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Mr. Jon Rilling
Lilac Hills Ranch/Village Communities LLC
11452 El Camino Real, Suite 120
San Diego, CA 92130

Reference: Noise Evaluation for the Lilac Hills Ranch Specific Plan (RECON Number 6153)

Dear Mr. Rilling:

This technical letter summarizes the evaluation of the Noise Report for the Lilac Hills Ranch, San Diego
County, California (2015 Noise Report), prepared by RECON Environmental, Inc. (RECON), June 2015 and
the revised traffic data included in the Traffic Impact Study Addendum (TIS Addendum) prepared by
Linscott, Law & Greenspan Engineers (LLG) (LLG 2018). The purpose of this evaluation is to determine if
the previous findings are still valid based on the more recent traffic information.

Traffic Data

LLG prepared a TIS Addendum for the Lilac Hills Ranch Specific Plan due to the age of the previous study
and requirements of the County of San Diego Guidelines For Determining Significance And Report Format
And Content Requirements, Transportation and Traffic (County Traffic Guidelines). According to the County
Traffic Guidelines, traffic analysis should “typically [be] based upon traffic counts that are less than two
years old.” As the traffic counts in the July 2015 traffic report were conducted in 2012 and are now about
five years old, LLG conducted new 2017 traffic counts at all project-affected intersections and segments.

In addition, several new development projects are now proposed within the project vicinity that changed the
cumulative traffic conditions in the project area. Therefore, the traffic generated from these additional
cumulative development projects was included in the updated analysis. This updated analysis was
completed consistent with County Traffic Guidelines, as was the 2015 traffic study.

Traffic Volumes Comparison

The 2012 traffic volumes are compared to the 2017 traffic volumes in Table 1. These changes are not due to
the project but rather are a change in the existing setting.
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Table 1
Existing Traffic Volume Comparison

Roadway Segment Year 2012 Year 2017

Change in
Noise Level

(CNEL)
E. Dulin Road Old Highway 395 to SR-76 1,830 920 -3.0

W. Lilac Road

Camino Del Rey to Camino Del Cielo 2,270 2,830 1.0
Camino Del Cielo to Old Highway 395 2,140 2,260 0.2
Old Highway 395 to Main Street 1,150 890 -1.1

Main Street to Street "F" 1,150 890 -1.1
Street “F” to Covey Lane 1,150 890 -1.1
Covey Lane to Circle R Drive 480 1,000 3.2
Circle R Drive to Lilac Road 1,170 740 -2.0

Camino Del Cielo Camino Del Rey to W. Lilac Road 630 830 1.2
Olive Hill Road Shamrock Road to SR-76 3,380 4,020 0.8

Camino Del Rey

SR-76 to Old River Road 9,350 12,230 1.2
Old River Road to W. Lilac Road 8,640 5,540 -1.9
W. Lilac Road to Camino Del Cielo 6,730 9,040 1.3
Camino Del Cielo to Old Highway 395 4,850 6,410 1.2

Gopher Canyon Road
E. Vista Way to I-15 SB Ramps 15,320 18,000 0.7
I-15 SB Ramps to I-15 NB Ramps 12,390 16,520 1.2

I-15 NB Ramps to Old Highway 395 11,870 17,740 1.7

Circle R Drive
Old Highway 395 to Mountain Ridge Road 4,030 2,220 -2.6
Mountain Ridge Road to W. Lilac Road 1,770 2,220 1.0

Old Castle Road Old Highway 395 to Lilac Road 6,840 8,630 1.0

E. Vista Way
SR-76 to Gopher Canyon Road 15,220 20,360 1.3
Gopher Canyon Road to Osborne Street 21,020 23,280 0.4

Old River Road SR-76 to Camino Del Rey 4,070 2,310 -2.5
Champagne Boulevard Old Castle Road to Lawrence Welk Drive 4,170 6,750 2.1
Pankey Road Pala Mesa Drive to SR-76 70 140 3.0

Lilac Road

Couser Canyon Road to W. Lilac Road 1,150 1,320 0.6
W. Lilac Road to Old Castle Road 2,640 2,830 0.3
Old Castle Road to Anthony Road 9,010 8,760 -0.1

Anthony Road to Betsworth Road 8,740 9,930 0.6
Betsworth Road to Valley Center Road 9,620 10,980 0.6

Valley Center Road

Woods Valley Road to Lilac Road 21,290 26,730 1.0
Lilac Road to Miller Road 24,280 26,280 0.3
Miller Road to Cole Grade Road 22,440 25,060 0.5
Cole Grade Road to Vesper Road 11,490 15,730 1.4

Miller Road Misty Oak Road to Valley Center Road 1,460 1,870 1.1

Cole Grade Road Fruitvale Road to Valley Center Road 10,660 14,710 1.4

Old Highway 395

Pala Mesa Drive to SR-76 4,770 10,780 3.5
SR-76 to E. Dulin Road 4,720 7,030 1.7
E. Dulin Road to W. Lilac Road 4,340 6,550 1.8
W. Lilac Road to I-15 SB Ramps 4,450 5,960 1.3
I-15 SB Ramps to I-15 NB Ramps 3,600 5,320 1.7

I-15 NB Ramps to Camino Del Rey 2,430 4,850 3.0
Camino Del Rey to Circle R Drive 5,820 8,410 1.6
Circle R Drive to Gopher Canyon Road 10,710 14,530 1.3
Gopher Canyon Road to Old Castle Road 8,660 12,520 1.6

SOURCE: LLG 2017.
CNEL = community noise equivalent level
I-15 = Interstate 15; SR-76 = State Route 76; SB = southbound; NB = northbound
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The changes presented in Table 1 can affect the findings of the off-site noise impact analysis prepared for the
project. However, the changes are not uniform, with some roadway segments showing a doubling or halving
of traffic volumes. Due to the traffic volume changes, a simple evaluation of the volume changes does not
provide sufficient information to determine if the changes in the existing condition have changed the
findings of the 2015 Noise Report. Thus, to verify the findings in the 2015 Noise Report, the new traffic data
was modeled for the roadways shown in Table 1.

Modeling and Methodologies

Existing Plus Project (Direct Impacts)

The revised noise modeling for the direct project impacts are summarized in Table 2. The off-site traffic
noise impacts are based on the calculated change in noise levels due to the increase or decrease in traffic
volumes from the existing condition.

As stated in the 2015 Noise Report, a substantial project-level noise increase is defined as an increase of
10 community noise equivalent level (CNEL) above existing conditions. In addition, the County Noise
Guidelines include a statement that a “doubling of sound energy” is considered a significant impact at a
“documented noisy site.” A doubling of sound energy is equivalent to a 3 CNEL increase. A documented noisy
site is a location with a Noise Sensitive Land Use (NSLU) that is currently exposed to, or would in the
future, noise levels in excess of the compatibility standard. Thus, a substantial increase is defined as a
10 CNEL increase, or greater over existing noise levels when existing and future noise levels are below the
County’s CNEL standard for a specific land use, or a 3 CNEL increase when existing or future noise levels
exceed the County’s standard.

Cumulative Plus Project (Cumulative Impacts)

Similar to direct traffic noise impacts, a cumulative traffic noise impact occurs when the noise level would
exceed the applicable standard and a substantial noise level increase over existing noise occurs (Table 3).
The difference between direct and cumulative traffic noise impacts is that the cumulative impacts are
caused by project traffic in combination with traffic from other closely related past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects rather than project-only traffic. The project’s contribution to the future noise level
is determined by comparing the future with project and no project conditions, and a determination is made
whether the project’s contribution is “cumulatively considerable.” According to the County Noise Guidelines,
a cumulative increase occurs along a roadway segment when cumulative noise levels result in a 10 CNEL
increase, or greater over existing noise levels when existing and future noise levels are below the County’s
CNEL standard for a specific land use, or a 3 CNEL increase when existing or future noise levels exceed the
County’s standard. When the cumulative condition results in a substantial noise increase, a project’s
contribution is not considered cumulatively considerable when the project’s contribution to a substantial
increase is greater than 1 CNEL, which is defined as an increase that raises the noise level by 2 CNEL
(County of San Diego 2009a; RECON 2015).
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Table 2
Direct Off-Site Traffic Noise Levels CNEL at 100 Feet from Centerline

Street
Segment

Noise Level (CNEL)

Existing Existing + Project DeltaStart End
E. Dulin Road Old Highway 395 SR-76 58.2 63.4 5.2

W. Lilac Road

Camino Del Rey Camino Del Cielo 63.1 64.2 1.1
Camino Del Cielo Old Highway 395 59.0 60.7 1.7
Old Highway 395 West Main Street 54.9 66.6 11.7

West Main Street East Main Street 54.9 59.7 4.8
East Main Street Covey Lane 54.9 57.3 2.4
Covey Lane Circle R Drive 56.5 60.8 4.3
Circle R Drive Lilac Road 55.2 59.6 4.4

Camino Del Cielo Camino Del Rey W. Lilac Road 51.4 51.7 0.3
Olive Hill Road Shamrock Road SR-76 62.6 62.7 0.1

Camino Del Rey

SR-76 Old River Road 67.4 67.5 0.1
Old River Road W. Lilac Road 67.1 67.4 0.3
W. Lilac Road Camino Del Cielo 66.1 66.1 0.0
Camino Del Cielo Old Highway 395 64.6 64.7 0.1

Gopher Canyon Road
E. Vista Way I-15 SB Ramps 69.1 69.2 0.1
I-15 SB Ramps I-15 NB Ramps 68.7 69.0 0.3

I-15 NB Ramps Old Highway 395 66.7 67.0 0.3

Circle R Drive
Old Highway 395 Mountain Ridge Road 58.9 60.7 1.8
Mountain Ridge Road W. Lilac Road 60.0 61.1 1.1

Old Castle Road Old Highway 395 Lilac Road 65.9 66.0 0.1

E. Vista Way
SR-76 Gopher Canyon Road 69.6 69.7 0.1
Gopher Canyon Road Osborne Street 70.2 70.3 0.1

Old River Road SR-76 Camino Del Rey 59.1 60.1 1.0
Champagne Boulevard Old Castle Road Lawrence Welk Drive 63.7 63.9 0.2
Pankey Road Pala Mesa Drive SR-76 46.9 46.9 0.0

Lilac Road

Couser Canyon Road W. Lilac Road 56.6 57.3 0.7
W. Lilac Road Old Castle Road 59.9 61.3 1.4
Old Castle Road Anthony Road 64.8 65.3 0.5

Anthony Road Betsworth Road 65.4 65.6 0.2
Betsworth Road Valley Center Road 65.8 66.0 0.2

Valley Center Road

Woods Valley Road Lilac Road 69.7 69.7 0.0
Lilac Road Miller Road 69.6 69.7 0.1
Miller Road Cole Grade Road 69.4 69.5 0.1
Cole Grade Road Vesper Road 67.4 67.4 0.0

Miller Road Misty Oak Road Valley Center Road 58.1 58.2 0.1
Cole Grade Road Fruitvale Road Valley Center Road 67.1 67.1 0.0
NOTE: Bold numbers and receivers indicate potential traffic noise impacts.
CNEL = community noise equivalent level; I-15 = Interstate 15; SR-76 = State Route 76; SB = southbound;
NB = northbound
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Table 3
Cumulative Off-Site Traffic Noise Levels CNEL at 100 Feet from Centerline

Street

Segment

Noise Level (CNEL)

Existing
Existing
+ Project

Cumulative
+ Project

Total
Increase

Project
Contri-
butionStart End

E. Dulin Road Old Highway 395 SR-76 58.2 63.4 66.8 8.6 5.2

W. Lilac Road

Camino Del Rey Camino Del Cielo 63.1 64.2 65.5 2.4 1.2
Camino Del Cielo Old Highway 395 59.0 60.7 63.3 4.3 1.8

Old Highway 395 West Main Street 54.9 66.6 66.6 11.7 11.7
West Main Street East Main Street 54.9 59.7 60.0 5.1 4.8
East Main Street Covey Lane 54.9 57.3 57.6 2.7 2.4
Covey Lane Circle R Drive 56.5 60.8 61.5 5.0 4.2
Circle R Drive Lilac Road 55.2 59.6 62.2 7.0 4.4

Camino Del Cielo Camino Del Rey W. Lilac Road 51.4 51.7 55.0 3.6 0.3

Olive Hill Road Shamrock Road SR-76 62.6 62.7 63.7 1.1 0.1

Camino Del Rey

SR-76 Old River Road 67.4 67.5 68.4 1.0 0.1
Old River Road W. Lilac Road 67.1 67.4 68.8 1.7 0.3
W. Lilac Road Camino Del Cielo 66.1 66.1 67.7 1.6 0.0
Camino Del Cielo Old Highway 395 64.6 64.7 65.2 0.6 0.1

Gopher Canyon Road

E. Vista Way I-15 SB Ramps 69.1 69.2 69.6 0.5 0.1

I-15 SB Ramps I-15 NB Ramps 68.7 69.0 70.1 1.4 0.2
I-15 NB Ramps Old Highway 395 66.7 67.0 68.0 1.3 0.3

Circle R Drive
Old Highway 395 Mountain Ridge Road 58.9 60.7 62.3 3.4 1.9
Mountain Ridge Road W. Lilac Road 60.0 61.1 61.3 1.3 1.1

Old Castle Road Old Highway 395 Lilac Road 65.9 66.0 67.7 1.8 0.1

E. Vista Way
SR-76 Gopher Canyon Road 69.6 69.7 70.7 1.1 0.0

Gopher Canyon Road Osborne Street 70.2 70.3 71.2 1.0 0.1
Old River Road SR-76 Camino Del Rey 59.1 60.1 60.5 1.4 1.0
Champagne Boulevard Old Castle Road Lawrence Welk Drive 63.7 63.9 65.6 1.9 0.2
Pankey Road Pala Mesa Drive SR-76 46.9 46.9 67.6 20.7 0.0

Lilac Road

Couser Canyon Road W. Lilac Road 56.6 57.3 60.1 3.5 0.7
W. Lilac Road Old Castle Road 59.9 61.3 62.9 3.0 1.4

Old Castle Road Anthony Road 64.8 65.3 66.8 2.0 0.5
Anthony Road Betsworth Road 65.4 65.6 67.5 2.1 0.3
Betsworth Road Valley Center Road 65.8 66.0 68.1 2.3 0.2

Valley Center Road

Woods Valley Road Lilac Road 69.7 69.7 71.6 1.9 0.0
Lilac Road Miller Road 69.6 69.7 71.5 1.9 0.1
Miller Road Cole Grade Road 69.4 69.5 71.3 1.9 0.1
Cole Grade Road Vesper Road 67.4 67.4 69.3 1.9 0.1

Miller Road Misty Oak Road Valley Center Road 58.1 58.2 61.0 2.9 0.0
Cole Grade Road Fruitvale Road Valley Center Road 67.1 67.1 69.4 2.3 0.0
NOTE: Bold numbers and receivers indicate potential traffic noise impacts.
CNEL = community noise equivalent level; I-15 = Interstate 15; SR-76 = State Route 76; SB = southbound;
NB = northbound
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Analysis of Effects

Based on Tables 2 and 3, the project would result in potentially substantial noise level increases over
existing conditions on these segments:

 E. Dulin Road:
o Old Highway 395 to State Route 76 (SR-76)

 West Lilac Road:
o Old Highway 395 to West Main Street
o West Main Street to East Main Street
o Covey Lane to Circle R Drive
o Circle R Drive to Lilac Road

As no additional traffic information was provided for the following segments, the project would continue to
result in substantial increase along these roadway segments as identified in the 2015 Noise Report.

 Covey Lane
o Eastern Project Boundary to West Lilac Road

 Mountain Ridge Road
o Southern Project Boundary to Circle R Drive

 Lilac Hills Ranch Road
o Between Phases 3 and 4

In addition, the following segments would no longer be exposed to substantial increases in noise levels.

 Old Highway 395
o E. Dulin Road to West Lilac Road
o West Lilac Road to Interstate 15 (I-15) NB Ramps

With the exception of the segment of West Lilac Road between Circle R Drive and Lilac Road, all affected
segments that may be exposed to potentially substantial increases in noise levels were also identified in the
2015 Noise Report. Each of these segments is analyzed in detail in the following discussion.

E. Dulin Road

The potential noise level increases along E. Dulin Road were also identified in the 2015 Noise Report with a
4 CNEL increase and a noise level of 65 CNEL at the receiver. Based on the revised modeling, the predicted
increase would be 1 CNEL higher than analyzed in the 2015 Noise Report; however, the predicted noise level
at the receiver would be 2 CNEL lower than predicted in the 2015 Noise Report. Thus, even while the noise
level increase would be 1 decibel higher, the noise level at the NSLU would be 1 CNEL lower than in the
2015 Noise Report. Therefore, noise levels at the NSLU areas, i.e., backyards, would range from 56 to 58
CNEL and future noise levels would not exceed the County’s “acceptable” level for Category A land uses (60
CNEL), and the predicted 5 CNEL increase in traffic noise would be considered a less than substantial
increase in ambient noise levels. Therefore, both direct and cumulative traffic noise impacts along E. Dulin
Road would remain less than significant.

West Lilac Road

As stated in the 2015 Noise Report, two off-site NSLUs are located along West Lilac Road between Old
Highway 395 and Main Street. One is a residence, 8269 West Lilac Road, located approximately 650 feet
west of I-15 and approximately 250 feet south of West Lilac Road. The nearest exterior use area of the
second, Kamp Kuper, is located approximately 890 feet east of I-15, adjacent to the east of the project site
and approximately 340 feet south of West Lilac Road. At these particular locations noise levels are
dominated by traffic noise from I-15 and noise levels from the I-15 traffic would be 69 and 67 CNEL at the
residence and at Kamp Kuper, respectively, while noise levels from West Lilac Road would be 58 and 56 at
the residence and Kamp Kuper, respectively. The project would not increase traffic noise levels associated
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with the I-15 by a perceptible amount (< 1 decibel), and the predicted noise level increase from West Lilac
Road would be less than significant as the direct and cumulative traffic noise generated by West Lilac
Road would not affect the ambient noise level at the residence or at Kamp Kuper.

Substantial noise level increases would also occur along West Lilac Road between West Main Street and
East Main Street, Covey Lane and Circle R Drive, and Circle R Drive to Lilac Road. However, as with other
development in this area, due to the large residential lots located along West Lilac Road, substantial
increases in noise levels may not result in significant impacts at existing NSLU locations, i.e., exterior use
areas. The 2015 Noise Report conducted detailed modeling of the off-site receivers along West Lilac Road
and determined the noise levels at the off-site NSLU along West Lilac Road would not exceed the County
standard of 60 CNEL or actual increases would be less than 3 CNEL. Due to the potential impacts along
West Lilac Road and the potential for a substantial increase along West Lilac Road between Lilac Road and
West Main Street, a similar detailed traffic noise modeling exercise was conducted to determine the noise
levels at surrounding NSLU, and also to determine the actual increase when including the consideration of
affected roads in the immediate area. The modeling receiver locations are listed along with the noise level
standard and assessor parcel number for identification purposes (Table 4).

Table 4
Off-Site Local Receiver Locations

Modeled
Point

Land Use/
Acceptable

CNEL
Assessor’s

Parcel Number
Modeled

Point

Land Use/
Acceptable

CNEL
Assessor’s

Parcel Number
R-66 A/60 128-280-44 R-138 A/60 128-290-43
R-67 A/60 128-280-56 R-139 A/60 128-290-73
R-68 A/60 128-440-11 R-140 A/60 127-061-08
R-69 A/60 127-072-28 R-141 A/60 127-061-07
R-70 A/60 125-232-31 R-142 A/60 127-061-06
R-71 A/60 128-280-53 R-143 A/60 127-061-05
R-72 A/60 128-280-52 R-144 A/60 127-061-03
R-73 A/60 128-280-23 R-145 A/60 127-072-48
R-74 A/60 128-280-28 R-146 A/60 125-231-33
R-75 A/60 128-280-07 R-147 A/60 127-071-45
R-76 A/60 128-280-32 R-148 A/60 127-071-16
R-77 A/60 128-280-33 R-149 A/60 129-430-14
R-78 A/60 128-280-34 R-150 A/60 129-430-13
R-79 A/60 128-280-51 R-151 A/60 129-390-38
R-80 A/60 128-280-38 R-152 A/60 129-390-18
R-81 A/60 128-280-61 R-153 A/60 129-390-38
R-82 A/60 128-280-62 R-154 A/60 129-390-40
R-83 A/60 128-280-39 R-155 A/60 128-290-40
R-84 A/60 128-310-50 R-156 A/60 128-290-34
R-85 A/60 128-310-31 R-157 A/60 128-310-52
R-86 A/60 128-310-46 R-158 A/60 128-310-51
R-87 A/60 128-310-38 R-159 A/60 128-310-40
R-88 A/60 128-310-47 R-160 A/60 128-310-39
R-89 A/60 128-310-36 R-161 A/60 129-300-35
R-90 A/60 128-310-45 R-162 A/60 129-111-36
R-91 A/60 128-310-44 R-163 A/60 129-111-57
R-92 A/60 128-290-76 R-164 A/60 129-111-53
R-93 A/60 128-290-77 R-165 A/60 129-111-60
R-94 A/60 128-290-36 R-166 A/60 129-111-54
R-95 A/60 128-290-37 R-167 A/60 129-111-06
R-96 A/60 128-290-67 R-168 A/60 129-111-05
R-97 A/60 128-290-65 R-169 A/60 129-111-49
R-98 A/60 128-290-64 R-170 A/60 129-111-03
R-99 A/60 129-010-83 R-171 A/60 129-111-50

R-100 A/60 129-010-84 R-172 A/60 129-390-43
R-101 A/60 129-010-85 R-173 A/60 129-390-44
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Table 4
Off-Site Local Receiver Locations

Modeled
Point

Land Use/
Acceptable

CNEL
Assessor’s

Parcel Number
Modeled

Point

Land Use/
Acceptable

CNEL
Assessor’s

Parcel Number
R-102 A/60 129-010-86 R-174 A/60 129-390-42
R-103 A/60 129-010-64 R-175 A/60 129-390-18
R-104 A/60 129-090-01 R-176 A/60 129-390-63
R-105 A/60 129-010-66 R-177 A/60 129-390-64
R-106 A/60 129-380-01 R-178 A/60 129-390-62
R-107 A/60 129-011-18 R-179 A/60 129-390-40
R-108 A/60 129-011-19 R-180 A/60 129-390-60
R-109 A/60 129-011-21 R-181 A/60 129-100-40
R-110 A/60 129-211-01 R-182 A/60 129-100-83
R-111 A/60 129-211-11 R-183 A/60 129-100-82
R-112 A/60 129-430-01 R-184 A/60 129-100-75
R-113 A/60 129-430-07 R-185 A/60 129-100-69
R-114 A/60 129-430-06 R-186 A/60 129-100-30
R-115 A/60 129-430-02 R-187 A/60 127-522-18
R-116 A/60 129-430-05 R-188 B/65 172-293-14
R-117 A/60 129-430-03 R-189 B/65 172-293-11
R-118 A/60 129-430-04 R-190 B/65 127-600-29
R-119 A/60 129-430-11 R-191 B/65 127-600-27
R-120 A/60 129-430-12 R-192 B/65 172-293-09
R-121 A/60 129-300-46 R-193 B/65 127-600-24
R-122 A/60 129-011-23 R-194 B/65 127-600-19
R-123 A/60 129-010-61 R-195 B/65 127-600-31
R-124 A/60 129-300-04 R-196 B/65 127-600-13
R-125 A/60 129-010-78 R-197 B/65 127-600-35
R-126 A/60 129-300-37 R-198 B/65 127-600-01
R-127 A/60 129-300-36 R-199 B/65 127-600-40
R-128 A/60 129-300-26 R-200 G/70 172-250-04
R-129 A/60 129-300-05 R-201 G/70 172-250-04
R-130 A/60 129-300-21 R-202 G/70 172-250-04
R-131 A/60 129-300-30 R-203 G/70 172-250-01
R-132 A/60 128-290-53 R-204 G/70 172-250-01
R-133 A/60 127-450-04 R-205 B/65 172-241-26
R-134 A/60 128-290-52 R-206 B/65 172-241-70
R-135 A/60 127-060-33 R-207 B/65 172-241-18
R-136 A/60 127-061-10 R-208 B/65 172-241-08
R-137 A/60 127-061-09 R-209 B/65 172-241-32

R-210 B/65 172-241-01
CNEL = community noise equivalent level

Table 5 provides the existing and Cumulative plus Project traffic noise levels and compares the noise levels
to determine the noise level increases at these NSLU. Receiver locations are shown in Figures 1 through 9.

Based on the noise levels shown in Table 5, no NSLU would be exposed to a substantial cumulative noise
level increase. That is, no NSLU along West Lilac Road between West Main Street and East Main Street,
Covey Lane and Circle R Drive, and Circle R Drive to Lilac Road would be exposed to a 10 CNEL increase
over existing noise levels, or where noise levels exceed the County’s compatible noise level, noise level
increases would not exceed 3 A-weighted decibels. Detailed modeling input and output data sheets are
included in Attachment 1.
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Table 5
Existing and Cumulative Plus Project Noise Levels at Off-Site Local Receiver Locations

(CNEL)
Modeled

Point
Existing

Noise Level
Future

Noise Level Change
Modeled

Point
Existing

Noise Level
Future

Noise Level Change
R-66 56.8 57.2 0.4 R-138 49 49.6 0.6
R-67 48.6 49.6 1 R-139 49.7 50.2 0.5
R-68 46.3 50.9 4.6 R-140 50.2 50.7 0.5
R-69 55 55.5 0.5 R-141 50.4 50.8 0.4
R-70 52.4 53 0.6 R-142 51.9 52.2 0.3
R-71 53.8 57.3 3.5 R-143 53.7 53.9 0.2
R-72 53.1 56.5 3.4 R-144 57 57.1 0.1
R-73 52 55.3 3.3 R-145 54.3 54.6 0.3
R-74 49.2 51.5 2.3 R-146 60.1 61.9 1.8
R-75 49.8 52.5 2.7 R-147 60.2 61 0.8
R-76 48.7 50.9 2.2 R-148 55 56.7 1.7
R-77 51.6 55.1 3.5 R-149 44.4 47.1 2.7
R-78 49.3 52.2 2.9 R-150 47.8 52.2 4.4
R-79 48.7 51.3 2.6 R-151 44.5 46.7 2.2
R-80 47.1 48.8 1.7 R-152 48.7 52.2 3.5
R-81 46.9 48.6 1.7 R-153 43.8 44.6 0.8
R-82 46.5 48.3 1.8 R-154 45.4 46.7 1.3
R-83 49.7 56.5 6.8 R-155 45.5 46.7 1.2
R-84 49.5 51.8 2.3 R-156 46.3 47.8 1.5
R-85 49.4 52.5 3.1 R-157 48.1 49.9 1.8
R-86 45.7 49.1 3.4 R-158 50 51.8 1.8
R-87 49.6 51.9 2.3 R-159 47.2 48.8 1.6
R-88 45.4 47.5 2.1 R-160 45.8 47.1 1.3
R-89 48.5 50.5 2 R-161 48.7 53.5 4.8
R-90 45.7 47.4 1.7 R-162 49.1 52.4 3.3
R-91 45.3 46.9 1.6 R-163 49.1 52.4 3.3
R-92 45.2 49.1 3.9 R-164 43.2 45.2 2
R-93 47.9 55.1 7.2 R-165 44.5 47 2.5
R-94 47.7 50.7 3 R-166 45.4 48.2 2.8
R-95 48.8 50.3 1.5 R-167 51.5 54.9 3.4
R-96 56.5 56.6 0.1 R-168 45.9 48.7 2.8
R-97 54 54.3 0.3 R-169 46.8 49.7 2.9
R-98 46.4 47.4 1 R-170 47.4 50.4 3
R-99 50.8 51.1 0.3 R-171 47.2 50.1 2.9
R-100 53.1 53.5 0.4 R-172 46.3 49.1 2.8
R-101 45.2 46.2 1 R-173 43.1 44.6 1.5
R-102 44.2 45.4 1.2 R-174 48.2 51.2 3
R-103 44.5 46.5 2 R-175 48.8 52 3.2
R-104 43.3 44.9 1.6 R-176 47.3 49 1.7
R-105 43.2 44.5 1.3 R-177 44.7 45.9 1.2
R-106 42.9 44.2 1.3 R-178 47 48.4 1.4
R-107 42.9 48.6 5.7 R-179 45.9 47.2 1.3
R-108 42.7 44.9 2.2 R-180 45.1 46 0.9
R-109 42.9 46.9 4 R-181 47 48.1 1.1
R-110 42.3 43.3 1 R-182 45 45.6 0.6
R-111 42.3 43.2 0.9 R-183 45.4 46.1 0.7
R-112 42.5 43.4 0.9 R-184 44.7 45.3 0.6
R-113 42.5 43.5 1 R-185 55.1 56.5 1.4
R-114 42.7 43.7 1 R-186 47.9 48.7 0.8
R-115 42.7 43.9 1.2 R-187 47.3 47.7 0.4
R-116 43 44.5 1.5 R-188 48.2 49 0.8
R-117 44.5 47.4 2.9 R-189 47.8 48.6 0.8
R-118 44.3 46.9 2.6 R-190 53.7 55 1.3
R-119 43.5 45.3 1.8 R-191 49.9 51 1.1
R-120 45.2 48.5 3.3 R-192 46.7 47.3 0.6
R-121 44.6 45.2 0.6 R-193 52.3 53.5 1.2
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Table 5
Existing and Cumulative Plus Project Noise Levels at Off-Site Local Receiver Locations

(CNEL)
Modeled

Point
Existing

Noise Level
Future

Noise Level Change
Modeled

Point
Existing

Noise Level
Future

Noise Level Change
R-122 44.3 45.1 0.8 R-194 50.3 51.4 1.1
R-123 45.9 46.8 0.9 R-195 58 59.3 1.3
R-124 46.4 46.7 0.3 R-196 48.7 49.6 0.9
R-125 46.9 47.2 0.3 R-197 59.6 61 1.4
R-126 46.7 47 0.3 R-198 48.2 49.1 0.9
R-127 47 47.3 0.3 R-199 61.2 62.6 1.4
R-128 46.8 47.1 0.3 R-200 58.6 59.9 1.3
R-129 46.5 46.8 0.3 R-201 58.7 60 1.3
R-130 47.6 47.9 0.3 R-202 48.1 48.8 0.7
R-131 48.1 48.4 0.3 R-203 60.4 61.7 1.3
R-132 48.7 49.1 0.4 R-204 51.9 52.9 1
R-133 50.4 50.7 0.3 R-205 52.8 53.8 1
R-134 49.4 49.7 0.3 R-206 51 51.7 0.7
R-135 51.1 51.3 0.2 R-207 54.8 55.9 1.1
R-136 50.4 50.7 0.3 R-208 57.9 59.1 1.2
R-137 51.3 51.5 0.2 R-209 52.6 53.1 0.5

R-210 58.7 59.9 1.2
CNEL = community noise equivalent level

If you have any questions about the results of this analysis, please contact me at (619) 308-9333 ext. 124 or
wmaddux@reconenvironmental.com.

Sincerely,

William A. Maddux
Senior Noise and Air Quality Specialist

WAM:sh

Attachment

Reference Cited

Linscott, Law & Greenspan Engineers (LLG)
2018 Technical Addendum to the 2015 Traffic Impact Study, Lilac Hills Ranch, San Diego County,

California. January 12.

RECON Environmental, Inc.
2015 Noise Report, Lilac Hills Ranch, San Diego County, California. June 1.



FIGURE 1

Modeled Receiver Locations
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FIGURE 2

Modeled Receiver Locations
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FIGURE 3

Modeled Receiver Locations
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FIGURE 4

Modeled Receiver Locations
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FIGURE 5

Modeled Receiver Locations
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FIGURE 6

Modeled Receiver Locations

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(!(

!(

!(

O
L
D

 H
IG

H
W

A
Y

 3
9
5

S
H

IR
E

Y
R
D

VIA
URNER

W
AY

ROCKING
H

O
R

S
E

R
D

STANDE L LN

PALOS VERDES DR

§̈¦15

R-66

R-69

R-134

R-135

R-136

R-137

R-138

R-139

R-140

R-141

R-142R-143

R-144

R-145

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(!(

!(

!(

O
L
D

 H
IG

H
W

A
Y

 3
9
5

S
H

IR
E

Y
R
D

VIA
URNER

W
AY

ROCKING
H

O
R

S
E

R
D

STANDE L LN

PALOS VERDES DR

§̈¦15

R-66

R-69

R-134

R-135

R-136

R-137

R-138

R-139

R-140

R-141

R-142R-143

R-144

R-145

M:\JOBS4\6153\common_gis\fig1_nosltr.mxd   1/29/2018   sab 

0 400Feet

Image source:  NearMaps (flown Nov 2017)

[

!( Receivers

!(!(
!(

!(

!(
!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(

!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(

!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(
!(!(!(
!(!(!(
!(
!(!(!(!(!(!(

!(!(!(!(

!(
!(

!(

!(
!(
!(!(!(!(!(!(

!(
!(
!(!(
!(!(!(
!(!(!(!(!(!(

!(

!(!(!(

!(!(!(
!(

!(
!(

!(

!(

!(!(!(!(

!(

!(!(!(!(!(
!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(

!(
!(!(!(
!(
!(
!(!(!(!(

!(
!(

!(
!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(!(

8

9

6 7

4 5

2 3

1



FIGURE 7

Modeled Receiver Locations
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