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INTRODUCTION

The Supportive Outdoor Sleepin@OS)project proposea total ofapproximatelyl92 outdoor
sleepingunits atthe Taylor Street EIH/SOS project siteSan Jo§ California.The project sités

located in the southeastern corner of the East Taylor Street/NdttBtBSet intersectiariThe

sleeping units would consist of teni&he site would be fencecand communal spaces would
include portable restrooms and wash stations, mobile showers, mobile laundry facilities, and an
outdoor tent canopy for dining and communal a@ffice space, case management andh@dr

security would be provided. In addition to the sleeping units, structures on the site would include
one or more communal tents, storage units, a single guard tent, and a paved trash and recycling
area. New area liging would be installed throughout the site and the sitedvoglregraded with

new aggregate base surface throughout. All structures would be tempdrarOS sites are
expected to be in operation for 5 years, depending on need, and after operations cease, all structures
would be removed. The sites would return to the original conditions, to all extent possible.

This report ev admpathlity sith thé moisepenvirgnreeaitpérisncedat the
Taylor Street EIH/SOSite. This reportincludes fundamentals oénvironmental noissection
describing background noise informati@xsummary o&pplicable regulatory criteriastablished
by the City of San Ja&s results of theambient noisenonitoring survey completed at tAaylor

Street EHI/SOSroject site, and noise contour plots showing the neisels anticipated ahe

site during operatiarNoise control featurearerecommendedo reduce exterior noise leveds

low as reasonably feasible

FUNDAMENTALS OF ENVIRONMENTAL NOISE

Noise may be defined as unwanted sound. Noise is usually objectionable because it is disturbing
or annoying. The objectionable nature of sound could be causedplitgliter itsloudnessPitch

is the height or depth of a tone or sound, depending on the relative rapreliyeficy of the
vibrations by which it is produced. Higher pitched signals sound louder to humans than sounds
with a lower pitch.Loudnessis the intensity of sound waves combined with the reception
characteristics of the ear. Intensibay be compared with the height of an ocean wave in that it is

a measure of the amplitude of the sound wave.

In addition to the concepts of pitch and loudness, there are several noise measurement scales which
are used to describe noise in a particular locaffodecibel (dB)s a unit of measurement which
indicates the relative amplitude of a sound. The zero on the decibel scale is based on the lowest
sound level that the healthy, unimpaired human ear can detect. Sound levels in decibels are
calculated on a logarithmic basidn increase of 10 decibels represents aftdésh increase in

acoustic energy, while 20 decibels is 100 times more intense, 30 decibels is 1,000 times more
intense, etc. There is a relationship between the subjective noisiness or loudness of a saind and it
intensity. Each 10 decibel increase in sound level is perceived as approximately a doubling of
loudness over a fairly wide range of intensities. Technical terms are defined in Table 1.

There are several methods of characterizing sound. The most common in Californi@ds the
weighted sound level (dBA)his scale gives greater weight to the frequencies of sound to which
the human ear is most sensitive. Representative outdoor and indoor noise levels in units of dBA



are shown in Table 2. Because sound levels can vary markedly over a short period of time, a
method for describing either the average character of the sound or the statistical behavior of the
variations must be utilized. Most commonly, environmental sounds are described in terms of an
average level that has the same acoustical energy as the summation of all-ttaeyingeevents.

This energyequivalent sound/noise descripisrcalledLeq The most common averaging period

is hourly, but lqcan describe gnseries of noise events of arbitrary duration.

The scientific instrument used to measure noise is the sound level meter. Sound level meters can
accurately measure environmental noise levels to within plus or minus 1 dBA. Various computer
models are used to predict environmental noise levels from spsumEh as roadways and airports.

The accuracy of the predicted models depends upon the distance the receptor is from the noise
source. Close to the noise source, the models are accurate to within about plus or minus 1 to 2
dBA.

Since the sensitivity to noise increases during the evening and at-riglsuse excessive noise
interferes with the ability to sleep 24-hour descriptors have been developed that incorporate
artificial noise penalties added to guihe noise eventsfheCommunity Noise Equivalent Level
(CNEL is a measure of the cumulative noise exposure in a community, with a 5 dB penalty added
to evening (7:00 pm 10:00 pm) and a 10 dB addition to nocturnal (10:00-pff00 am) noise
levels. TheDay/Night Average&ound Leve(DNL or Lqgn) is essentially the same as CNEL, with

the exception that the evening time period is dropped and all occurrences during tHi®tinree
period are grouped into the daytime period.



TABLE 1 Definition of Acoustical Terms Used in thisReport
Term Definition
Decibel, dB A unit describing the amplitude of sound, equal to 20 times the loga

to the base 10 of the ratio of the pressure of the sound measured
reference pressure. The reference pressure for air is 20 micro Pasca

Sound Pressure Level

Sound pressure is the sound force per unit area, usually expressed if
Pascals (or 20 micro Newtons per square meter), where 1 Pascal
pressure resulting from a force of 1 Newton exerted over an area of 1
meter. The sound pressure leveleixpressed in decibels as 20 times
logarithm to the base 10 of the ratio between the pressures exerted
sound to a reference sound pressure (e. g., 20 micro Pascals).
pressure level is the quantity that is directly measured by a sourid
meter.

Frequency, Hz

The number of complete pressure fluctuations per second above and
atmospheric pressure. Normal human hearing is between 20 Hz and
Hz. Infrasonic sound are below 20 Hz and Ultrasonic sounds are
20,000 Hz.

A-Weighted Sound
Level, dBA

The sound pressure level in decibels as measured on a sound leve
using the Aweighting filter network. The Aveighting filter deemphasizeg
the very low and very high frequency components of the sound in am
similar to the frequency responsetioé human ear and correlates well W
subjective reactions to noise.

Equivalent Noise Level,
Leq

The average Aveighted noise level during the measurement period.

Lmax, Lmin

The maximum and minimum -eighted noise level

measurement period.

during th

Lo, L1o, Lso, Loo

The A-weightednoise levels that are exceeded 1%, 10%, 50%, and 9(
the time during the measurement period.

Day/Night Noise Level,
Ldnor DNL

The average Aveighted noise level during a -Péur day, obtained afte
addition of 10 decibels to levels measured in the night between 10:00 p
7:00 am.

Community Noise
Equivalent Level,
CNEL

The average Aweighted noise level during a -bur day, obtained afte
addition of 5 decibels in the evening from 7:00 pm to 10:00 pm and
addition of 10 decibels to sound levels measured in the night between
pm and 7:00 am.

AmbientNoise Level

The composite of noise from all sources near and far. The normal or e
level of environmental noise at a given location.

Intrusive

That noise which intrudes over and above the existing ambient nois
given location. The relative intrusiveness of a sound depends up
amplitude, duration, frequency, and time of occurrence and ton
informational content as well as the prewajlambient noise level.

Source: Handbook of Acoustical Measurements and Noise Control, Harris, 1998.



TABLE 2

Typical Noise Levels in the Environment

Common Outdoor Activities

Noise Level (dBA)

Common Indoor Activities

Jet fly-over at 1,000 feet

Gas lawn mower at 3 feet

Diesel truck at 50 feet at 50 mph

Noisy urban area, daytime
Gas lawn mower, 100 feet
Commercial area

Heavy traffic at 300 feet

Quiet urban daytime

Quiet urban nighttime
Quiet suburban nighttime

Quiet rural nighttime

110 dBA

Rock band

100 dBA
90 dBA
Food blender at 3 feet
80 dBA Garbage disposal at 3 feet
70 dBA Vacuum cleaner at 10 feet
Normal speech at 3 feet
60 dBA
Large business office
50 dBA Dishwasher in next room
40 dBA Theater, large conference room
30 dBA Library
Bedroom at night, concert hall
(background)
20 dBA
Broadcast/recording studio
10 dBA
0dBA

Source: Technical Noise Supplement (TeNS), California Department of Transportation, September 2013.




Effects of Noise
Sleep and Speech Interference

The thresholds for speech interference indoors are about 45 dBA if the noise is steady and above
55 dBA if the noise is fluctuatingoutdoors the thresholds are about 15 dBA higherady noise

of sufficient intensity (above 35 dBA) and fluctuating noise levels above about 45 dBA have been
shown to affect sleepnterior residential standards for mefiéimily dwellings are set by the State

of California at 45 dBADNL. Typically, the highest steady traffic noise level during the daytime

is about equal to 8hDNL and nighttime levels are 10 dBA lowdthe standard is designed for

sleep and speech protection and most jurisdictions apply the same criterion for all residential uses
Typical structural attenuation is 1217 dBA with open windowsVith closed windows in good
condition, the noise attenuation factor is around 20 dBA for an older structure and 25 dBA for a
newer dwelling' Sleep and speech interference is therefore possible when exterior noise levels are
about 57to 62 dBA DNL with open windows and 6% 70 dBADNL if the windows are closed

Levels of 550 60 dBA are common along collector streets and secondary arterials, wtolé®5

dBA is a typical value for a primary/major arteriagvels of 75080 dBA are normal noise levels

at the first row of development outside a freeway rigfvay. In order to achieve an acceptable
interior noise environment, bedrooms facing secondary roadways need to be able to have their
windows closed, those facing major road&aynd freeways typically need special glass windows.

Annoyance

Attitude surveys are used for measuring the annoyance felt in a community for noises intruding
into homes or affecting outdoor activity arebsthese surveys, it was determined that the causes
for annoyance include interference with speech, radio and television, house vibrations, and
interference with sleep and reshe DNL as a measure of noise has been found to provide a valid
correlation of noise level and the percentage of people annegegle have been asked to judge

the annoyance caused by aircraft noise and ground transportationTiase continues to be
disagreement about the relative annoyance of these different sowhea measring the
percentage of the population highly annoyed, the threshold for ground vehicle noise is about 55
dBA DNL. At a DNL of about 60 dBA, approximately 2 percent of the population is highly
annoyedWhen theDNL increases to 70 dBA, the percentage of the population highly annoyed
increases to about 12 percent of the populafibere is, therefore, an increase of about 1 percent
per dBA between BNL of 60to 70 dBA Between adNL of 70to 80 dBA, each decibel increase
increases by about 2 percent tlegentage of the population highly annoyBdople appear to
respond more adversely to aircraft noMéren theDNL is 60 dBA, approximately 10 percent of

the population is believed to be highly annayédch decibel increase to 70 dBA adds about 2

! Based on the U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration doditighway Traffic Noise:
Analysis and Abatement Guidar®2010) and data from lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc. noise monitoring projects.
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percentage points to the number of people highly ann@ylealve 70 dBA, each decibel increase
results in about a 3 percent increase in the percentage of the population highly &nnoyed.

REGULATORY CRITERA

City of San José General PlaThe Environmental Leadership Chapter in the Envision San José
2040 General Plan sets forth policies with the goal of minimizing the impact of noise on people
through noise reduction and suppression techniques, and through appropriate land use policies in
the City of San JoséAlthough the proposed project would not be considered a permanent
residential housing project, thellowing policiescould be considereapplicable to the proposed
project

EC-1.1 Locate new development in areas where noise levels are appropriate for the
proposed uses. Consider federal, state, and City noise standards and guidelines as a
part of new development review. Applicable standards and guidelines for land uses
in San Joséclude:

Table EC-1: Land Use Compatibility Guidelines for Community Noise in San José

EXTERIOR NOISE EXPOSURE (DNL IN DECIBELS (DBA))

LAND USE CATEGORY 55 60 65 70 75 80

1. Residential, Hotels and Motels, Hospitals and
Residential Care'

2. Qutdoor Sports and Recreation, Neighborhood
Parks and Playgrounds

3. Schools, Libraries, Museums, Meeting Halls,
Churches

4. Office Buildings, Business Commercial, and
Professional Offices

5. Sports Arena, Outdoor Spectator Sports

6. Public and Quasi-Public Auditoriums, Concert
Halls, Amphitheaters

'Noise mitigation to reduce interior noise levels pursuant to Policy EC-1.1 is required.

Normally Acceptable: I:l

e Specified land use is satisfactory, based upon the assumption that any buildings involved are of normal conventional construction,
without any special noise insulation requirements.

Conditionally Acceptable: I:l

e Specified land use may be permitted only after detailed analysis of the noise reduction requirements and needed noise insulation
features included in the design.

Unacceptable:
e New construction or development should generally not be undertaken because mitigation is usually not feasible to comply with

noise element policies.

Source: Envision San José 2040 General Plan, Adopted November 1, 2011, As Amended on May 16, 2019.

2Kryter, Karl D. The Effects of Noise on Man. Menlo Park, Academic Press, Inc., 1985.
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Exterior Noise Levels

T The Cityds acceptable exterior noistal | evel
and most institutional land uses (Table-ECThe acceptable exterior noise level objective
is established for the City, except in the environs ofNleeman Y. MinetaSan José
International Airport and the Downtown, as described below:

o For new multifamily residential projects and for the residential component of
mixed-use development, use a standard of 60 dBA DNL in usable outdoor activity
areas, excluding balconies and residential stoops and porches facing existing
roadways. Some commause areas that meet the 60 dBA DNL exterior standard
will be available to all residents. Use noise attenuation techniques such as shielding
by buildings and structures for outdoor common use areas. On sites subject to
aircraft overflights or adjacent televated roadways, use noise attenuation
techniques to achieve the 60 dBA DNL standard for noise from sources other than
aircraft and elevated roadway segments.

EC-1.11 Require safeand compatible land uses within thierman Y.Mineta San José
International Airport noise zone (defined by the 65 CNEL contour as set forth in
State law) and encourage aircraft operating procedures that minimize noise.

EXISTING NOISE ENVIRONMENT

The project site is located the southeastern corner of the East Taylor Street/NoftSa@et
intersectiorandis boundby East Taylor Street to the northwest,riic23¢ Street to the southwest,
U.S. Highway 101 to the northeast, and parking lot entrance to WatsorRiatikng multi-family
residerces are located to the northwest, opposite East Taylor Street, andfamijeresidences
are located to the southwest, opposite North @Beet. Watson Park includes a dog park, soccer
fields, and playground.

The noise environment at tA@aylor StreeEIH/SOSsite and surrounding area results primarily
from traffic along U.S. Highway 101. dcal vehicular traffic alongzast TaylorStreetand
intermittent aircraft associated wian Jo& Mineta International Airportalso contribute to the
noise environment.

A noise monitoring survey consisting sik long-term (LT-1 throughLT-6) andtwo shortterm
(ST-1 andST-2) noise measurements was conducted betwamay, Septembe8, 2024, and
Wedresday Septemberl, 2024. Each of the longerm measurements were made from trees
about 10 to 12 feet above the groumarder to secure the noise monitoring equipmehe two
shortterm measurements were made at heights of 5 feet atdnl LT3 to approximate the noise
levels from theat groundlevel. All measurement locations are shown in Figure 1.

Longterm noise measurement T was madeat the northernmost cornesf the site
approximately 60 feet from the centerline of the nearest through lane of U.S. Highway 101 and
approximately 80 feet from the centerline of East Taylor Stirkmirly average noise levels atL T

1 typically ranged fron¥5 to 80 dBA Leq during daytime hours (7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m.) and



from 73to 78 dBA Leqduring nighttime hours (10:00 p.m. and 7:00 4.imhe daynight average
noise leveduringthe24-hourmeasuremergeriodon Tueslay, Septembet0, 2024, was83 dBA
DNL. The daily trend in noise levels at LITis shown in FigureAl through A3 of Appendix A.

LT-2 was madeat the easternmost corner of the project site, approximately 21@&deethe
centerline of thenearest through lane of U.S. Highway 1Blburly average noise levels at 12T
typically ranged fron67 to 70 dBA Leqduring daytime hours and frof8to 69 dBA Leq during
nighttime hoursThe daynight average noise level during the-f2dur measurement period on
Tueglay, Septembek0, 2024, was73 dBA DNL. The daily trend in noise levels at tZis shown
in Figures Al through A6 of Appendix A



FIGURE 1 Aerial Image of the Taylor Street EIH/SOS Project Site and Surrounding Area with Long and Short-Term
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Source: oogle Earth, 202



LT-3 was madelong the northwestern boundary of the Taylor Street site, at the midpoint of the
site. LT-3 was set back approximately 70 feet from the centerline of East Taylor Street and
approximately 275 feet from the centerline of the nearest through lane of UtsvayidO1l.
Hourly average noise levels at 43ftypically ranged fron62to 65 dBA Leqduring daytime hours

and from57 to 65 dBA Leq during nighttime hoursThe daynight average noise level during the
24-hour measurement period doeslay, Septembek0, 224, was68 dBA DNL. The daily trend

in noise levels at LB is shown in Figures Athrough A of Appendix A

LT-4 was madealong the southeastern boundary of the Taylor Street site, at the midipthiat o
site. LT-4 was set back approximately 300 feet from the centerline of East Taylor Street and
approximately 425 feet from the centerline of the nearest through lane of U.S. Highway 101.
Hourly average noise levels at {ltypically ranged fron63to 66 dBA Leqduring daytime hours

and from59to 66 dBA Leq during nighttime hoursThe daynight average noise level during the
24-hour measurement period doneslay, Septembek0, 2024, was69 dBA DNL. The daily trend

in noise levels at L7 is shown in Figures 20 through AL2 of Appendix A.

LT-5was madeat the westernmost corner of the Taylor Street site, approximately 50 feet from the
centerline of East Taylor Street and approximately 425 feet from the centerline of the nearest
through lane of U.S. Highway 108ourly average noise levels at i5ltypically ranged fron62

to 66 dBA Leqduring daytime hours and froBbto 67 dBA Leqduring nighttime hoursThe day

night average noise level during thel2dur measurement period dueslay, Septembel0, 2024,

was67 dBA DNL. The daily trend imoise levels at L3 is shown in Figures 23 through AL5

of Appendix A.

LT-6 was madet the southernmost corner of the Taylor Street site, approximately 240 feet from
the centerline of East Taylor Street and approximately 590 feet from the centerline of the nearest
through lane of U.S. Highway 101. The sound level meter & bialfunctiored and turned off

after 17 hours of collecting data. During theHaur period, burly average noise levels at 16T
typically ranged fron61 to 63 dBA Leqduring daytime hours and froB¥ to 61 dBA Leq during
nighttime hoursThe estimateday-night average noise levefas # dBA based on the 17 hours or
data collected and comparisons with data collected at nearby locdatmnsdaily trend in noise

levels at LF6is shown in FigureA16 and A170f Appendix A.

Shortterm noise measurements-3Tand ST2 were made olWedneslay, Septembetl, 20,
betweer:20 a.m. and:30 a.min 5-minute measurement periods corresponding to thé& amd
LT-3 measurement$able3 summarizes the noise measurement refultsach of the shoterm
measurements and their corresponding @mgm measurements
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TABLE 3 Summary of Short Term Noise Measurements (dBA)
Noise Measurement Date, Sound Level | Height, | Measured Noise Level, dBA

Location Time Meter feet Lso Leg
Northernmost corner| 9/11/2024, ST-1 S 74 74
of Taylor Street site | 8:20-8:25 LT-1 12 78 78
Northwestern

boundary of the ST-2 5 60 60

Taylor Street site, 9/11/2024,
halfway between U.§ 8:25-8:30
Highway 101 and LT-3 12 62 63
North 239 Street

EXISTING NOISE ENVIRONMENT ANALYSIS

SoundPLANVersion 8.2, a thredimensional rastracing computer program, was used to develop
the traffic noise contourfor each of the project site€alculations accounted for the source of
noise (traffic), the frequency spectra of the noise source, tsgféeds, vehicle mix information
and the topography of the area. In order to provide a credible-vamstassessmeot each site,

the modeling did not incorporate existing buildings or barriers, including centeriagskon the
expressway medians, into tba&culations. The geometric data used to create the model were based
on GIS information provideoh Google Earth, and the models were calibrated to the ambient noise
levels measured in the noise monitoring survegr local roadways, which include mostly
residential uses, a truck mix of 1% to 2% was used along the local roadvirey€alifornia
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) traffic cedssloowed that U.S. Highway 101 has
medium and heavy trucks mixes of 1% to 3%. These percentages were used in the models.

Contours presented in this report represent the primary traffic noise sources projint

vicinities. Figure 2 provides thenoise contours for the Taylor StrelgtH/SOS site Table 4
summarizeghe approximatedistances to th@oise contours shown in Figur2. As mentioned

above, the longerm measurements were made at elevated heights about 10 to 12 feet above the
ground, and the difference between the elevated measurements and measurements made at the
groundlevel were about 4 dBA near U.S. Highway 101 (sead3d). The noise levels shown in

Table4 reflect noise levels at the groutelel.

3 https://dot.ca.gov/programs/traffaperations/census
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TABLE 4 Noise ContourDistancesat the Taylor StreetEIH/SOS Site
Noise Contour,dBA DNL Distances Shown in Figure?, feet

U.S. Highway 101 East Taylor Street
80 45 N/A
75 125 N/A
70 250 30
65 425 85
60 790 190

aDistances are measured from the centerline of the nearest through lane of U.S. Highway 101 and from the centerline
of East Taylor Street.

As shown in Figur@, noise levels would range from abo@tté 74 dBA DNL at the Taylor Street
EIH/SOSsitesleeping units

12



FIGURE 2 Noise Contours for the Outdoor Sleeping Site ahe Taylor Street EIH/SOS Project Site
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Summary

With noise levels of abou#3 to 74 dBA DNL at the Taylor StreeEIH/SOS site, the noise
environment would exceed the Cityods normally
residential uses butould fall within the conditionally acceptabteiselevel range. As discussed

in the Fundamentals sectiotie noise level threshold of 45 dBA DNL are used in residential
interiors to prevent sleep deprivation; however, tents or other temporary outdoor sleeping quarters
would not provide adequate attenuation to achieve 45 dBA iDlslch high noise environments

Temporarynoisebarriers were input into each of the SoundPLAN models along the perimeter of
the outdoor sleeping site facifigast Taylor Street and U.S. Highway 1%,shown in Figur8.

The proposed barrier would be continuous from grade to top, with no cracks or gaps, and have a
minimum surface density of three Ib$/{e.g., oneinch-thick marinegrade plywood)Barrier

heights ofeight, 10, and 12 feet were modeledtla¢ Taylor Street EIH/SOfroject site Noise
contours for thesightfoot barrierare shown in Figuretl. Noise contours for the 1@nd 12foot

barriers are provided in Figuréd8 andA19 in the AppendixTable5 summarizes the range of

noise levels for each barrier height.

TABLE 5 Estimated Noise Levels witlEight-, 10-, and 12-foot Temporary Barriers
Estimated Noise Levels, dBA DNL
No Barrier 8-foot Barrier = 10-foot Barrier = 12-foot Barrier

Taylor Street 63to 74 62 to 68 62 to 66 61 to 65

Project Site

As shown in Tabl® and Figured, an eighifoot barrier would reduce noise levels to 68 dBA DNL
or lessat the Taylor StredtIH/SOSsite. The 10-foot barrier would provide an additional 2 dBA
DNL reduction andthe 12foot barrier would provide another 1 dBA DNL or less reduction.

14



FIGURE 3 Proposed Barrier Location at the Taylor StreetEIH/SOS Site
Proposed Temporary Barrier Location
raE ;. F T .
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C
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FIGURE 4 Noise Contours for the Outdoor Sleeping Site &he Taylor Street EIH/SOS Site with the Eight-foot Barrier

| Taylor Street EIH/SOS Site Traffic Noise Contours

in dB(A)
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=80
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APPENDIX A

FIGURE A1 Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-1, Monday, September9, 2024
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FIGURE A2 Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-1, Tuesday, Septemberl0, 2024
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FIGURE A3 Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-1, Wedneglay, September 1L, 2024
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FIGURE A4 Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-2, Monday, September9, 2024
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FIGURE A5 Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-2, Tuesday, September D, 2024
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FIGURE A6 Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-2, Wedneglay, Septemberll, 2024
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FIGURE A7 Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-3, Monday, September9, 2024
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FIGURE A8 Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-3, Tuesday, September 102024
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FIGURE A9 Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-3, Wedneglay, September 112024
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FIGURE A 10Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-4, Monday, September9, 2024
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FIGURE A 11Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-4, Tuesday September 102024
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FIGURE A 12Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-4, Wednesday September 112024
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FIGURE A 13Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-5, Monday, September 9 2024
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FIGURE A 14Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-5, Tuesday September 102024
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FIGURE A 15Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-5, Wednesday September 112024

Noise Level (dBA)

115
110

105

100

95

90

85 A - ---A--- Lmax

80 T A —o—L(1)

75 s, J Uls £ o
i Al bl b —=— L0

70 Y v ."' P L(90)

65 Lmin

60 f‘_%&_%l e Leq(hr)

= o Y

50 Y

45 +

40

35 1

Q.‘

NG

q‘,.

n:;A

°

6‘

/\'.

cb"

Cb"

S & & S » 6:}90 S & & & O

N

S

Q Q V) \\ Q Q Q Q V) Q
& ST

R
$ .
P

N N N NSNS ,1:1,

Hour Beginning

31



FIGURE A 16Daily Trend in Noise Levels for LT-6, Monday, September 9 2024
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