IMPACTS 

Noise by definition is a localized phenomenon, and drastically reduces as distance from the source 
increases. Cumulative noise impacts involve development of the Project in combination with 
ambient growth and other related development projects. As noise levels decrease as distance from 
the source increases, only projects in the nearby area could combine with the Project to potentially 
result in cumulative noise impacts. 

Cumulative Construction Noise 

The Project’s construction activities, when properly mitigated, would not result in a substantial 
temporary increase in ambient noise levels. The City permits construction hours within 500 feet of a 
residential unit are limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. on Monday through Friday, unless 
otherwise allowed in a Development Permit or other planning approval. The Project would contribute 
to other proximate construction noise impacts if construction activities were conducted 
concurrently. However, based on the noise analysis above, the Project’s construction-related noise 
impacts would be less than significant following compliance with local regulations and City 
Standard Permit Conditions (MM NOI-1) outlined in this study.  

Construction activities at other planned and approved projects would be required to take place 
during daytime hours, and the City and project applicants would be required to evaluate 
construction noise impacts and implement mitigation, if necessary, to minimize noise impacts. 
Each project would be required to comply with the applicable City of San José Municipal Code 
limitations on allowable hours of construction. Therefore, Project construction would not contribute 
to cumulative impacts and impacts in this regard are not cumulatively considerable. 

 
13 County of Santa Clara, Reid Hillview Airport Master Plan, July 2006.  
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Cumulative Operational Noise 

Cumulative noise impacts describe how much noise levels are projected to increase over existing 
conditions with the development of the Project and other foreseeable projects. Cumulative noise 
impacts would occur primarily as a result of increased traffic on local roadways due to buildout of 
the Project and other projects in the vicinity. However, noise from generators and other stationary 
sources could also generate cumulative noise levels. 

Stationary Noise  
As discussed above, impacts from the Project’s operations would be less than significant. Due to 
site distance, intervening land uses, and the fact that noise dissipates as it travels away from its 
source, noise impacts from on-site activities and other stationary sources would be limited to the 
Project site and vicinity. No known past, present, or reasonably foreseeable projects would 
compound or increase the operational noise levels generated by the Project. Thus, cumulative 
operational noise impacts from related projects, in conjunction with Project-specific noise impacts, 
would not be cumulatively significant. 

Traffic Noise 
A project’s contribution to a cumulative traffic noise increase would be considered significant when 
the combined effect exceeds perception level (i.e., auditory level increase) threshold. Cumulative 
increases in traffic noise levels were estimated by comparing the Existing Plus Project and 
Cumulative Year scenarios to existing conditions.  

The following criteria is used to evaluate the combined effect of the cumulative noise increase. 

• Combined Effect. The cumulative with Project noise level (“Cumulative Year With 
Project”) would cause a significant cumulative impact if a 3.0 dB increase over “Existing” 
conditions occurs and the resulting noise level exceeds the applicable exterior standard 
at a sensitive use. Although there may be a significant noise increase due to the Project 
in combination with other related projects (combined effects), it must also be 
demonstrated that the Project has an incremental effect. In other words, a significant 
portion of the noise increase must be due to the Project. 

The following criteria have been used to evaluate the incremental effect of the cumulative noise 
increase. 

• Incremental Effects. The “Cumulative Year With Project” causes a 1.0 dBA increase in 
noise over the “Cumulative Year Without Project” noise level. 

A significant impact would result only if both the combined and incremental effects criteria have 
been exceeded. Noise by definition is a localized phenomenon and reduces as distance from the 
source increases. Consequently, only the Project and growth due to occur in the general area would 
contribute to cumulative noise impacts. Table 15: Cumulative Plus Project Conditions Predicted 
Traffic Noise Levels, identifies the traffic noise effects along roadway segments in the vicinity of the 
Project site for “Existing,” “Cumulative Year Without Project,” and “Cumulative Year With Project,” 
conditions, including incremental and net cumulative impacts.  

Kimley>>> Horn 



City of San José 1605 South 7th Street Project 
 Acoustical Assessment 

November 2025 
Page | 42 

Table 15: Cumulative Plus Project Conditions Predicted Traffic Noise Levels 

Roadway Segment Existing 
dBA Ldn1 

Cumulative 
Year 

Without 
Project 
dBA Ldn1 

Cumulative 
Year With 

Project 
dBA Ldn1 

Combined 
Effects 

Incremental 
Effects 

Cumulatively 
Significant 

Impact? 

dBA 
Difference: 
Existing and 
Cumulative 

Year With 
Project 

dBA 
Difference: 
Cumulative 

Year Without 
and With 
Project 

South 7th Street 
East Alma Avenue to Phelan 
Avenue 60.4 62.0 62.4 2.0 0.4 No 

Monterey Road  

East Alma Avenue to Phelan 
Avenue 64.3 64.4 64.6 0.3 0.2 No 

East Alma Avenue 

Monterey Road to South 7th 
Street 60.5 60.9 61.4 0.9 0.5 No 

ADT = average daily trips; dBA = A-weighted decibels; Ldn= day-night noise levels 

1. Traffic noise levels are at 100 feet from the roadway centerline. The actual sound level at any receptor location is dependent upon such 
factors as the source-to-receptor distance and the presence of intervening structures, barriers, and topography. 
2. These are the three roadway intersections required by the City for the Project. Other nearby intersections are not expected to add a 
measurable number of vehicle trips and therefore are not needed in the intersection operational analysis. 

Source: Based on data from the Transportation Analysis (NV5, 2024). Refer to Appendix A for traffic noise modeling assumptions and 
results. 

First, it must be determined whether the “Cumulative Year With Project” increase above existing 
conditions (Combined Effects) is exceeded. As indicated in Table 15, the Project has no street 
segments that exceed the combined effects criterion. Under the Incremental Effects criteria, 
cumulative noise impacts are defined by determining if the forecast ambient (“Cumulative Year 
Without Project”) noise level is increased by 1 dB or more. As indicated above, the Project does not 
exceed the Incremental Effects criteria for any roadway segment analyzed.  

Therefore, the Project’s cumulative noise contribution would be less than significant. Based on the 
significance criteria set forth in this Report, no roadway segments would result in significant impacts 
because they would not exceed the City’s threshold for noise at nearby sensitive receptors. The 
Project would not result in long-term mobile noise impacts based on Project-generated traffic as 
well as cumulative and incremental noise levels. Therefore, the Project, in combination with 
cumulative background traffic noise levels, would result in a less than significant cumulative impact. 
The Project’s contribution to noise levels would not be cumulatively considerable. 
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FHWA Highway Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-108) with California Vehicle Noise (CALVENO) Emission Levels

Project Name: San Jose Prologis
Project Number: 
Scenario: Existing
Ldn/CNEL: Ldn

Assumed 24-Hour Traffic Distribution: Day Evening Night
Total ADT Volumes 77.70% 12.70% 9.60%
Medium-Duty Trucks 87.43% 5.05% 7.52%
Heavy-Duty Trucks 89.10% 2.84% 8.06%

Vehicle Mix Distance from Centerline of Roadway
Median ADT Speed Alpha Medium Heavy Ldn at Distance to Contour

# Roadway Segment Lanes Width Volume (mph) Factor Trucks Trucks 100 Feet 70 Ldn 65 Ldn 60 Ldn 55 Ldn
1 Alma Avenue Monterey Road to 7th Street 4 12 10,594 35 0 2.0% 1.0% 60.5 - - 112 355
2 7th Street At Alma Ave Intersection 2 10 10,604 35 0 2.0% 1.0% 60.4 - - 110 347
3 Monterey Road At Alma Ave Intersection 6 12 24,560 35 0 2.0% 1.0% 64.3 - 86 271 856

1 Distance is from the centerline of the roadway segment to the receptor location.
"-" = contour is located within the roadway right-of-way.
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FHWA Highway Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-108) with California Vehicle Noise (CALVENO) Emission Levels

Project Name: San Jose Prologis
Project Number: 
Scenario: Existing Plus Project
Ldn/CNEL: Ldn

Assumed 24-Hour Traffic Distribution: Day Evening Night
Total ADT Volumes 77.70% 12.70% 9.60%
Medium-Duty Trucks 87.43% 5.05% 7.52%
Heavy-Duty Trucks 89.10% 2.84% 8.06%

Vehicle Mix Distance from Centerline of Roadway
Median ADT Speed Alpha Medium Heavy Ldn at Distance to Contour

# Roadway Segment Lanes Width Volume (mph) Factor Trucks Trucks 100 Feet 70 Ldn 65 Ldn 60 Ldn 55 Ldn
1 Alma Avenue Monterey Road to 7th Street 4 12 11,305 35 0 1.874% 1.17% 60.9 - - 123 390
2 7th Street At Alma Ave Intersection 2 10 11,587 35 0 2.055% 1.1% 61.0 - 40 125 396
3 Monterey Road At Alma Ave Intersection 6 12 24,735 35 0 2.091% 1.1% 64.5 - 90 283 895

1 Distance is from the centerline of the roadway segment to the receptor location.
"-" = contour is located within the roadway right-of-way.
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FHWA Highway Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-108) with California Vehicle Noise (CALVENO) Emission Levels

Project Name: San Jose Prologis
Project Number: 
Scenario: Opening Year
Ldn/CNEL: Ldn

Assumed 24-Hour Traffic Distribution: Day Evening Night
Total ADT Volumes 77.70% 12.70% 9.60%
Medium-Duty Trucks 87.43% 5.05% 7.52%
Heavy-Duty Trucks 89.10% 2.84% 8.06%

Vehicle Mix Distance from Centerline of Roadway
Median ADT Speed Alpha Medium Heavy Ldn at Distance to Contour

# Roadway Segment Lanes Width Volume (mph) Factor Trucks Trucks 100 Feet 70 Ldn 65 Ldn 60 Ldn 55 Ldn
1 Alma Avenue Monterey Road to 7th Street 4 12 10,717 35 0 2.0% 1.0% 60.5 - - 113 359
2 7th Street At Alma Ave Intersection 2 10 10,610 35 0 2.0% 1.0% 60.4 - - 110 347
3 Monterey Road At Alma Ave Intersection 6 12 24,711 35 0 2.0% 1.0% 64.4 - 86 272 861

1 Distance is from the centerline of the roadway segment to the receptor location.
"-" = contour is located within the roadway right-of-way.

Page 3



FHWA Highway Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-108) with California Vehicle Noise (CALVENO) Emission Levels

Project Name: San Jose Prologis
Project Number: 
Scenario: Opening Year Plus Project
Ldn/CNEL: Ldn

Assumed 24-Hour Traffic Distribution: Day Evening Night
Total ADT Volumes 77.70% 12.70% 9.60%
Medium-Duty Trucks 87.43% 5.05% 7.52%
Heavy-Duty Trucks 89.10% 2.84% 8.06%

Vehicle Mix Distance from Centerline of Roadway
Median ADT Speed Alpha Medium Heavy Ldn at Distance to Contour

# Roadway Segment Lanes Width Volume (mph) Factor Trucks Trucks 100 Feet 70 Ldn 65 Ldn 60 Ldn 55 Ldn
1 Alma Avenue Monterey Road to 7th Street 4 12 11,428 35 0 2.1% 1.2% 61.1 - - 128 405
2 7th Street At Alma Ave Intersection 2 10 11,593 35 0 2.1% 1.1% 61.0 - 40 125 397
3 Monterey Road At Alma Ave Intersection 6 12 24,886 35 0 2.1% 1.1% 64.5 - 90 285 900

1 Distance is from the centerline of the roadway segment to the receptor location.
"-" = contour is located within the roadway right-of-way.
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FHWA Highway Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-108) with California Vehicle Noise (CALVENO) Emission Levels

Project Name: San Jose Prologis
Project Number: 
Scenario: Horizon Year
Ldn/CNEL: Ldn

Assumed 24-Hour Traffic Distribution: Day Evening Night
Total ADT Volumes 77.70% 12.70% 9.60%
Medium-Duty Trucks 87.43% 5.05% 7.52%
Heavy-Duty Trucks 89.10% 2.84% 8.06%

Vehicle Mix Distance from Centerline of Roadway
Median ADT Speed Alpha Medium Heavy Ldn at Distance to Contour

# Roadway Segment Lanes Width Volume (mph) Factor Trucks Trucks 100 Feet 70 Ldn 65 Ldn 60 Ldn 55 Ldn
1 Alma Avenue Monterey Road to 7th Street 4 12 11,509 35 0 2.0% 1.0% 60.9 - - 122 385
2 7th Street At Alma Ave Intersection 2 10 15,181 35 0 2.0% 1.0% 62.0 - 50 157 497
3 Monterey Road At Alma Ave Intersection 6 12 25,018 35 0 2.0% 1.0% 64.4 - 87 276 872

1 Distance is from the centerline of the roadway segment to the receptor location.
"-" = contour is located within the roadway right-of-way.
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FHWA Highway Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-108) with California Vehicle Noise (CALVENO) Emission Levels

Project Name: San Jose Prologis
Project Number: 
Scenario: Horizon Year Plus Project
Ldn/CNEL: Ldn

Assumed 24-Hour Traffic Distribution: Day Evening Night
Total ADT Volumes 77.70% 12.70% 9.60%
Medium-Duty Trucks 87.43% 5.05% 7.52%
Heavy-Duty Trucks 89.10% 2.84% 8.06%

Vehicle Mix Distance from Centerline of Roadway
Median ADT Speed Alpha Medium Heavy Ldn at Distance to Contour

# Roadway Segment Lanes Width Volume (mph) Factor Trucks Trucks 100 Feet 70 Ldn 65 Ldn 60 Ldn 55 Ldn
1 Alma Avenue Monterey Road to 7th Street 4 12 12,220 35 0 2.1% 1.15% 61.4 - - 137 432
2 7th Street At Alma Ave Intersection 2 10 16,164 35 0 2.0% 1.1% 62.4 - 55 173 546
3 Monterey Road At Alma Ave Intersection 6 12 25,193 35 0 2.1% 1.1% 64.6 - 91 288 911

1 Distance is from the centerline of the roadway segment to the receptor location.
"-" = contour is located within the roadway right-of-way.

Page 6



Project: 7th Street Prologis

Construction Noise Impact on Sensitive Receptors

Parameters

Construction Hours: Daytime hours (7 am to 7 pm) 8

Evening hours (7 pm to 10 pm) 0

Nighttime hours (10 pm to 7 am) 0

Leq to L10 factor 3

Construction Noise Levels by Phase (Leq)

Receptor (Land Use)

Average 

Distance 

(feet)

Distance to 

Property Line 

(feet) Shielding Direction Demolition Site Preparation Grading

Building 

Construction Paving

Architectural 

Coating Construction Phase 7

Construction 

Phase 8

Maximum 

Construction

1 School 550                100                      0 W 65.6 66.8 67.4 65.8 65.7 52.9 10.8 10.8 70.1

2 Commercial 500                100                      0 W 66.5 67.6 68.2 66.6 66.5 53.7 10.8 10.8 70.9

3 Industrial 400                80                        0 E 68.4 69.6 70.2 68.5 68.5 55.7 10.8 10.8 72.9

4 Residential 1,300             800                      0 W 56.8 59.3 59.9 58.3 58.2 45.4 10.8 10.8 62.6

RECEPTOR 1                             RECEPTOR 2                     RECEPTOR 3                               RECEPTOR 4                     

Construction Phase Equipment Type No. of Equip.

Acoustical 

Usage Factor

Reference Noise 

Level at 50ft per 

Unit, Lmax

Distance

(feet)

Noise Level at 

Receptor 1, 

Lmax

Noise Level at 

Receptor 1, Leq

Distance

(feet)

Noise Level at 

Receptor 2, Lmax

Noise Level 

at Receptor 2, 

Leq

Distance

(feet)

Noise Level at 

Receptor 3, Lmax

Noise Level at 

Receptor 3, Leq

Distance

(feet)

Noise Level at 

Receptor 4, Lmax

Noise Level 

at Receptor 4, 

Leq

Demolition

Dozer 2 40% 82                              550                 63.9 59.9 500.0 64.7 60.7 400.0 66.6 62.7 1300.0 56.4 52.4

Excavator 3 40% 81                              550                 64.6 60.7 500.0 65.5 61.5 400.0 67.4 63.4 1300.0 57.2 53.2

Concrete Saw 1 20% 90                              550                 68.8 61.8 500.0 69.6 62.6 400.0 71.5 64.5 1300.0 61.3 54.3

Combined LEQ 65.6 66.5 68.4 56.8

Site Preparation

Dozer 3 40% 82                              550                 65.6 61.7 500.0 66.5 62.5 400.0 68.4 64.4 1300.0 58.2 54.2

Tractor 4 40% 84                              550                 69.2 65.2 500.0 70.0 66.0 400.0 72.0 68.0 1300.0 61.7 57.7

Combined LEQ 66.8 67.6 69.6 59.3

Grading

Grader 1 40% 85                              550                 64.2 60.2 500.0 65.0 61.0 400.0 66.9 63.0 1300.0 56.7 52.7

Excavator 2 40% 81                              550                 62.9 58.9 500.0 63.7 59.7 400.0 65.6 61.7 1300.0 55.4 51.4

Tractor 2 40% 84                              550                 66.2 62.2 500.0 67.0 63.0 400.0 68.9 65.0 1300.0 58.7 54.7

Scraper 2 40% 84                              550                 65.8 61.8 500.0 66.6 62.6 400.0 68.5 64.6 1300.0 58.3 54.3

Dozer 1 40% 82                              550                 60.9 56.9 500.0 61.7 57.7 400.0 63.6 59.7 1300.0 53.4 49.4

Combined LEQ 67.4 68.2 70.2 59.9

Building Construction

Backhoe 3 40% 78                              550                 61.5 57.6 500.0 62.4 58.4 400.0 64.3 60.3 1300.0 54.1 50.1

Generator 1 50% 81                              550                 59.8 56.8 500.0 60.6 57.6 400.0 62.5 59.5 1300.0 52.3 49.3

Crane 1 16% 81                              550                 59.8 51.8 500.0 60.6 52.6 400.0 62.5 54.6 1300.0 52.3 44.3

Welder/Torch 1 40% 74                              550                 53.2 49.2 500.0 54.0 50.0 400.0 55.9 52.0 1300.0 45.7 41.7

Tractor 3 40% 84                              550                 67.9 64.0 500.0 68.8 64.8 400.0 70.7 66.7 1300.0 60.5 56.5

Combined LEQ 65.8 66.6 68.5 58.3

Paving

Paver 2 50% 77                              550                 59.4 56.4 500.0 60.2 57.2 400.0 62.1 59.1 1300.0 51.9 48.9

Pavement Scarafier 2 20% 90                              550                 71.7 64.7 500.0 72.5 65.5 400.0 74.4 67.5 1300.0 64.2 57.2

Roller 2 20% 80                              550                 62.2 55.2 500.0 63.0 56.0 400.0 64.9 58.0 1300.0 54.7 47.7

Combined LEQ 65.7 66.5 68.5 58.2

Architectural Coating

Compressor (air) 1 40% 78                              550                 56.9 52.9 500.0 57.7 53.7 400.0 59.6 55.7 1300.0 49.4 45.4

Combined LEQ 52.9 53.7 55.7 45.4

I I ~I~~------====-----~------====-----~-------===:::..~ 



Receptor Phase Direction

Distance to 

Center of Site

Ambient (dBA 

Leq)

 Project Construction 

Noise Level dBA Leq Threshold Exceeds Threshold? over threshold

1 School Demolition 0 550 100 65.6                                   80.0 No --

Site Preparation 66.8                                   No --

Grading 67.4                                   No --

Building Construction 65.8                                   No --

Paving 65.7                                   No --

Architectural Coating 52.9                                   No --

2 Commercial Demolition 0 500 100 66.5                                   80.0 No --

Site Preparation 67.6                                   No --

Grading 68.2                                   No --

Building Construction 66.6                                   No --

Paving 66.5                                   No --

3 Industrial Demolition 0 400 100 68.4                                   80.0 No --

Site Preparation 69.6                                   No --

Grading 70.2                                   No --

Building Construction 68.5                                   No --

Paving 68.5                                   No --

Architectural Coating 55.7                                   No --

4 Residential Demolition 0 1300 100 56.8                                   80.0 No --

Site Preparation 59.3                                   No --

Grading 59.9                                   No --

Building Construction 58.3                                   No --

Paving 58.2                                   No --

Architectural Coating 45.4                                   No --



Noise Measurement Field Data

 Project:   Job Number:

 Site No.:   Date: 5/24/2024

Analyst:   Time: 3:18 PM

Location:

 Noise Sources:

 Comments:

 Results (dBA):

Leq: Lmin: Lmax: Peak:

69.0 58.8 81.6 94.8

 Sound Level Meter: LD SoundExpert LxT  Temp. (degrees F): 79

 Calibrator: CAL200  Wind (mph): 10

 Response Time: Slow  Sky: Clear

 Weighting: A  Bar. Pressure: 29.89

 Microphone Height: 5 feet Humidity: 41%

Photo:

Equipment Weather

7th Street 

ST-1

Mia Berg & David Padilla

South 7th Street

Truck hauling

Lots of trucks next to nearby driveway of truck yard

Kimley>>>Horn 



Measurement Report 
Report Summary 

Meter's File Name LxT_Data.095.s 

Meter LxT SE 0006073 

User 

Computer's File Name LxTse_0006073-20240522 151819-LxT_Data.095.ldbin 

Job Description 

Note 

Start lime 

End lime 

Pre-Calibration 

Results 

Overall Metrics 
LAeq 
LAE 

EA 

LApeak 

LASmax 

LASmin 

LAeq 
LC8q 

LAleq 

Exceedances 
LAS> 85.0dB 

LAS> 115.0 dB 

LApk > 135.0 dB 

LApk > 137.0 dB 

LApk > 140.0 dB 

Community Noise 

Any Data 

Leq 

Ls(max) 

LS(min) 

LPeak(max) 

Overloads 

Statistics 
LAS5.0 

LAS 10.0 

LAS 33.3 

LAS 50.0 

LAS 66.6 

LAS 90.0 

Firmware 2.404 

Location 

2024-05-22 15:18:19 

2024-05-22 15:28: 19 

2024-05-14 13:40:49 

69.0dB 

96.8dB 

529.6 µPa'h 

99.8dB 

81 .6dB 

58.8 dB 

69.0dB 

77.4 dB 

71 .3dB 

Count 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LDN 
69.0 dB 

LDEN 
69.0 dB 

Level 
69.0 dB 

81 .6dB 

58.8 dB 

99.8 dB 

Count 
0 

73.3 dB 

72.2 dB 

69.1 dB 

67.5 dB 

65.2 dB 

60.8dB 

SEA 

Duration 

Run lime 

Post-Calibration 

2024-05-22 15:20:12 

2024-05-22 15:20:12 

2024-05-22 15:22:03 

LC8q- LAeq 
LAleq- LAeq 

Duration 
0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

LDay 
69.0dB 

LDay 
69.0dB 

A 
Time Stamp 

2024-05-22 15:20: 12 

2024-05-22 15:22:03 

2024-05-22 15:20: 12 

-dB 

8.4 dB 

2.3 dB 

LNight 
0.0 dB 

LEve 
-dB 

0:10:00.0 

0:10:00.0 

None 

Level 
77.4 dB 

-dB 

-dB 

-dB 

Pause lime 

Calibration Deviation 

LNight 
-dB 

C 
Time Stamp 

None 

None 

None 

Duration 
0:00:00.0 

OBA Count 
0 

OBA Duration 
0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

z 
Level Time Stamp 
-dB 

-dB 

-dB 

-dB 

None 

None 

None 



Noise Measurement Field Data

 Project:   Job Number:

 Site No.:   Date: 5/24/2024

Analyst:   Time: 3:37 PM

Location:

 Noise Sources:

 Comments:

 Results (dBA):

Leq: Lmin: Lmax: Peak:

74.4 58.4 85.5 102.2

 Sound Level Meter: LD SoundExpert LxT  Temp. (degrees F): 79

 Calibrator: CAL200  Wind (mph): 10

 Response Time: Slow  Sky: Clear

 Weighting: A  Bar. Pressure: 29.89

 Microphone Height: 5 feet Humidity: 40%

Photo:

Equipment Weather

7th Street 

ST-2

Mia Berg & David Padilla

SJSU Ticket Office

street paving, regular traffic

street paver passed noise meter

Kimley>>>Horn 



Measurement Report 
Report Summary 

Meter's File Name LxT_Data.097.s 

Meter LxT SE 0006073 

User 

Computer's File Name LxTse_0006073-20240522 153749-LxT_Data.097.ldbin 

Job Description 

Note 

Start lime 

End lime 

Pre-Calibration 

Results 

Overall Metrics 
LAeq 
LAE 

EA 

LApeak 

LASmax 

LASmin 

LAeq 
LC8q 

LAleq 

Exceedances 
LAS> 85.0dB 

LAS> 115.0 dB 

LApk > 135.0 dB 

LApk > 137.0 dB 

LApk > 140.0 dB 

Community Noise 

Any Data 

Leq 

Ls(max) 

LS(min) 

LPeak(max) 

Overloads 

Statistics 
LAS5.0 

LAS 10.0 

LAS 33.3 

LAS 50.0 

LAS 66.6 

LAS 90.0 

Firmware 2.404 

Location 

2024-05-22 15:37:49 

2024-05-22 15:47:49 

2024-05-14 13:40:49 

74.4 dB 

102.2 dB 

1.8 mPa'h 

102.2 dB 

85.5 dB 

58.4 dB 

74.4 dB 

82.2 dB 

76.1 dB 

Count 
1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LDN 
74.4 dB 

LDEN 
74.4 dB 

Level 
74.4 dB 

85.5 dB 

58.4 dB 

102.2 dB 

Count 
0 

82.1 dB 

78.0 dB 

71 .8 dB 

70.1 dB 

68.6dB 

65.0dB 

SEA 

Duration 

Run lime 

Post-Calibration 

2024-05-22 15:40:53 

2024-05-22 15:40:54 

2024-05-22 15:43:15 

LC8q- LAeq 
LAleq- LAeq 

Duration 
0:00:02.2 

0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

LDay 
74.4 dB 

LDay 
74.4 dB 

A 
Time Stamp 

2024-05-22 15:40:54 

2024-05-22 15:43:15 

2024-05-22 15:40:53 

-dB 

7.8 dB 

1.7dB 

LNight 
0.0 dB 

LEve 
-dB 

0:10:00.0 

0:10:00.0 

None 

Level 
82.2 dB 

-dB 

-dB 

-dB 

Pause lime 

Calibration Deviation 

LNight 
-dB 

C 
Time Stamp 

None 

None 

None 

Duration 
0:00:00.0 

OBA Count 
0 

OBA Duration 
0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

z 
Level Time Stamp 
-dB 

-dB 

-dB 

-dB 

None 

None 

None 



Noise Measurement Field Data

 Project:   Job Number:

 Site No.:   Date: 5/24/2024

Analyst:   Time: 3:56 PM

Location:

 Noise Sources:

 Comments:

 Results (dBA):

Leq: Lmin: Lmax: Peak:

58.5 49.3 72.3 86.5

 Sound Level Meter: LD SoundExpert LxT  Temp. (degrees F): 79

 Calibrator: CAL200  Wind (mph): 10

 Response Time: Slow  Sky: Clear

 Weighting: A  Bar. Pressure: 29.88

 Microphone Height: 5 feet Humidity: 40%

Photo:

Equipment Weather

7th Street 

ST-3

Mia Berg & David Padilla

Backside of Sungarden Center

Loading docks

Kimley>>>Horn 



Measurement Report 
Report Summary 

Meter's File Name LxT_Data.098.s 

Meter LxT SE 0006073 

User 

Computer's File Name LxTse_0006073-20240522 155728-LxT_Data.098.ldbin 

Job Description 

Note 

Start lime 

End lime 

Pre-Calibration 

Results 

Overall Metrics 
LAeq 
LAE 

EA 

LApeak 

LASmax 

LASmin 

LAeq 
LC8q 

LAleq 

Exceedances 
LAS> 85.0dB 

LAS> 115.0 dB 

LApk > 135.0 dB 

LApk > 137.0 dB 

LApk > 140.0 dB 

Community Noise 

Any Data 

Leq 

Ls(max) 

LS(min) 

LPeak(max) 

Overloads 

Statistics 
LAS5.0 

LAS 10.0 

LAS 33.3 

LAS 50.0 

LAS 66.6 

LAS 90.0 

Firmware 2.404 

Location 

2024-05-22 15:57:28 

2024-05-22 16:07:28 

2024-05-14 13:40:49 

58.5 dB 

86.3dB 

47.2 µPa'h 

86.5dB 

72.3 dB 

49.3dB 

58.5 dB 

71 .5dB 

60.7 dB 

Count 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LDN 
58.5 dB 

LDEN 
58.5 dB 

Level 
58.5 dB 

72.3 dB 

49.3 dB 

86.5 dB 

Count 
0 

65.1 dB 

62.1 dB 

55.0 dB 

53.6 dB 

52.9 dB 

51 .6 dB 

SEA 

Duration 

Run lime 

Post-Calibration 

2024-05-22 15:58:52 

2024-05-22 16:06:44 

2024-05-22 16:00:10 

LC8q- LAeq 
LAleq- LAeq 

Duration 
0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

LDay 
58.5dB 

LDay 
58.5dB 

A 
Time Stamp 

2024-05-22 16:06:44 

2024-05-22 16:00: 10 

2024-05-22 15:58:52 

-dB 

13.0 dB 

2.2 dB 

LNight 
0.0 dB 

LEve 
-dB 

0:10:00.0 

0:10:00.0 

None 

Level 
71 .5 dB 

-dB 

-dB 

-dB 

Pause lime 

Calibration Deviation 

LNight 
-dB 

C 
Time Stamp 

None 

None 

None 

Duration 
0:00:00.0 

OBA Count 
0 

OBA Duration 
0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

z 
Level Time Stamp 
-dB 

-dB 

-dB 

-dB 

None 

None 

None 



Measurement Report 
Report Summary 

Meter's File Name LxT_Data.099.s 

Meter LxT SE 0006073 

User 

Computer's File Name LxTse_0006073-20240522 162525-LxT_Data.099.ldbin 

Job Description 

Note 

Start lime 

End lime 

Pre-Calibration 

Results 

Overall Metrics 
LAeq 
LAE 

EA 

LApeak 

LASmax 

LASmin 

LAeq 
LC8q 

LAleq 

Exceedances 
LAS> 85.0dB 

LAS> 115.0 dB 

LApk > 135.0 dB 

LApk > 137.0 dB 

LApk > 140.0 dB 

Community Noise 

Any Data 

Leq 

Ls(max) 

LS(min) 

LPeak(max) 

Overloads 

Statistics 
LAS5.0 

LAS 10.0 

LAS 33.3 

LAS 50.0 

LAS 66.6 

LAS 90.0 

Firmware 2.404 

Location 

2024-05-22 16:25:25 

2024-05-23 16:25:25 

2024-05-14 13:40:49 

63.4 dB 

112.BdB 

21 .0 mPa'h 

120.9 dB 

101 .7 dB 

46.2 dB 

63.4 dB 

73.9 dB 

66.9dB 

Count 
14 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LDN 
66.6 dB 

LDEN 
67.1 dB 

Level 
63.4 dB 

101 .7 dB 

46.2 dB 

120.9 dB 

Count 
2 

67.2 dB 

65.1 dB 

60.4 dB 

57.7 dB 

54.3 dB 

50.1 dB 

SEA 

Duration 

Run Time 

Post-Calibration 

2024-05-22 18:36:26 

2024-05-23 13:07:14 

2024-05-22 23:36:16 

LC8q- LAeq 
LAleq- LAeq 

Duration 
0:00:41 .6 

0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

0:00:00.0 

LDay 
64.9dB 

LDay 
65.3dB 

A 
Time Stamp 

2024-05-23 13:07:14 

2024-05-22 23:36:16 

2024-05-22 18:36:26 

130.9 dB 

10.5 dB 

3.5 dB 

LNight 
0.0 dB 

LEve 
62.9 dB 

24:00:00.0 

24:00:00.0 

None 

Level 
73.9 dB 

-dB 

-dB 

-dB 

Pause lime 

Calibration Deviation 

LNight 
58.5 dB 

C 
Time Stamp 

None 

None 

None 

Duration 
0:00:04.1 

OBA Count 
2 

OBA Duration 
0:00:04.1 

0:00:00.0 

z 
Level Time Stamp 
-dB 

-dB 

-dB 

-dB 

None 

None 

None 
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