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profile at the location of the loading docks protrudes outward, which allows for the loading docks to be

located parallel to the building footprint. This arrangement effectively conceals noise from loading

activity within the interior of the structure. Outdoor storage areas would be located along the noise

attenuation barrier, directly across from the loading docks. This storage area would be used to store bales

and pallets.

As previously noted, noise levels diminish rapidly at a rate of approximately 6.0 dB(A) per doubling of

distance. The presence of walls or berms can be expected to reduce noise levels by a minimum of 5 dB(A)

and up to 10 dB(A). Direct line of site to the loading wells from the adjacent residential uses is blocked by

the enclosed nature of the loading dock and the presence of an 12-foot masonry wall atop a 3-foot earthen

berm planned along the northern perimeter of the site. Together, these design features attenuate noise

emanating from exhaust stacks of delivery trucks and offloading activities by a minimum 16 dB(A) (6 dB

for doubling of distance, and 10 dB reduction for the presence of a berm/wall barrier).

Table 5.7-7, Loading Dock Noise Levels, shows estimated noise levels experienced at nearby sensitive

receptors. As shown, all noise levels are well within the range of 65 dB(A) and are considered acceptable

for residential uses by the City of Porterville 2030 General Plan Noise Element.

Table 5.7-7
Loading Dock Noise Levels

Location
CNEL

(dB(A))
Single-family Residential – North of Springville Avenue – 150 feet 58.5
Single-family Residential – West of Indiana Street – 550 feet 47.2
Multi-family Residential – North of Springville Avenue – 375 feet 50.5

Source: Noise Study, Riverwalk Marketplace Phase II, Porterville, California, Prepared by Impact
Sciences, Inc., August 2009.

Table 5.7-8, Outdoor Storage Area Noise Levels, shows estimated noise levels experienced at nearby

sensitive receptors as a result of the forklift use associated with activities at the outdoor storage area. As

previously noted, the use of forklifts would generate a peak Leq noise level of 82 dB(A) at 50 feet absent

the use of walls, berms, or enclosed loading wells designed to attenuate noise.43 This noise level

originates from the backup warning signal, which would operate intermittently and is significantly

louder than the other operating noises originating from forklifts; however, this noise level is used in this

analysis for a more conservative estimate. Accounting for the 10 dB(A) reduction resulting from the noise

43 Federal Transit Administration, Office of Planning and Environment, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact
Assessment, May 2006.
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attenuation barrier, noise levels experienced at nearby sensitive receptors are well within the range of 65

dB(A) and are considered acceptable for residential uses by the City of Porterville 2030 General Plan Noise

Element,44 and thus would be less than significant.

Table 5.7-8
Outdoor Storage Area Noise Levels

Location
CNEL

(dB(A))
Single-family Residential – North of Springville Avenue – 115 feet 64.8
Single-family Residential – West of Indiana Street – 650 feet 49.7
Multi-family Residential – North of Springville Avenue – 500 feet 62.0

Source: Noise Study, Riverwalk Marketplace Phase II, Porterville, California, Prepared by Impact
Sciences, Inc., August 2009.

Parking Lot Noise

In general, traffic associated with parking lots is not of a sufficient volume to exceed community

standards based on the time-weighted CNEL scale. Parking areas can be a source of annoyance due to

noise created during automobile engine startups, engine revving, acceleration, tire squeal noise

(depending on the parking surface), and the activation of car alarms. These noise levels occur

intermittently and are not significantly different from noise already occurring on the streets, driveways,

and parking areas that exist around the project site.

Parking lots can generate average noise levels of about 63 dB(A) Leq.45 Development of the proposed

project would introduce 1,196 parking spaces onto the project site. Table 5.7-9, Parking Lot Noise Levels,

shows the noise levels that would be experienced by nearby sensitive receptors as a result of parking lot

noise. Continuous noise from the proposed parking lot would when averaged over a 24-hour period

would not be expected to exceed 63 dB(A) at 50 feet, which is within the normally acceptable range for

single-family homes outlined by the Noise Element.46

44 City of Porterville, 2030 General Plan, Chapter 9, “Noise Element,” 208, 209.
45 Impact Sciences, Inc, parking lot noise monitoring, 2009.
46 City of Porterville, 2030 General Plan, Chapter 9, “Noise Element,” 208, 209.
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Table 5.7-9
Parking Lot Noise Levels

Location
CNEL

(dB(A))
Single-family Residential – North of Springville Avenue – 75 feet 59.5
Single-family Residential – West of Indiana Street – 50 feet 63.0

Source: Noise Study, Riverwalk Marketplace Phase II, Porterville, California, Prepared by Impact
Sciences, Inc., August 2009.

Instantaneous peak noise levels could exceed 65 dB(A) at these receptors. These events would be brief

and are not of sufficient intensity or frequency to exceed community standards based on the

time-weighted CNEL scale.

Other noise sources that may be associated with the parking lot area include the use of sweepers in the

early morning or late evening hours. Noise levels generated by sweepers are generally higher than

parking lot noise associated with automobile activities. Vacuum sweepers can generate noise levels

between 74 to 77 dB(A) Leq at 50 feet. These events would be brief and are not of sufficient intensity or

frequency to exceed community standards based on the time-weighted CNEL scale. Impacts from

parking lot noise would be less than significant.

Electrical and Mechanical Equipment Noise

It is anticipated that the rooftop mechanical equipment will be air conditioning units consisting of four

3-ton units, ten 5-ton units, ten 10-ton units, and six 20-ton units. As described in the noise study,47 the

following sound levels were utilized in the acoustical analysis:48

 76 dB(A) for a 3-ton unit

 78 dB(A) for a 5-ton unit

 88 dB(A) for a 10-ton unit

 92 dB(A) for a 20-ton unit

47 Impact Sciences, Inc., Noise Study, Riverwalk Marketplace Phase II, Porterville, California , August 2009.
48 Telephone communication with Steve Bradshaw, Customer Service Associate, Lennox International, Inc., July 16,

2009.
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Table 5.7-10, Mechanical Equipment Noise Levels, indicates the noise levels that would be experienced

by nearby sensitive receptors as a result of the proposed project’s mechanical equipment. The highest

noise level would be 60.0 dB(A) at the single-family homes located north of Springville Avenue. These

noise levels would be within the normally acceptable range for single-family homes outlined by the

Noise Element of the 2030 General Plan;49 impacts would be less than significant.

Table 5.7-10
Mechanical Equipment Noise Levels

Location
CNEL

(dB(A))
Single-family Residential – North of Springville Avenue – 225 feet 60.0
Single-family Residential – West of Indiana Street – 425 feet 54.4
Multi-family Residential – North of Springville Avenue – 340 feet 56.4

Source: Noise Study, Riverwalk Marketplace Phase II, Porterville, California, Prepared by Impact
Sciences, Inc., July 2009.
Note: Additional noise attenuation of 5 dB(A) from the parapet walls(walls surrounding the rooftop) was
assumed.

Both loudspeakers and trash compactors would be located in the rear of the Walmart building. Noise

from these sources would occur within the building which would adequately attenuate these noises. In

addition, noise from these sources would be brief in duration and would also be reduced off site by the

proposed noise attenuation barrier (noise wall) along the northern portion of the project site. Noise from

the trash compactors and loudspeakers would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Residual Impacts

Impacts would be significant and unavoidable do to roadway noise levels along four roadway segments.

49 City of Porterville, 2030 General Plan, Chapter 9, “Noise Element,” 208, 209.
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5.7.7 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Impact 5.7.4: Buildout of the City of Porterville 2030 General Plan would substantially

increase noise levels experienced along certain roadway segments within the

City, which is considered an unavoidable significant impact of General Plan

buildout. The project’s contribution to this impact would be cumulatively

considerable and would cause the exposure of sensitive receptors to levels in

excess of standards established in the 2030 General Plan. This impact is

considered to be significant and unavoidable.

At buildout of the Porterville 2030 General Plan the Citywide population is estimated to be 107,300 persons

housed within 34,250 dwelling units. The maximum non-residential development permitted at buildout

of the general plan is estimated to be 30.5 million square feet of floor area with capacity to accommodate

approximately 54,460 jobs.50

Buildout will introduce new roads into the City’s planning area and increase traffic volumes, thus

increasing noise levels experienced in some less-developed areas. Increased traffic on SR-190 and SR-65

associated with future development would increase noise exposure for sensitive receptors along these

thoroughfares. Sensitive receptors along Plano Street, Main Street, Westwood Street, Morton Avenue and

Henderson Avenue will also be impacted by increased noise exposure.51 Table 5.7-11, Comparison of

Existing and Future With Project Roadway Noise Levels, illustrates the findings of noise predication

modeling that compares the existing noise experienced along studied roadway segments and future

noise levels with the proposed project. As shown, noise level increases range from a minimum of 0.5

dB(A) along Indiana Street between Olive Avenue and Union Avenue to a maximum increase of 17.2

dB(A) along Jay Street from Montgomery Avenue to Gibbons Avenue.

As a result, the Porterville 2030 General Plan Final EIR52 determined the noise impact of general plan

buildout to be significant and unavoidable.

Residential land uses would be exposed to noise levels that exceed adopted standards at four locations:

along Poplar Avenue between Westwood Street and SR-65, along Poplar Avenue between SR-65 and Jaye

Street, along Poplar Avenue between Jaye Street and Plano Street, and along SR-65 between Gibbons

Avenue and Olive Street. Residential uses along these four roadway segments would be exposed to noise

50 City of Porterville, 2030 General Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report, Chapter 5.3, “Growth Inducing Impacts,”
313–314.

51 City of Porterville, 2030 General Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report, Chapter 3.5, “Noise,” 106.
52 City of Porterville, 2030 General Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report, Chapter 3.5, “Noise,” 106.
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levels in excess of that considered conditionally acceptable by the Noise Element.53 All though noise

level increases at these segments would result in a noise level increase of less that 3 dB(A), which is

inaudible to the human ear, when added to an already high noise level it could cause a tipping point of

noise problems for the general public. Therefore, noise impacts would be significant and unavoidable

along these four impacted roadways.

Table 5.7-11
Comparison of Existing and Future With Project Roadway Noise Levels

Roadway Segment

Existing
Conditions

(2007)
dB(A) CNEL

2030 w/Project
dB(A) CNEL Difference

Springville Ave: Indiana St. - Jaye St. 56.6 57.2 0.6

Poplar Ave. (SR-190): Westwood St. - SR-65 67.1 73.4 6.3

Poplar Ave. (SR-190): SR 65 - Jaye St. 70.6 75.4 4.8

Poplar Ave. (SR-190): Jaye St. - Plano St. 71.3 74.1 2.8

SR-65: Gibbons Ave. - Olive St. 72.9 76.1 3.2

Indiana St.: Olive Ave. - Union Ave. 56.8 57.3 0.5

Indiana St.: Springville Ave. - Vandalia Ave. 53.5 55.9 2.4

Jaye St.: Olive Ave. - Springville Ave 63.5 65.2 1.7

Jaye St.: Springville Ave. - Poplar Ave. (SR-190) 61.9 65.2 3.3

Jaye St.: Poplar Ave. (SR-190) - Montgomery
Ave. 61.8 63.2 1.4

Jaye St.: Montgomery Ave. - Gibbons Ave. 43.4 60.6 17.2

Source: Noise Study, Riverwalk Marketplace Phase II, Porterville, California, Prepared by Impact Sciences, Inc., July 2009.

Cumulative Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required.

Residual Impacts

Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.

5.7.8 LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.

53 City of Porterville, 2030 General Plan, Chapter 9, “Noise Element,”




