3.0 ADDITIONS AND CORRECTIONS TO DRAFT EIR

INTRODUCTION

The following corrections and additions are provided to update the information in the Revised Draft EIR The
Revised Draft EIR has been updated in response to comments received during the public review period for the
Revised Draft EIR, and review by the City of Porterville. Changes to the Revised Draft EIR are listed by the
corresponding Revised Draft EIR section and subsection, if applicable, and the page number. Additions and
corrections to the Revised Draft EIR are identified in underline and strikethronghtext, to indicate additions and
deletions to the Revised Draft EIR, respectively; all such changes are indicated with a line along the right

margin.

The following additions and corrections have been reviewed in relation to the standards in Section 15088.5(a) and
(b) of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines on when recirculation of a Draft EIR is
required prior to certification. The additions and corrections to the Revised Draft EIR document do not constitute

new significant information requiring recirculation of the Draft EIR.

Sections 15088.5(a) and (b) of the State CEQA Guidelines state,

(a) A lead agency is required to recirculate an EIR when significant new information is added to
the EIR after public notice is given of the availability of the draft EIR for public review under
Section 15087 but before certification. As used in this section, the term “information” can include
changes in the project or environmental setting as well as additional data or other information.
New information added to an EIR is not “significant” unless the EIR is changed in a way that
deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse
environmental effect of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a
feasible project alternative) that the project’s proponents have declined to implement. ”Significant
new information” requiring recirculation include, for example, a disclosure showing that:

(1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new
mitigation measure proposed to be implemented.

(2) A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless
mitigation measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of insignificance.

(3) A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from other
previously analyzed would clearly lessen the significant environmental impacts of the project,
but the project’s proponent decline to adopt it.

(4) The draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature that
meaningful public review and comment were precluded.

(b) Recirculation is not required where the new information added to the EIR merely clarifies or
amplifies or makes insignificant modifications in an adequate EIR.
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5.10 Traffic and Circulation

3.1 CORRECTIONS AND ADDITIONS

This section provides the pages from the Revised Draft EIR that have been changed to reflect comments
received during the public review period. Additions are underlined and deletions are shown in

strikethrough text. All changes are indicated with a line along the right margin.
3.2 LIST OF CHANGES

The following pages from the Draft EIR have been changed:

3.0-11 (Figure 3.0-5, Site Plan, and new Figure 3.0-5a, Site Plan Detail)
5.1-39

5.1-44 through 5.1-45

5.7-24

5.7-29

5.7-39

5.7-43

5.7-46

5.7-51 through 5.7-53

5.7-62

5.10-22

5.10-40 through 5.10- 42
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5.1 Air Quality

When materials are transported off site, all materials shall be covered, effectively wetted to limit
visible dust emissions, or at least 6 inches of freeboard space from the top of the container shall
be maintained.

All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove the accumulation of mud or dirt from adjacent
public streets at least once every 24 hours when operations are occurring. (The use of dry rotary
brushes is expressly prohibited except where preceded or accompanied by sufficient wetting to
limit the visible dust emissions. Use of blower devices is expressly forbidden.)

Following the addition of materials to, or the removal of materials from, the surface of outdoor
storage piles, storage piles shall be effectively stabilized of fugitive dust emissions by utilizing
sufficient water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant

2. Equipment used during grading activities shall include one of the following:

Diesel oxidation catalysts or other amendment to achieve a 15 percent reduction in NOx
emissions

An engine tier of three of higher

An engine of year 2006 or newer

3. During all phases of project construction, construction equipment shall be properly maintained in

accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications; maintenance shall include proper tuning and

timing of engines. Equipment maintenance records and equipment design specification data sheets

shall be kept on site during construction and subject to inspection by the SJVAPCD.

4. During all phases of project construction, the developer shall require all contractors to turn off all

construction equipment and delivery vehicles when not in use.

5. During all phases of project construction, on-site electrical hookups shall be provided for electric

construction tools, including saws, drills, and compressors, to eliminate the need for diesel-powered

electric generators.

Mitigation Measures

5.1-1

The project applicant shall prohibit truck idling in excess of 5 minutes at the loading

docks by posting signs at clearly visible locations on the loading docks instructing
drivers to turn off their engines within 5 minutes of arrival. Ne-mitizationsrequired-

Residual Impacts

Impacts will be less than significant.
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5.1 Air Quality

emissions from construction equipment greater than 50 horsepower by the following amounts: 20 percent
of the total NOx emissions, and 45 percent of the total PMio exhaust emissions. On-site construction
emissions can also be reduced by using less-polluting construction equipment achieved by utilizing add-
on controls, cleaner fuels, or newer lower emitting equipment. Operational mitigation requirements
include reducing NOx emissions by 33.3 percent from the project’s operational baseline NOx emissions
and PMio emissions by 50 percent from the project’s operational baseline PMio emissions over a period of
10 years. While projects must demonstrate compliance for a 10-year period, the selected SJVAPCD-
approved project design features and mitigation measures are expected to be implemented for the life of
the project, resulting in long term operational emissions reductions. The SJVAPCD has determined that a
10-year demonstration is sufficient to show compliance with the state and federal requirements contained
in the applicable air quality plans.83 The requirements for construction and operational emissions can
also be met through any combination of on-site emission reduction measures or off-site fees. The AIA
would quantify off-site fees if necessary to achieve the target reductions. The project will be required to
work with the SJVAPCD when developing the AIA, once detailed project information is known. Rule
9510 requires the applicant to submit an application to the District when applying for the development’s
last discretionary approval and to pay any applicable off-site mitigation fees before issuance of the first
building permit.

Employer Trip Reduction Implementation Plan

The proposed project is alse-not subject to eemply—with-Rule 9410, which would require reduction in
VMT from private vehicles used by employees to commute to and from the worksite. Rule 9410 defines a

Tier 2 Worksite as a worksite with 250 or more eligible employees, for at least 16 weeks during the
previous fiscal vear. However, Walmart stores in the San Joaquin Valley have been granted an exemption

from this rule in 2010 and 2011 (annual exemption confirmation process). The exemption calculations

were based on the process outlined by the SIVAPCD regarding work start time for full-time associates.

The exempted facilities do not have an average of 100 or more full-time associates starting work between
6:00 AM and 10:00 AM, Monday through Friday.

Even without the requirement of Rule 9410’s mandated trip reduction plan, Walmart stores already

promote trip reduction strategies through Rideshare programs. These programs include a marketing

strategy to encourage participation, program support strategies that promote the trip reduction program

and services and facilities strategies that increase the convenience of program participation. Walmart also

provides on-site food service, break rooms with places to eat, bicycle parking, lockers, and designated

parking for vehicles that are (1) low emitting; (2) fuel efficient; (3) carpools; and (4) vanpools. The staff of

the new store would be responsible for preparing and implementing the plan. It is therefore premature to

speculate on the specific content of the plan that will be developed to meet the actual needs of employees

who have vet to be hired. U

83 Mark Montelongo, San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, Permits, personal communication with
Alan Sako, Impact Sciences Inc., June 1, 2010.
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5.1 Air Quality

Operational Emissions Summary

The anticipated operational emissions are based upon build out of all land uses associated with the
project and are reflected in Table 5.1-7, Estimated Operational Emissions. Reductions in NOx and PMuo
due to compliance with SJVAPCD Rule 9510 are taken into account below. Reductions due to compliance
with Rule 9410 are not included below.

Table 5.1-7
Estimated Operational Emissions

Emissions in Tons per Year

Emissions Source ROG NOx CO SOx PMuo PM:5
Operational (Mobile) Sources 8.99 12.82 102.30 0.07 12.98 2.55
Area Sources! 0.26 0.32 0.55 0.00 0.00 0.00
Emissions Total 9.25 13.14 102.85 0.07 12.98 2.55
Rule 9510 Emission Reduction? — -4-34-3.29 — — -6.49 —
Total Emissions 9.25 8:809.85  102.85 0.07 6.49 2.55
SJVAPCD Threshold 10 10 — — 15 —
Exceeds Threshold? NO NO — — NO —

Source: Impact Sciences, Inc., (2010). Emissions calculations are provided in Appendix 5.1.

L Title 24 (2008) reduction of 9.4 percent applied to area sources.

2 Rule 9510 requires a reduction of NOx by 25 percent in the first year of project operation and a 33=3-percent and-a—reduetion-of PMio
byover a period of 10 years.-50-pereent

Table 5.1-7 demonstrates that operational emissions would not exceed the SJVAPCD’s thresholds of

significance for any of the criteria pollutants and would have a less than significant air quality impact.
Mitigation Measures

No mitigations required.
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5.7 Noise

Modeled Existing Noise Levels

The SoundPlan Model was utilized to determine the existing noise levels experienced by 21 single-family
residential units that currently exist around the project site. Ten single-family residential units are located
to the west of the proposed project site along Indiana Street and 11 single-family residential units are
located to the north of the project site along Springville Avenue. The results of the existing noise levels at

the single-family residential units are shown in Table 5.7-8 Existing Noise Levels at Single-Family

Residential Units.
Table 5.7-8
Existing Noise Levels at Single-Family Residential Units
Sensitive
Receptors Description dB(A)Lan  dB(A)La  dB(A) Lx
Along Indiana Street
House 1 Single-Family Residential Unit along Indiana Street 57.6 56.0 494
House 2 Single-Family Residential Unit along Indiana Street 57.6 55.9 494
House 3 Single-Family Residential Unit along Indiana Street 57.7 56.0 49.5
House 4 Single-Family Residential Unit along Indiana Street 56.7 55.1 48.5
House 5 Single-Family Residential Unit along Indiana Street 57.3 55.6 49.1
House 6 Single-Family Residential Unit along Indiana Street 57.4 55.8 49.2
House 7 Single-Family Residential Unit along Indiana Street 57.5 55.9 49.3
House 8 Single-Family Residential Unit along Indiana Street 57.5 55.9 49.3
House 9 Single-Family Residential Unit along Indiana Street 57.8 56.2 49.5
House 10 Single-Family Residential Unit along Indiana Street 58.2 56.6 49.9
Along Springyville Avenue

House 11 Single-Family Residential Unit along Springville Avenue 61.7 60.1 53.4
House 12 Single-Family Residential Unit along Springville Avenue 61.7 62:6 60.2 534
House 13 Single-Family Residential Unit along Springville Avenue 62.6 617 61.1 54.3
House 14 Single-Family Residential Unit along Springville Avenue 61.3 59.7 53.0 529
House 15 Single-Family Residential Unit along Springville Avenue 62.6 61.1 54.3
House 16 Single-Family Residential Unit along Springville Avenue 61.3 59.8 53.0 529
House 17 Single-Family Residential Unit along Springville Avenue 61.7 60.2 53.3
House 18 Single-Family Residential Unit along Springville Avenue 60.7 59.1 52.4
House 19 Single-Family Residential Unit along Springville Avenue 57.8 56.3 49.5
House 20 Single-Family Residential Unit along Springville Avenue 61.1 59.5 52.8
House 21 Single-Family Residential Unit along Springville Avenue 58.7 57.2 50.4

Lan = day/night noise level; La = day noise level; Ln = night noise level.
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5.7 Noise

Table 5.7-9
Existing Noise Levels — Modeled Roadway Segments

Noise Levels

at 75 feet

(dB(A)

Roadway Segment Land Use CNEL)
SR 190 SR 65 to Jaye Street Residential/Commercial 743
SR 190 Jaye Street to Plano Street Residential/Institutional/Commercial 73.3
SR 65 Gibbons Avenue to Olive Avenue Residential/Agricultural 743
Indiana Street! Olive Ave to Union Avenue Commercial/Residential 58.3
Jaye Street Olive Avenue to Springville Avenue Commercial/Residential/Institutional 63.4
Jaye Street? Springville Avenue to SR 190 Commercial 63.4
Jaye Street? SR 190 to Montgomery Avenue Commercial 61.7
Jaye Street Montgomery Avenue to Gibbons Avenue Residential/Agricultural/Industrial 44.6

Source: Traffic Study: Ruettgers & Schuler Civil Engineers, Appendix 5.10.
1 Measured at 50 feet due to roadway configuration
2 Commercial uses are located along this road and therefore an applicable threshold of 70 dB(A) Lanis used.

5.75 REGULATORY PLANS AND POLICIES

State
State Guidelines for Noise and Land Use Compatibility

The State of California Department of Health Services’ Environmental Health Division has published
State Noise Guidelines,19 which provide guidance regarding noise exposure levels and land uses. The State
Noise Guidelines, illustrated in Figure 5.7-7, State Land Use Compatibility Guidelines for Noise, indicate
that residential land uses and other noise-sensitive receptors generally should be located in areas where
outdoor ambient noise levels do not exceed 65.0 to 70.0 dB(A) (CNEL or Lan The Department of Health
Services does not mandate application of this compatibility matrix to development projects; however,
each jurisdiction is required to consider the State Noise Guidelines when developing its general plan noise
element and when determining acceptable noise levels within its community. The U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) identified a maximum indoor noise level of 45.0 dB(A) as necessary to

protect against sleep interference.20 Assuming a conservative structural noise insulation of 20.0 dB(A) for

19 gtate of California Department of Health Services, Environmental Health Division, State Noise Guidelines, “State

Land Use Compatibility Guidelines for Noise.”

20 UsS. Environmental Protection Agency, EPA |Identifies Noise Levels Affecting Health and Welfare.
http://www.epa.gov/history/topics/noise/01.htm (2009).
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5.7 Noise

Construction-Related Impacts

Impact 5.7-1: Construction activity would temporarily expose persons to and/or would
generate noise levels in excess of standards established in the 2030 General

Plan. This impact is considered significant and unavoidable. less—than

Project construction would involve the use of heavy equipment, such as haul trucks, tractors, loaders,
concrete mixers, and cranes. Trucks would also be used to deliver equipment and building materials and
haul away construction waste materials. Smaller equipment, such as jackhammers, pneumatic tools, saws,
and hammers, would also be used throughout the site during construction. This equipment would
generate both steady-state and episodic noise that would be heard both on and off the project site.
Increases in noise levels at the single-family residential units due to construction of the proposed project
site would be allowable as long as the construction on the proposed project site does not occur before 6:00
AM or after 9:00 PM Monday through Friday and before 7:00 AM and after 9:00 PM on Saturday and
Sunday. Additionally, construction noise impacts would be considered less than significant if exterior
noise levels at the sensitive receptors around the project site are exposed to noise levels that are

60.0 dB(A) and less during project construction.

The U.S. EPA26 has compiled data on the noise-generating characteristics of specific types of construction
equipment. These data are presented in Figure 5.7-9, Noise Levels of Typical Construction Equipment.
The specific mix of equipment to be used in the construction of the project would be determined by the
contractor and would change in type and quantity as construction progresses. A discussion of the typical
types of construction equipment that is expected to be used during construction is provided below. As
shown, noise levels generated by heavy equipment can range from approximately 68.0 dB(A) to excess of
100.0 dB(A) when measured at 50 feet. The first, and noisiest, stage of construction would be earthmoving
and compaction of soils. High noise levels created during this phase would be from heavy-duty trucks for
waste hauling, cranes, backhoes, and front-end loaders. When operating, noise levels from individual
pieces of equipment can range from 73.0 to 96.0 dB(A) at 50 feet. During the second stage of construction,
foundation forms are constructed and concrete foundations are poured. Primary noise sources include
heavy concrete trucks and mixers, cranes, and pneumatic drills. At 50 feet from the source, noise levels in
the 70.0 to 90.0 dB(A) range are common. The second stage of construction consists of interior and
exterior building construction, architectural coating, and site cleanup. Primary noise sources associated
with this phase include hammering, diesel generators, compressors, and light truck traffic. During this

stage, noise levels are typically in the 60.0 to 80.0 dB(A) range at a distance of 50 feet. The final stages

26 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 1971, "Noise from Construction Equipment and Operations, Building
Equipment, and Home Appliances," NTID 300-1.
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5.7 Noise

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of the following mitigation measures would reduce noise levels at the single-family

residential units during construction of the proposed project.

5.7-1 Prior to issuance of grading permits, the construction contractor(s) shall prepare a
construction management plan for review by the City’s Public Works Department that
identifies the means to be utilized to attenuate construction noise te—within—City
threshelds at nearby single-family residential units. These measures may include, but are

not limited to, the following:
e Place stationary construction equipment as far from noise-sensitive uses as feasible.

e All construction equipment shall be equipped with appropriate mufflers in good
working condition.

e Truck routes shall avoid travel through residential areas or past sensitive uses.

5.7-2 Construction activity shall be limited to between the hours of 6:00 AM and 9:00 PM
Monday through Friday and 7:00 AM and 9:00 PM on Saturday and Sunday.
Construction hours, allowable workdays, and the phone number of the job
superintendent shall be clearly posted on a sign no smaller than 4 feet by 8 feet at all
construction entrances to allow for surrounding property owners to contact the job
superintendent. If the City or the job superintendent receives a complaint, the
superintendent shall investigate, take appropriate corrective action, and report the action

taken to the reporting party.

5.7-3 A 10-foot-high construction noise barrier shall be installed along the project frontage
with Springville Avenue and Indiana Street prior to grading activities. The noise barrier
shall either be constructed of a minimum 0.5-inch plywood or utilize acoustical blankets
with a minimum Sound Transmission Class of 12. The barrier shall remain in place until

noise intensive aspects of construction are completed.
Residual Impacts

Even with implementation of Mitigation Measures 5.6-1 through 5.7-3 exterior noise levels at sensitive
receptors around the proposed project site during construction would still be exposed to daytime noise
levels that exceed 60.0 dB(A). Therefore, noise impacts during construction would be significant and

unavoidable during the construction of the proposed project.
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5.7 Noise

Table 5.7-13
2012 No Project Roadway Noise Levels Compared to 2012 plus Project Roadway Noise Levels

General Plan

2012 No 2012 Plus Land Use Incremental
Project Project Noise Level Noise
Roadway Roadway Threshold  Exceed Increase
Noise Levels Noise Levels (dB(A) Threshold  Above
Roadway Segment Land Uses (dB(A) CNEL) (dB(A) CNEL) CNEL) (yes/mo)  Threshold
SR 190: SR 65 to Jaye St. Single-Family 74.6 74.9 60.0 Yes 0.3
Residential
SR 190: Jaye St. to Plano St. Commercial 73.8 74.1 75.0 No -
SR 65: Gibbons Ave to Single-Family 74.7 74.7 60.0 Yes 0.0
Olive Ave Residential
Indiana St: Olive Ave to Single-Family 58.4 58.4 60.0 No -
Union Ave Residential
Jaye St: Olive Ave to Single-Family 63.9 64.6 60.0 Yes 0.7
Springville Ave Residential
Jaye St: Springville Ave to Commercial 63.9 65.3 75.0 No -
SR 190
Jaye St: SR 190 to Single-Family 62.1 62.7 60.0 Yes 0.6
Montgomery Ave Residential
Jay St: Montgomery Ave to  Single-Family 46.9 51.0 60.0 No -

Gibbons Ave

Residential

As shown in Table 5.7-13, noise levels along four out of the eight roadway segments would exceed the

noise thresholds for land use types according to the Porterville General Plan Noise Element. All four of

these roadway segments currently exceed the noise level thresholds under existing conditions. Although

noise levels would exceed the General Plan Land Use noise level thresholds along these particular

roadway segments, the proposed project would result in an incremental noise increase along these

roadway segments of 1.5 dB(A) or less. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures would be required.

Residual Impacts

Impacts would be less than significant.

Impact Sciences, Inc.
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5.7 Noise

As shown above in Table 5.7-14, all of the residential units would be exposed to daytime Lmax interior
noise levels well below the 55.0 dB(A) Lmax interior noise threshold when windows are both opened and
closed. The Lmax noise levels would also not exceed the 45.0 dB(A) Lmax nighttime interior noise level
threshold for residential uses when windows are both open and closed. Since the features associated with
the proposed project would not cause noise levels to exceed the daytime and nighttime Lmax interior noise

level thresholds for single-family residential units, impacts would be less than significant.
Mitigation Measures
The following mitigation measure shall be implemented to reduce noise levels:

5.7-4 The project applicant shall regquire-ensure that the-outdoor forklift operations eeetrring
at the proposed Walmart Building occur_only during daytime-the hours of eperation-only
rom-7:00 AM to 10:00 PM,} and that-the-forklift should-not be-used-during the nighttime
period offfrem 10:00 PM to 7:00 AMy.

Residual Impacts

Houses along Indiana Street and Springville Avenue would be exposed to noise levels that exceed the
daytime noise level threshold of 50.0 dB(A) and the nighttime noise level threshold of 45.0 dB(A) per the

Porterville Noise Ordinance. Therefore, impacts would remain significant and unavoidable.

Impact 5.7.5: The proposed project would generate combined transportation and
non-transportation noise levels that cause significant impacts at nearby

sensitive receptors. This impact is considered to be significant and unavoidable.
Daytime and Nighttime Exterior Noise Levels

The analysis presented below evaluates the 2012 traffic plus project noise levels (noise levels associated
with the proposed project and traffic increases along studied roadway segments) compared to the
existing noise levels at 21 residential units around the proposed project site. According to the Porterville
Noise Ordinance, single-family residential units can be exposed to daytime exterior noise levels below
50.055-8 dB(A) and nighttime exterior noise levels below 45.0 dB(A). Additionally, the Porterville Noise
Ordinance ensures that interior noise levels at single-family residential units do not exceed an daytime

Lmaxof 55.0 dB(A) or a nighttime Lmax of 45.0 dB(A).

If under existing conditions the single-family residential units are currently exposed to noise levels
greater than the standards as provided by the Porterville Noise Ordinance, a conclusion of significant

impact would be reached if the increase in noise level at these particular single-family residential units
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5.7 Noise

would be increased by 1.5 dB(A) or greater. Table 5.7-17, Noise Levels at Single-Family Residential
Units under 2012 No Project Conditions and 2012 Plus Project Conditions, shows the noise levels under

2012 No Project Conditions, and 2012 Plus Project conditions.

Table 5.7-17
Noise Levels at Single-Family Residential Units under 2012 No Project Conditions
and 2012 Plus Project Conditions

2012 No 2012 Plus Exceed 2012 No 2012 No Exceed
Project Project Exterior Project Project Exterior
Noise Noise Daytime Noise Noise Nighttime
Levels Levels Project Noise Levels Levels Project Noise

Sensitive Daytime Daytime Contribution Level? Nighttime Nighttime Contribution Level?
Receptor (dB(A)Ls) (dB(A)La) (dB(A)La (50.0 dB(A)) (dB(A)Ln) (dB(A)Ln) (dB(A)L. (45.0 dB(A))

House 1 55.7 60.6 4943 Yes 49.1 56.2 7.1 Yes
House 2 55.7 61.0 5.34.7 Yes 49.0 56.8 7.8 Yes
House 3 55.7 60.8 5.14:2 Yes 49.1 56.4 7.3 Yes
House 4 54.7 59.5 4835 Yes 48.1 55.0 6.9 Yes
House 5 55.3 59.1 3.849 Yes 48.7 54.2 5.5 Yes
House 6 55.5 58.6 3.153 Yes 48.8 53.4 4.6 Yes
House 7 55.5 57.9 2451 Yes 48.9 524 3.5 Yes
House 8 55.5 57.9 2448 Yes 48.9 52.1 3.2 Yes
House 9 55.8 58.2 2438 Yes 49.0 51.9 2.9 Yes
House 10 56.2 58.7 2531 Yes 495 524 2.9 Yes
House 11 60.2 61.1 0924 Yes 53.4 54.5 1.1 Yes
House 12 60.3 61.2 0924 Yes 53.5 54.6 1.1 Yes
House 13 61.2 62.3 1124 Yes 54.4 55.7 1.3 Yes
House 14 59.8 61.1 1325 Yes 53.0 54.6 1.6 Yes
House 15 61.2 62.5 1.369 Yes 54.4 55.7 1.3 Yes
House 16 59.9 61.3 14069 Yes 53.0 54.5 1.5 Yes
House 17 60.3 61.5 1233 Yes 53.4 54.8 1.4 Yes
House 18 59.2 60.4 1213 Yes 524 53.7 1.3 Yes
House 19 56.4 57.7 1213 Yes 49.6 51.1 1.5 Yes
House 20 59.7 60.5 0.81+4 Yes 52.9 53.9 1.0 Yes
House 21 57.3 58.1 0812 Yes 50.5 51.5 1.0 Yes
Impact Sciences, Inc. 5.7-52 Riverwalk Marketplace II Revised Draft EIR
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5.7 Noise

As shown in Table 5.7-17, under 2012 Plus Project Conditions, all of the 21 homes near the proposed
project site would exceed the 50.0 dB(A) noise threshold during the daytime hours and the 45.0 dB(A)
noise threshold during the nighttime hours. Figure 5.7-10, 2012 No Project Conditions 24-Hour Noise
Level Contours and Figure 5.7-11, 2012 Plus Project Conditions 24-Hour Noise Level Contours show
the 24-hour noise level contours during 2012 No Project Conditions and during 2012 Plus Project
Conditions. Figure 5.7-12, 2012 No Project Noise Contours Daytime Hours and Figure 5.7-13, 2012 No
Project Noise Contours Nighttime Hours shows the noise contours and the estimated cumulative noise
levels at each of the 21 single family residential units around the proposed project site during daytime
and nighttime hours under 2012 No Project Conditions. Figure 5.7-14, 2012 Plus Project Noise Contours
Daytime Hours and Figure 5.7-15, 2012 Plus Project Noise Contours Nighttime Hours shows the noise
contours and the estimated cumulative noise levels at each of the 21 single family residential units during
daytime and nighttime hours under 2012 Plus Project Conditions. The proposed project would cause an
noise level increase of greater than 1.5 dB(A) at Houses 1 through 1034 during daytime hours, and the
proposed project would cause an noise level increases of greater than 1.5 dB(A) at Houses 1 through 10

and House 14 during nighttime hours.

Since the proposed project would contribute to noise increases of greater than 1.5 dB(A) during daytime
and nighttime hours at single-family residential units, the proposed project would contribute to a

significant noise impact.
Daytime and Nighttime Lmax Interior Noise Levels

As provided by the Porterville Noise Ordinance, noise levels at each of the single-family residential units
would be significant if daytime interior noise levels exceeded an Lmax noise level of 55.0 dB(A) and
nighttime Lmax interior noise level of 45.0 dB(A). Typical residential construction in the State of California
provides interior noise attenuation of 17.0 dB(A) when windows are open and of 25.0 dB(A) when
windows are closed. Table 5.7-18, 2012 Plus Project and 2012 no Project Interior Noise Levels at
Sensitive Receptors presents the estimated Lmax exterior noise at each of the 21 single-family residential
units under 2012 plus Project Conditions and 2012 No Project Conditions, and the estimated Lmax interior

noise levels at each of the residential units when windows are open and windows are closed.

As shown above in Table 5.7-14, all of the residential units would be exposed to daytime Lmax interior
noise levels well below the 55.0 dB(A) Lmax interior noise threshold. The Lmax interior noise levels would
not exceed the 45.0 dB(A) Lmax nighttime threshold. Since the features associated with the proposed
project would not cause noise levels to exceed applicable thresholds, impacts would be less than

significant.
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5.7 Noise

Henderson Avenue will also be impacted by increased noise exposure.32 Table 5.7-19, Cumulative
Roadway Noise Levels provides the estimated noise levels at studied roadway segments around the

proposed project site under 2030 No Project Conditions compared to 2030 Plus Project Conditions.

Table 5.7-19
Cumulative Roadway Noise Levels
2030 No 2030 Plus  General Plan
Project Project Land Use
Roadway Roadway Noise Level Exceed Project
Noise Levels Noise Levels Threshold Threshold Contribution
Roadway Segment Land Uses (dB(A) CNEL) (dB(A) CNEL) (dB(A) CNEL)  (yes/no) dB(A) |

SR 190: SR 65 to Jaye St.  Single-Family 76.4 76.6 60.0 Yes 0.2

Residential
SR 190: Jaye St. to Commercial 76.5 76.7 75.0 Yes 0.2
Plano St.
SR 65: Gibbons Ave to Single-Family 77.2 77.3 60.0 Yes 0.1
Olive Ave Residential
Indiana St: Olive Ave to  Single-Family 58.8 58.8 60.0 No --
Union Ave Residential
Jaye St: Olive Ave to Single-Family 66.2 66.6 60.0 Yes 0.4
Springville Ave Residential
Jaye St: Springville Ave to Commercial 65.6 66.6 75.0 No -
SR 190
Jaye St: SR 190 to Single-Family 64.5 64.8 60.0 Yes 0.3
Montgomery Ave Residential
Jay St: Montgomery Ave  Single-Family 61.4 61.7 60.0 Yes 0.3
to Gibbons Ave Residential

Table 5.7-19, shows that six of the eight studied roadway segments would exceed land use noise
thresholds as provided in the Porterville General Plan. The cumulative development in the project area
would be responsible for the increase in noise levels along each one of these roadway segments. As can be
seen, the proposed project would contribute to increased noise levels of between 0.1 dB(A) to 0.4 dB(A).
Since the proposed project would not contribute to an increase in noise greater than 1.5 dB(A), the
proposed project’s contribution to the cumulative increase in roadway noise levels would be less than

significant.

Cumulative Residual Impacts

No mitigation measures would be required.
Cumulative Mitigation Measures

Impacts would be less than significant.

32 City of Porterville, 2030 General Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report, Chapter 3.5, “Noise,” 106.
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5.10 Traffic and Circulation

Table 5.10-9
Project Trip Generation

Daily Trips ~AM Peak Hour Trips PM Peak Hour Trips
In % Out % In % Out %
Development Type ADT Split/Trips  Split/Trips  Split/Trips  Split/Trips
813 Free-Standing Discount 7,902 56% 44% 49% 51%
Superstore — 38%463-s£161,602 sf 151 119 365 380
820 Shopping Center — 41,252 sf 3,819 61% 39% 49% 51%
56 36 172 179
Subtotal 11,722 207 155 537 559
Capture — 13% (1,524) 7) (20) (70) 73)
Pass-By — 15% (1,758) 31) (23) (81) (84)
Total 8,440 149 112 386 402

Source: Ruettgers and Schuler, Traffic Study Riverwalk Marketplace Phase 11, at Jaye Street and Vandalia Avenue, Porterville, California,

March 4, 2010 (Revised December 15, 2010).
sf = square feet

Project Trip Distribution and Assignment

Traffic generated by the proposed project was distributed and assigned to the local roadway network as

shown below in Table 5.10-10, Project Trip Distribution and Assignment.

Project traffic distribution was developed based on a review of data from the Tulare County Association

of Governments (TCAG) regional traffic model, the City of Porterville transportation model developed

for the City’s 2008 General Plan, existing development, and proposed growth within the study area. The

trip distribution represents the most logically traveled routes for traffic accessing the project site.

Table 5.10-10

Project Trip Distribution and Assignment

Direction Percentage Roadways
North 35 Indiana Street/Jaye Street
East 25 Vandalia Avenue
South 20 Indiana Street/Jaye Avenue
West 20 Vandalia Avenue

Source: Ruettgers and Schuler, Traffic Study Riverwalk Marketplace Phase II, at Jaye Street and
Vandalia Avenue, Porterville, California, March 4, 2010 (Revised December 15, 2010).
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5.10-34
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5.10 Traffic and Circulation

Main Street & SR-190 Off-Ramp (South) — Contribution of fair share fee (2.96 percent)

toward installation of a traffic signal.

Note: An interchange is planned at this intersection in the Circulation Element of the City’s
general plan. Installation of a traffic signal is proposed as an interim measure to ensure this
intersection operates at an acceptable level of service until the new interchange is built. As this
interim improvement is not included in the Circulation Element, it will not be paid for with the
City’s Transportation Improvement Fee program, as it currently exists. For this reason the project
will be required to make a fair share financial contribution to the cost of this improvement. The
remainder of the cost of this interim improvement will be paid for with Measure R local program
funds or other sources available to the City. The planned interchange at this location will be

funded by Transportation Improvement Fees and Measure R Regional funds.

Jaye Street & Poplar Avenue (SR-190) - Contribution of fair share fee (11.31 percent)
toward the addition of one eastbound through lane, one westbound left-turn lane, and

one northbound left-turn lane.

Note: These improvements are not components of the Circulation Element of the City’s general
plan and will not be paid for through the City’s Transportation Improvement Fee program, as it
currently exists. For this reason the project will be required to make a fair share financial
contribution to the cost of this improvement. The remainder of the cost will be paid for with

Measure R local program funds or other sources available to the City.

Plano Street & Poplar Avenue (SR-190) - Contribution of fair share fee (2.23 percent)
toward intersection widening, including the addition of one eastbound left-turn lane, one
eastbound through lane, and one westbound left-turn lane; one westbound through lane,
one northbound left-turn lane; and one northbound through lane, one southbound left-

turn lane, and one southbound through lane.

Note: An overpass is planned at this intersection in the Circulation Element of the City’s general

plan. —Installationof atraffie sienalIntersection widening is proposed as an interim measure to

ensure this intersection operates at an acceptable level of service until the new #terchange

overpass is built. As this interim improvement is not included in the Circulation Element, it will
not be paid for through the City’s Transportation Improvement Fee program, as it currently
exists. For this reason the project will be required to make a fair-share financial contribution to the
cost of this improvement. The remainder of the cost of this interim improvement will be paid for
with Measure R local program funds or other sources including State Gas Tax Funds, and the
County’s Traffic Impact Fee Program. The overpass planned at this location will be funded by

Transportation Improvement Fees and other sources, available to the City.
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5.10 Traffic and Circulation

SR-65 & Scranton - Contribution of fair share fee (2.28 percent) toward intersection
widening, including addition of one east-bound left-turn lane, one westbound left-turn

lane, one northbound through lane, and one southbound through lane.

Note: An overpass is planned at this intersection in the Circulation Element of the City’s general
plan. . Intersection widening fnstellation-of-atraffie signal-is proposed as an interim measure to
ensure this intersection operates at an acceptable level of service until the new overpass
interehange-is built. As this interim improvement is not included in the Circulation Element, it

will not be paid for through the City’s Transportation Improvement Fee program. For this reason

the project will be required to make a fair-share financial contribution to the cost of this
improvement. The remainder of the cost of this interim improvement will be paid for with Measure
R local program funds or other sources including State Gas Tax Funds, and the County’s Traffic
Impact Fee Program. The overpass planned at this location will be funded by Transportation

Improvement Fees and other sources available to the City.

Poplar Avenue (SR-190) between Jaye Street and Plano - Contribution of fair share fee

(7.61 percent) toward Addition of two lanes.

Note: This improvement is not a component of the Circulation Element of the City’s general plan
and will not be paid for with the City’s Transportation Improvement Fees. For this reason the
project will be required to make a fair share financial contribution to the cost of this improvement.
The remainder of the cost will be paid for with Measure R local program funds or other sources

available to the City.

Jaye Street between Montgomery Avenue & Gibbons Avenue - Contribution of fair share

fee (5.45 percent) toward addition of left-turn lanes.

Note: This improvement is a component of the Circulation Element of the City’s 1993 general plan
and will be funded by the City’s Transportation Improvement Fees. The project will contribute its
fair share through payment of this fee.

Olive Street & Jaye Street - Prejeet—in—2008,2012—and2030—wouldThe Project shall
increase the existing northbound left turn storage queue length by 40-feet-39-feet—and-65
cot respectively in the PM-peak hour period, warranting an extension-of_this Jane by-65
feet-and by opening day.

Springville Avenue & Jaye Street — The PProject shall with-othermitigation—measures
wotld—eause—quetre—lensth—increase theat eastbound left turn lane to—exeeed—existing

extension-of-this-turalane by 31 feet by opening day.
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