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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION

11 OVERVIEW
1.2 THE GENERAL PLAN

The Geperal Plan is the primary community planning tool which balances all aspects
of growth and development. It is a long-term, comprehensive framework for the
physical, sociat and economic issues in a community's planning area. Visalia's General
Plan is a long-range guide for attaining the City's ultimate service area and
accommmodating its population to the year 2020. The plan is a comprehensive document
which coordinates all components of the City's physical development.

State law requires all cities and counties to adopt and maintain a General Plan. It must
include seven elements (Land Use, Circulation, Housing, Conservation, Open Space,
Noise and Safety). These mandatory elements may be supplemented by optional
elements at the discretion of the local jurisdiction. The Visalia General Plan includes
the following optional elements: Urban Boundaries, Seismic Safety, Historic
Preservation and Scenic Highways. These General Plan Elements must be consistent.
No conflicts (text or map) are allowed among the Plan's elements.

Amending the General Plan is accomplished by short-term (yearly adjustments) and
longer-term (major revisions or updates). Government Code Sections 65350 et seq.
outlines the procedures to amend the General Plan, and the plan may be amended only
"in the public mterest." Therefore, a Generat Plan should be amended only with broad
support and when such a change is necessary (o accommodate changing community
conditions or attitudes.

Each mandatory General Plan element (text and maps) may be amended as many as
four times per year. This requirement does not apply to optional General Plan
amendments. State law does not establish a schedule for major revisions or updates
(except every five years for the Housing Element). However, periodic review should
occur every five years. '

1.3 NOISE ELEMENT

Requirements for the Noise Element are detailed in Government Code Section
65302(f). These requirements indicate that a Noise Element, at a minimum, is to
identify and appraise noise problems in the community according to the guidelines
adopted by the Office of Noise Control - State Department of Health Services (ONC).

1-1




Chapter 1: Introduction

According to the Government Code requirements for Noise Elements and the ONC
Guidelines, noise exposure information should be developed as part of the Noise
Element for the following major noise §ources:

Highways and freeways

Primary arterials and major local streets
Railroad operatlons

Aircraft ‘and airport operations

Local industrial facilities

Otﬁer stationary sources.

I R N

Noise-sensitive areas to be considered during the development of noise exposure
information should mclude areas containing the following noise sensmve land uses:

1. Residential development

2, Schools

3. Hospitals, rest homes and Iong -term medical or mental care facilities
4. Churches

5.

Other uses deemed noise sensitive by the local jurisdiction.

The ONC Guidelines require that certain major noise sources ‘and areas containing
noise sensitive land uses be identified and quantified by preparing generalized noise
exposure contours for current and projected -conditions withifi the community.

* Contours may be prepared in terms of either the Commumty Noise Equivalent Level
(CNEL) or the Day-Night Average Level (L), which are descriptors of total noise
exposure at a given location for an annual average day. CNEL and L, are’ generally
considered to be equivalent descriptors of the community noise environment within plus
or minus 1.0 dB. Appendix A provides an explanation of the acoustrcal terminology
used in this docurnent

The Noise Element is most directly related to the Land Use & Circulation Elements of
the General Plan. Its relationship to the Land Use Element is direct, since the
implementation of either element has the potential to result in the creation or
elimination of noise conflicts between land uses. The Land Use Element and the Noise
Element should be consistent in order to discourage the development of incompatible
adjacent land -uses, thereby preventing impacts upon noise sensitive uses and
encroachment upon existing noise generating facilities.
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The Circulation Element is linked to the Noise Element since traffic routing and
volurnes directly affect and are the primary cause of community noise exposure. For
example, increased traffic volume may produce increased noise in a residential area so
that noise cofitrol measures are required to provide an acceptable noise environment.
Sirnilarly, simple site design techniques may provide sigriificant noise relief to an area.

It is intended that the noise exposure information developed during the preparation of
the Noise Element be utilized by Visalia to imiplement the requirements of California
Administrative Code (CAC) Title 24 by providing a basis for determining where noise-
related land use conflicts presently exist or may occur in the future. It is also intended
that the noise exposure information developed for the Noise Element be used to provide
baseline levels for use in the review of development projécts and enforcement of the
local noise control ordinance. The noise ordinance has already been adopted to address
noise lévels generated by local industrial, commercial, agricultural and residentidl uses,
which are not otherwise regulated by federal of state noise level standards. City
regulation of noise sources such as traffic on public roadways, railroad operations and
aircraft operations is pre-empted by existing federal and/or state regulations, meaning
that such sources generally may not be addressed by the noise ordinance. Such factors
are, however, to be considered when making land use decisions and recommendations.

1.4 TECHNICAL REFERENCE REPORT

A separate Technical Reference Report has been prepared in support of this Noise
Element which providés discussions of the fundamieritals of noise assessment, the
effects of noise on people, criteria for acceptable noise exposure and the techniques
availdble for ndise control. It is intended that the Technical Reference Report serve as
a reference for Visalia during the review of documents or proposals which refer to the
measurement of effects of noise.

1.5 ELEMENT GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Goal, Objective, Policy, Program and Standard statements used in this Element are
defined below: ‘ ' .o

Goal: A future end or condition related to public health, safety or
general welfare toward which Visalia will direct planning and
implementation.

1-3
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Objective: A specific end or condition which is an intermediate step to attain
a goal. There may be several objectives to attain a goal.

Policy: A specific statement that guides decision-making. The word
'shall’ makes a policy statement mandatory. A policy is
implemented by specific action programs.

Program: An action or strategy carried out to meet policies and achieve
objectives.

Standard: A rule estaﬁlishing a level of quality or quantity that must be
-~ complied with or satisfied. ‘

This element of the Visalia General Plan has three goal statements and a series of
complementing policies and programs. The Element's goals are listed below:

1. Protect citizens from the harmful effects of exposure to excessive noise.
2. Protect the City's economic base by preventing the encroachment of
incompatible land uses near known noise producing industries, railroads,

airports, and other sources.

3. Protect existing and future noise-sensitive land uses from encroachment
of and exposure to excessive levels of noise.

1.6 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN THE ELEMENT REVISION PROCESS

Prior to development of the Draft Noise Element, the following public meetings and
workshops were conducted:

L. Planning Commission Study Session in 1988 and 1989.
Adoption of the Final Noise Element will involve the following actions:
1. Circulation of a Negative Declaration.

2. Planning Commission Study Session.
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3. Planning Commission Public Hearing and recommendation for approval
for the Noise Element and environmental document.

4. City Council Work Session.

5. City Council Public Hearing and adoption of the environmental document
and the Noise Element.
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CHAPTER 2: EXISTING AND
FUTURE NOISE ENVIRONMENT

3.1 OVERVIEW OF SOURCES

There are a number of potentially significant sources of community noise within the
City of Visalia. These sources include traffic on State highways and major City and
County roadways, railroad operations, airport operations, and industrial, commercial
and agricultural activities. Figure 1 shows the locations of major city noise sources for
which generalized L, or CNEL contours have been prepared.

2.2 METHODS AND NOISE EXPOSURE MAPS

Analytical noise modeling techniques were used in conjunction with actual field noise
level measurements to develop generalized L, or CNEL contours for future (2020)
traffic projection conditions contained in the Draft 1995 Circulation Element update,
and for fixed-point sources. The analytical noise modeling techniques generally make
use of noise source-specific data, including average levels of activity, hours of
operation, seasonal fluctuations, and average levels of noise from source operations.
These methods have been developed for many environmental noise sources, including
roadways, railroad line operations, railroad yard operations, industrial plants and
aircraft/airport operations. Such methods will produce reliable results as long as data
inputs and assumptions are valid for the sources being studied. The methods used in
the development of this Element closely follow recommendations made by the State
Office of Noise Control, and included in FHWA Highway Traffic Noise Prediction
Model for roadway sources, the Wyle Laboratories method for determining railroad
noise exposure and the FAA's Integrated Noise Model (INM) for the assessment of
aircraft/airport noise sources.

For industrial, commercial and other stationary sources identified for study, a
combination of source-specific noise level data and accepted calculation procedures was
used to characterize noise emissions, based upon operational data obtained from source
operators. The noise exposure information developed during the preparation of the
Noise Element does not include all conceivable sources of industrial, commercial or
agricultural noise within the County, but rather is a representative sampling of typical
sources. The noise exposure information developed for the sources identified for study
should be used only as an indicator of potential noise impacts when other, similar
sources are considered.

2-1




Chapter 2: Existing and Future Noise Environment

Noise exposure contours for fixed point and onsite sources of noise within Visalia are
iltustrated in Appendix B. It should be noted that these contours are generally based
upon anmual average conditions (unless otherwise noted), and are intended to be
representative of "typical” conditions for the types of noise sources being characterized.
This noise exposure information should be used by the City during the project review
and long-range planning processes to identify areas which are potentially noise-
impacted. It should be noted that site-specific studies would generally indicate that the
noise exposure information presented in Appendix B represents a conservative (worst-
case) assessment of noise exposure, and that local topographical features, natural or
man-made barriers or intervening buildings may significantly affect noise exposure at
a given receiver location. Further, the fixed point source noise inventory was
conducted in 1986. Since that time, improvements have been made to the various
facilities that were inventoried, including a reduction of railroad operations and
modification of noise emission at the major manufacturing plants. For this reason, the
inventory should be considered a "worst case" scenario.

2.3 COMMUNITY NOISE SURVEY

As required by the Government Code and ONC Guidelines, a community noise survey
was conducted to document noise exposure in areas of the City containing noise
sensitive land uses. Noise monitoring sites were selected to be representative of typical
conditions in areas where noise sensitive land uses are located. A total of eight
monitoring sites were selected, as listed in Table 1. A combination of short-term and
continuous noise monitoring was used to document existing noise levels at these
locations during the month of November, 1986. Noise levels were sampled for
approximately fifteen minutes during each of three periods of the day and night so that
reliable estimates of Ly, could be prepared. The data collected during the short-term
sampling program included the L., maximum noise level, minimum noise level and a
description of noise sources which were audible at the monitoring sites. Continuous
noise monitoring was conducted to document fluctuations in noise levels over a typical
24-hour period in areas which are representative of the different types of noise
environments within the City. Noise level data collected during continuous monitoring
include the L., maximum noise level, and the statistical distribution of noise Ievels for
each hour of the sample period. The hourly fluctuations of noise levels at the sites
where contmuous noise monitoring was conducted and depicted in graphic form in the
Technical Reference Report.

The noise survey results indicate that noise levels, measured at property lines, in areas

containing noise sensitive land uses in the City range from 45 to 55 dB L,,. As would
be expected, the quietest areas were those which are removed from major
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Chapter 2: Existing and Future Noise Environment

transportation related noise sources and local industrial or other major stationary noise
sources. It is anticipated that noise levels in recreational areas would be somewhat
higher than measured during the survey during the summer season, when such areas
receive greater use. The noisier locations monitored during the survey were in areas
located near State highways and major City streets, or major industrial noise sources,
Maximum noise levels observed during the survey were generally caused by local
automobile traffic or heavy trucks. Other sources of maximum noise levels included
occasional aircraft overflights, railroad operations, barking dogs, and nearby industrial,
commercial, and agricultural equipment and machinery. Background noise levels in
the absence of the above described sources were caused by distant traffic, wind in the
trees, running water, birds and distant agricultural, industrial or other stationary noise
sources.

Table 2 shows a quantitative estimate and illustration of the noise contours associated
with the traffic projections contained in the Circulation Element. These estimates
indicate that the primary impacts will occur along arterials and heavily travelled
collector roadways.
TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF NOISE SURVEY DATA

Steamdloaton | |1D |IN |Lmsx | Gewed | Ll | Gowes  [Lan
1 | North Visalia 54 45 65 (traffic) 41 {traffic)
Community Center
2 Golden West High 51 36 60 (aircraft) 35 {traffic) 504B
School
3 Recreation Park 55 41 61 (truck) 39 (auto) 55dB
4 College of Sequoias 47 40 64 {traffic) 28 (traffic) 43dB
5 | Jefferson Park 52 40 62 (traffic) 38 (traffic) 51dB
6 Willow Glen School 57 41 69 {truck) 37 (traffic) 56dB
7 Crestwoad School 46 34 53 (traffic) 33 (industry) 45dB
8 | Victor Street and 49 40 67 (traffic) 37 (traffic) 49dB
| Jackie Street _
Lp = Average L, of two 15-minute samples obtained between 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m. except for sites marked with

** where 24-hour monitoring was conducted.

L, = L,, for one 15-minite sample obtained between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. except for sites marked with ** where
24-hour monitoring was conducted.

Measured at property'line
* = L, estimated from L, and L,

2-4
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TABLE 2 _
" NOISE CONTOUR ESTIMATES
ADT ' Distance (feet) to
1 ' dB(A) @
STREET/CROSS STREET | YR2020[ 5o = | 70 4B | 65 dBIA | 60 dB(T
JAVENUE 320 . :
Plaza to Shirk 6,400 60 10 25 50}
Shirk to Akers 9,600 62| 15 30 708
Akers to Demaree 11,800 63 15 35 80
Demaree to Mooney 9,800 621 15 30 701
fMooney to Dinuba 11,800 63 15| 35 80
Dinuba to Ben Maddox 8,300 - 61 15 25 60
Ben Maddox to McAuliff 4,900 58 10 15 35
McAuliff to Rd. 156 - 2,800 35 5 10 25
JAVENLE 316 :
[Shirk to Akers 3,200 56 5 15 25
JAkers to Chinowth 6,700 60 10 25 50
IChinowth to Demaree 6,200 59 10 20 45
IDemaree to Mooney 4,800 58 10 15 35
|Mooney to Giddings 5,200 59 10 20 45
Giddings to Dinuba 7,300 60) 10 - 25 50
RIGGIN
(Betty) 99 to Plaza 32,300 68 35 80 170
Plaza to Rd 88 37,000 69 45 90 200
Rd 88 to Akers 47,500 71 60 125 270
Akers to Demaree 47,800 71 60 125 270
Demaree to Mooney 57,300 72 70 145 315
Mooney to Dinuba - 58,500 72 70 145 315
Dinuba to Court 34,400 69 45 90 200
Court to Ben Maddox 24,400 | 67 30 70 145
Ben Maddox to Lovers Lane 10,200 62 15 30 70
Lovers Lane to McAuliff 6,300 60 10 25 50
McAuliff to Road 148 4,000 57 5 15 30
FERGUSON
Shirk to Akers 14,100 64 20 45 90
Akers to Demaree - 7,500 60 10 25 50
Demaree to Mooney 8,900 61 15 25 60
Mooney to Dinuba 9,500 62 15 30 70
Dinuba to Santa Fe 10,600 62 15 30 70

*ROUNDED TO NEAREST FIVE FEET




TABLE 2

- NOISE CONTOUR ESTIMATES
o - ADT o Distance (feet) to
STREET/CROss sTReeT | YR2020| T 0@ | 70 B | 65 dBA)" | 60 dB(a)*
DOE - R B
Demaree to Mooney 28,000 68| 35 801 170
(Mooney to Dinuba 25,800 67 30 70 145
Dinuba to Court. - 21,900 66 25¢ 60 125
{Court too Santa Fe 17,500 65 25 50 110
Santa:Fe to Ben Maddox 29,900 68 35 80} 170
Ben Maddox to Lovers Lane 21,500 66 251 60 125
Lovers Lane to McAuliff 18,500 | 65 25 50 110
McAuliff to Road 152 13,300 64 20 45 o0
JGOSHEN
Hwy 99 to Road 78 27,000 67 301 70 145
Road 78 to Road 80 50,800 71 60 125] 270
Road 80 to Shirk 40,100 70 50 110 2308
Shirk to Akers 41,500 70 50 110 230
Akers to Chinowth 47,700 71 60 125 270
1Chinowth to Demaree 31,600 68 35 80 170
Demaree to Giddings 35,400 69 45 90 200
Giddings to Dinuba - 13,300 641 20 45 90
Dinuba to Court 23,600 ; 67 30 70 145
Court to Santa Fe 9,900 62 15 30 70
Santa Fe to Ben Maddox 6,400 60 10 251 50
Ben Maddox to Lovers Lane 7,300 60 10 25 50
HURLEY
Plaza to Road 88 7,500 60 10 25 50
Road 88 to Shirk 9,300 62 15 30 70
Shirk to -Akers 15,900 65 25 50 110
Akers to Chinowth 13,100 64 20 45 90
HWY 198
Shirk to Akers 92,000 741 90 200 430
Akers to Chinowth - 6,700 60 10 - 25( 50
JChinowth to Demaree 9,300 62 15 30| 70
Demaree to Mooney 10,400 62 15 30 70
Mooney to court 80,200 73 80 170 370
[Court to Ben Maddox 80,200 73 30 170 370

*ROUNDED TO NEAREST FIVE FEET




| TABLE 2
l NOISE CONTOUR ESTIMATES
: ADT Distance {feet) to
: 1 dB(A) @
| TREETICROSS STREET | YR 22| —sp |70 OB | 6 dBA" | 60 BAT
Ben Maddox to Lovers Lane 83,200 _ 74) 90 200 - 430
l Lovers Lane to Road 148 69,400 73] 80 170§ 370
Road 148 to Road 152 - 51,4001 71 60 125 270
I TULARE AVENUE | ,‘ |
Akers to Demaree 21,000 66} 25 60 125
| Demares to Mooney 35,300 &8 35 80 17
Mooney to Court _ 30,100 68 35 80| 170}
I Court to Ben Maddox 19,900 66 25 60 125
Ben Maddox to Pinkham 16,200 65 25 50 110}
Pinkham to Lovers Lane - 8,600, 61 15 25 60
I L overs Lane to McAuliff TE.800 60 0 75 50
McAuliff to Road 148 3,200 56 5 15 25
. WALNUT
Plaza to Shirk 24,600 67 30 70| 145
Shirk to Akers , 29,800 68 35 80 170
Akers to Demaree 28,200 68 35 80 170
Demaree to Mooney ' 28,300 | 68 35 80 170
l Mooney to Giddings 33,100 691 45 80 200
{Giddings to Court 33,500 69 45 90 200
l Court to Ben Maddox 31,600 68 35 80 170
Ben Maddox to Lovers Lane 280001 68 35 80| 170
l Lovers Lane to Road 148 24,000 67 30 701 145
WHITENDALE
. [Akers to Demaree ~ 1 19,800 66 25 60 125
Demaree to County Center 22,900 67 30 - 70 145
County Center to Mooney 32,200 68 35 80 170
l Mooney to Giddings 26,400 67 30 700 145
Giddings to Court : 12,800 63 15 35 80
P . .
Santa Fe to Ben Maddox 17,100 65 25 50 110
. Ben Maddox to Lovers Lane 15,000 64 20 45 90
Lovers Lane to McAuliff 10,400 62 i3 30 ' 70
l McAuliff to Road 148 4,400 58 10 15 35
l *ROUNDED TO NEAREST FIVE FEET




TABLE 2

NOISE:CONTOUR ESTIMATES
ADT | T Distance (fee?) to

ISTREET/CROSS STREET | YR 2020 dB;ﬁ') @ [ 70 amcas 65 dB(A)™ | 60 dB(A)*
Shirk to Akers 23,200 67 30 70 145
Akers to Demaree 3,300 56 5 15 25
Demaree to County Center 41,800 | 70 50 110 230
County Center to Mooney 62,400 72 70l - 145 315)
[Mooney to Court 66,600 | k7 700 L 1ds| 315)
§Court to Ben Maddox 54,000 71 60 125} 270
Ben Maddox to Lovers Lane 43,000 70 50 110¢ . 230
Lovers Lane to McAuliff 26,900 67 30 70 145
McAuliff to Road 156 34,000 69 451 . 90 200
AVENUE 276 )

Shirk to Akers 19,600 66 25 60| 125
Akers to Demaree 29,200 68 35 80 170
Demaree to Mooney 40,200 70 50 110 230
Mooney to Court 54,200 71 60| 125 270
§Court to Ben Maddox 45,200 70 50 110 230
Ben Maddox to Lovers Lane 46,400 - 70 50 - 110] 2304
Lovers Lane to McAuliff 28,600 68 35 80{ 170
McAuliff to Road 148 19,600 66 25 60| 125
AVENUE 272

Shirk to Akers 1,500 52 51 5 15
Akers to Demaree 6,200 59 10 20 45
Demaree to Mooney 13,300 64 20 45 90
Mooney to Court 24,100 671 30 70 145

- JCourt to Ben Maddox 18,900 66} 25 60 125

Ben Maddox to Lovers Lane 16,000 65 25 50 110
Lovers Lane to McAuliff 9,100 { 62| 15 30 70
McAuliff to Road 148 34001 56. 5 15 25
HWY 99

Avenue 320 to Midvalley 163,800 77 145 315 680
PLAZA

'Walnut to SR 198 20,000 66 25 60 125
SR 198 to Hurley 65,900 72 70 145 315
Hurley too Goshen 59,200 72 70 145 315

*ROUNDED TO NEAREST FIVE FEET




TABLE 2
NOISE CONTOUR ESTIMATES .
ADT Distance (feet) to
: - dB(A) @ 1
lsrreT/cROSS STREET | YR2000| s | 70 dBIA)™ | 65 dBAT ) 60 BV
Goshen to Avenue 308 46,800 { 70 "50 110 230
Avenue 308 to Riggin 34,300 | 69 45 90 200
Riggin to Avenue 320 24,200 67 30 700 145
[Avenue 320 to Avenue 323 32,900 69 45 90 200
SHIRK _
Avenue 272 to Caldwell 11,400 631 15 a5 80
Caldwell to Wainut 29,400 68 35 80 170
Walnut to Tulare 24,200 67 30 70 143]
Tulare to SR 198 33,100 69 45 90 200]
SR 198 to Goshen 42,500 70 50 110 230§
Goshen to Riggin 43,900 70 50 110 230
Riggin to Avenue 316 8,500 61 15 25} 60
Avenue 316 to Avenue 320 5,700 59 10 20 45
JAKERS :
Avenue 272 to Avenue 276 8,800 61 15 25 60
Avenue 276 to Caldwell 16,700 65 25 50 110
Caldwell to Walnut 28,800 68 35 80 170
Walnut to Tulare 40,600 70 50 110 230
Tulare to SR 193 51,800 | 71 60 125 270
SR 198 to Goshen 49,500 71 60 125 270
Goshien to Ferguson 39,300 69 45 00| - 200
Ferguson to Riggin 19,600 66 25 60 125
Riggin to Avenue 316 14,800 64 20 45 90
Avenue 316 to Avenue 320 7,900 61 15 25 60
DEMAREE
Avenue 272 to Avenue 276 21,500 66 25 60 125
Avenue 276 to SR 198 38,800 6% 45 90 200
SR 198 to Goshen 50,000 71 60 125 270
Goshen to Ferguson 48,900 71 60 125 270
Ferguson to Riggin -36,800. . 69 45 90 200
Riggin to Avenue 316 28,100 68 35 30 170
Avenue 316 to Avenue 320 15,600 64 20 45 90
MOONEY
Avenue 272 to Caldwell 84,800 74 90 200 430

*ROUNDED TO NEAREST FIVE FEET




TABLE 2

NOISE CONTOUR ESTIMATES
: ADT ' : Distance (feet) to
STREET/CROSS STREET | Y 2020 ngg') @ [0 dB(A)* | 65 dB(A)* | 60 dB(A)*
Caldwell to-'Whitendale 1 93,500 74] EL 2000 430
Whitendale to Walnut. | 75.600] 73| sof 170 370
Walnut to Tulare 71,800 73 80 1701 - 3700
Tulare to SR 198 71,200 | 73 80 170] - 370
§Goshen to Riggin 31,700 ¢ 68 35 80 170
Riggin to Avenue 316 21,700 66 25 60 125
JAvenue 316 to Avenue 320 | 9.800 62 15[~ 30 70|
IGIDDINGS - ‘
Whitendale to Tulare 14,500 = 64 20 45 90
Tulare to SR 198 23,000° 67 30 70 145
DINUBA | -
Avenue 216 to Avenue 316 - 48,400 71 60 125 270
COURT
Avenue 272 to Avenue 276 1 40,200 70 ' 50| 110 230
Avenue 276 to Caldwell 47,400 | 70 50| 110 230
Caldwell to Walnut 53,700 | 71 60 125 270
'Walnut to Tulare § 63,100 72 70 145 315
Tulare to SR 198 74,900 73 80 170 370
SR 198 to Avenue 216 71,300 73 80 170 370}
Avenue 216 to Riggin 15,600 64 20 45 S |
[BEN MADDOX
Avenue 272 to Caldwell 20,700 66 25 60 125
Caldwell to K Road 31,200 68 35 80 170
K Road to Walnut 44 200 70 50 110 230
Walnut to SR 198 - 53,500 71 60 125} 270
SR 198 to Avenue 216 46,800 70 50 110 230
Avenue 216 to Riggin _ 35,700 69 45 90 200
LOVERS LANE
Avenue 272 to Avenue 276 4 19,800 66 25 60 125
Avenue 276 Caldwell 36,900 69 45 90 200§
Caldwell to K Road " 32,900 69 45 90 200]
K Road to SR 198 29,400 68 35 80 170]
SR 198 to Goshen 35,800 | 69 45 90 200}

"ROUNDED TO NEAREST FIVE FEET




TABLE 2
NOISE CONTOUR ESTIMATES
ADT Distance (feet) to
dB(A) @

STREET/CROSS STREET | YR2020| g5 — | 70dBIA)" | 65 dB(AS | 60 dB(A)*
Goshen to Avenue 216 22,200 66 25 60 125
[Avenue 216 to St.Johns 11,600 63 15 35 80
[St.Johns to Avenue 320 4,100 57 5 15 30}
| i
IROAD 148/MC AULIFF . l
fAvenue 272 to Caldwell 11,600 63 15 35 80]
[Caldwell to Walnut 15,200 64 20 45 90
{Wainut to Tulare 22,000 66 25 60 125
ITulare to Goshen 22,200 66 25 60 125
Goshen to Avenue 216 16,800 65 25 50 110
Riggin to Avenue 329. 5,800 _ 59 10 20 45

*ROUNDED TO NEAREST FIVE FEET
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CHAPTER 3: GOALS AND
POLICIES

3.1 GOALS
Noise Element goals are:

1. Protect citizens of Visalia from the harmful effects of exposure to
excessive noise.

2. Protect the City's economic base by preventing the encroachment of
incompatible land uses near known noise producing industries, railroads,
airports and other sources.

3. Protect existing noise sensitive land uses from encroachment of and
exposure to excessive levels of noise.

The goals of the Noise Element may be realized by pursuing the policies, and programs
outlined in this Chapter.

3.2 LAND USE COMPATIBILITY GUIDELINES

Figure 2 is provided as a reference concerning the sensitivity of different land uses to
their noise environment. It is intended to illustrate the range of noise levels which are
allow the full range of activities normally associated with a given land use. For
example, exterior noise levels in the range of 50-65 dB L, (or CNEL) or below are
generally considered acceptable for residential land uses, since these levels will usually
allow normal outdoor and indoor activities such as sleep and communication to occur .
without interruption. Industrial facilities, however, can be relatively insensitive to
noise and may generally be located in a noise environment of up to 75 dB Ly, (or
CNEL) without significant adverse effects.

3.3 GENERAL PLAN CONSISTENCY
Other elements of the Visalia General Plan contain policies or objectives which directly

address noise issues in the community, The following is a summary of those policies
which were in effect at the time of the Noise Element's adoption.

3-1
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FIGURE 2
LAND USE COMPATIBILITY FOR COMMUNTTY NOISE ENVIRONMENTS

LAND USE CATEGORY
35
|

10

COMMUNITY NOISE EXPOSURE
tdn OR CNEL, dB

INTERPRETATION

15

60 SrS

RESIDENTIAL — LOW DENSITY
SINGLE FAMILY, DUPLEX,
MOBILE HOMES

NORMALLY ACCEPTABLE

Specified land use is satisfactory, based
upan the assumption that any buildings

involved ire of normal conventional

RESIDENTIAL = MULTIL. FAMILY

constructian, withaut any special noisa
insulation requirements,

Uit

[N §2
=
ALLY ACCEPTABL
TRANSIENT LODGING — _ | CONDITIONALL TABLE
MOTELS, HOTELS e New canstruction or deveiopment should
i ' | = be undertaken only after 2 detailed anaiysis
I S RIS ST of the naise reduction requirements is made
SCHOOLS, LIBRARIES, - : W ] and needed noise insufation features included
CHURCHES, HOSPITALS, e in the design. Canventional construction, but
NURSING HOMES s with ciosed windows and fresh air suppiy
= " systeéms ar air conditioning will normaily
AUDITORIUMS, CONCERT o || suffice.
HALLS, AMPHITHEATRES N I IR e
' } .
SPORTS ARENA. OUTDOOR ) } ‘ ' NORMALLY UNACCEPTABLE
3 G UL New canstruction or development shauld
SPECTATOR SPORTS l il S o3 generally be discouraged. If new construction
: or deveiopment daes proceed, 2 deqiled analysis
e aof the noise reduction requirements must be
PLAYGROUNDS, [ made and nesded noise insulation feamres -

NE!GHBCORHCOD PARKS

Inciuded in the design.

._
o

GOLF COURSES, RIDING

STABLES, WATER RECREATICN,

CLEARLY UNACCEPTABLE

CEMETERIES ! i New constructien ar develapment should
QFFICE BUILDINGS, BUSINESS . et J generally not be undertaken.
COMMERCIAL AND e

PROFESSIONAL e

INDUSTRIAL MANUFACTURING  fuieolion s boiode

UTILITIES, AGRICULTURE W////;//i/////ﬁ :

CONSIDERATIONS IN DETERMINATION OF NOISE~COMPATIBLE LAND USE

A, NORMALIZED NQISE EXPOSURE INFORMATION DESIRED

Where wfficient daea exists, evaluate land use sitability with respect
10 1 "normalized” value of CNEL of Ly, Normalized values e
obtained by addiny or subtracting the consans deacribed in Tabie |
to the measured or calculated value of CNEL or Lyp,

B. NGISE SOURCE CHARACTERISTICS

The land use-noize compatibility ‘recomemendations shauld be viewed
in relation to the wexific source of the noise. For exampie, zircraft
and railread noise 5 nermally made up of higher tingle noise events
than sute triffic but accurs less frequenty, Therafare, different

" sdurces yielding the same compasite noise expasure do nol necessarily
create the ame noise enviranment, The Stzte Aeronautics Act uses
€5 dB CNEL a1 the criterion which airparts must eventaily meet to
Protect existing residential communities fram yracceptable expasure
ta aireraft noiie. 1n order to facilitate the purpases of the Act, gne of
which is ta encaurzge land uses compaiible with the 65 B CNEL
criterion wherever povsible, and ln arder to facilicate the ability of
3irparts to comply with the Act, residentizl uses Iocated in Came

" paubiiley, typleslly below the mazimum considersd * normaily

munity Naise Exposure Aress greater than 65 d8 thould be discour.
ated and considered located within normally unmaccrprable areas.

C. SUITABLE INTERIOR ENVIRONMENTS

Cre objective of tacating residential units refative to 2 known naise
sourcz i3 10 maintain a svitable interior naise environment 2t no
greater than 45 dB CNEL of [y,. This cequirement, coupied with
the messured or calculated noise reduction perfarmance of the type
of strscture under comideration, should fovern the minimum iccept-
3die distince to a1 noise saurce.

D, ACCEFTASLE QUTDOOR ENVIRQNMENTS

Arncther comsideratian, which in some communitles is 21 averriding
faztor, is the desice for an 1cceptzble cutdoor noise environment.
When thiy is the cate, more restrictive 1tandards far tand yie com=

scsztable” for that land use category, may he apprapriate.

Saurca: Callfornia Ctifica of Nclse Caontrol

[




