
























RESOLUTION NO. P15-10 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF SANTA CLARITA 

ADOPTING A NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND APPROVING MASTER CASE NO. 14-

132, CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 14-011, AND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW NO. 15-

005, TO ALLOW FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION OF A WIRELESS 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY LOCATED AT 23780 NEWHALL AVENUE (APN: 

2833-032-055), IN THE CITY OF SANTA CLARITA 

 

THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF SANTA CLARITA DOES HEREBY 

RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 

 

SECTION 1. FINDINGS OF FACT. The Planning Commission does hereby make the following 

findings of fact: 

 

A. An application for Master Case No. 14-132, Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 14-011 and 

Development Review (DR) 15-005 was filed by Verizon Wireless (hereinafter 

“Applicant”) with the City of Santa Clarita on August 29, 2014. The property for which 

this application was filed is located at 23780 Newhall Avenue (APN: 2833-032-055) 

(hereinafter “Subject Site”);  

 

B. The project was placed on hold by the applicant on October 28, 2014; 

 

C. The application was deemed complete on May 18, 2015; 

 

D. The applicant proposes the installation and operation of an unmanned wireless 

telecommunications facility, within a new 53-foot tall working clock tower, concealing 

12 antennas. The associated equipment will be concealed within the tower and a backup 

generator would be located directly adjacent to the tower on a three foot by five foot 

cement pad;  

 

E. The zoning and General Plan designation for the subject site is CC (Community 

Commercial);  

 

F. The surrounding land uses include commercial storage and commercial centers; 

 

G. On July 21, 2015, a duly noticed public hearing was held before the City of Santa Clarita 

Planning Commission at 6:00 p.m. at City Hall, Council Chambers, 23920 Valencia 

Boulevard, Santa Clarita; and 

 

H. At this public hearing, the Planning Commission considered the staff report, staff 

presentation, applicant’s presentation, and public testimony.   

 

SECTION 2. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT FINDINGS. Based upon the 

foregoing facts and findings, the Planning Commission hereby find as follows: 
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A. An Initial Study and a Negative Declaration for this project have been prepared in 

compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA);  

 

B. The Initial Study has been circulated for review and comment by affected governmental 

agencies and the public, and all comments received, if any, have been considered. The 

Negative Declaration was posted and advertised on June 30, 2015, in accordance with 

CEQA. The public review period was open from June 30, 2015 through July 21, 2015;  

 

C. There is no substantial evidence that the project will have a significant effect on the 

environment. The Negative Declaration reflects the independent judgment of the City of 

Santa Clarita;  

 

D. The location of the documents and other materials which constitutes the record of 

proceedings upon which the decision of the Planning Commission is based is the Master 

Case No. 14-132 project file, within the Community Development Department and is in 

the custody of the Director of Community Development; and 

 

E. The Planning Commission, based upon the findings set forth above, hereby finds that the 

Negative Declaration for this project has been prepared in compliance with CEQA. 

 

SECTION 3. GENERAL FINDINGS FOR MASTER CASE NO. 14-132. Based on the 

foregoing facts and findings for Master Case No. 14-132, the Planning Commission hereby 

determines as follows: 

 

A. That the proposal is consistent with the General Plan; 

 

The proposed unmanned wireless telecommunications facility as proposed is consistent 

with the goals, policies and objectives of the General Plan. Specifically, the Land Use 

Element of General Plan Policy LU 4.4.4 dictates that the City work to protect and 

enhance public utility facilities as necessary to maintain the safety, reliability, integrity, 

and security of essential public service systems for all valley residents. As proposed, the 

project would improve the City’s cellular coverage and service. The proposed project is 

also consistent with Policy N 1.1.4 of the Noise Element of the General Plan by 

controlling noise sources adjacent to residential development by creating no new net 

increases in noise as determined by noise analysis. 

 

B. The proposal is allowed within the applicable underlying zone and complies with all 

other applicable provisions of the Unified Development Code (UDC); 

 

With the approval of a CUP, the proposed project complies with the UDC, including the 

development standards outlined in the Wireless Communications Ordinance (Section 

17.69.030). The antenna arrays would not be visually obtrusive because a stealth 

installation within a 53-foot tall clock tower is proposed, and the ground-mounted 

generator would be screened by existing vegetation.  The facility would be unmanned and 

would not increase pedestrian or vehicular traffic and would have no effect on circulation 
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patterns in the area. The City’s adopted noise ordinance allows for daytime and nighttime 

sound levels of 65 dBA and 55 dBA respectively in residential zones.  The noise 

assessment performed for the project determined that the operation of the facility would 

result in no-net increase in ambient noise levels at the project boundary.  Therefore, the 

project complies with the City’s adopted Noise Ordinance and has no potential for noise 

impacts to residential uses or other sensitive receptors. 

 

C. The proposal will not endanger, jeopardize, or otherwise constitute a hazard to the public 

convenience, health, interest, safety, or general welfare, or be materially detrimental or 

injurious to the improvements, persons, property, or uses in the vicinity and zone in 

which the property is located; and 

 

The wireless facility would not create harmful effects or change the character of the 

surrounding neighborhood.  The facility has been appropriately located to minimize its 

visual impact by locating the antenna arrays within a clock tower. The proposed clock 

tower is 18 feet taller than the existing 35-foot tall shopping center on the project site. 

However, because the structure mimics a working clock tower, it provides an 

architectural focal point for the center that will enhance the overall appearance. The clock 

tower would match the same architectural style in terms of colors and materials to the 

existing commercial center on site. The existing commercial center on site is 35 feet tall. 

The proposed clock tower would extend the height to 53 feet.  The proposed wireless 

facility is required to comply with the Federal Communications Commission regulations 

to ensure that there is no potential hazard to the public’s health or safety. Therefore, the 

wireless telecommunications facility would not be detrimental to the public’s health, 

safety, or welfare, nor would it be materially injurious to properties or improvements in 

the vicinity. 

 

D. The proposal is physically suitable for the site. The factors related to the proposal’s 

physical suitability for the site shall include, but are not limited to, the following: 

 

1) The design, location, shape, size, and operating characteristics are suitable for the 

proposed use; 

 

The project consists of the installation of an unmanned wireless telecommunications 

facility concealed within a 53’ high, clock tower.  A ground-mounted backup 

generator will be located directly adjacent to the clock tower on a 3’ by 5’ pad. In 

terms of colors and materials, the project would introduce a new architectural feature 

to the commercial shopping center that is in keeping with the architectural character 

of the existing development. The colors and materials used for the proposed clock 

tower will match the colors and materials used at the existing buildings on site. 

 

2) The highways or streets that provide access to the site are of sufficient width and are 

improved as necessary to carry the kind and quantity of traffic such proposal would 

generate; 
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The proposed wireless facility would be unmanned and thus would not generate 

traffic or impact the physical character or capacity of surrounding streets.  The 

wireless facility would not change the nature or use of the existing uses on site, nor 

would it affect any of the current or future uses of the subject property. 

 

3) Public protection services (e.g., Fire protection, Sheriff protection, etc.) are readily 

available; and 

 

The project site is located in a developed portion of the City that is served by public 

facilities, services, and utilities. The site is unmanned; therefore, the proposed project 

is not anticipated to generate significant additional demand on public facilities, 

services, and utilities.  

 

The Land Use Element of General Plan policy LU 4.4.4 envisions that the City work 

to protect and enhance public utility facilities as necessary to maintain the safety, 

reliability, integrity, and security of essential public service systems for all Valley 

residents. As proposed, the project would improve the City’s cellular coverage and 

service. 

 

4) The provision of utilities (e.g., potable water, schools, solid waste collection and 

disposal, storm drainage, wastewater collection, treatment, and disposal, etc.) is 

adequate to serve the site. 

 

The project site is located in a developed portion of the City that is served by 

electrical utilities; therefore, the proposed project would not create a significant 

demand for additional utilities.  The facility is unmanned; therefore no impact would 

occur to the commercial center and no services for potable water or wastewater 

collection, treatment, or disposal is needed.  The proposed facility would not alter the 

existing site drainage and will not produce any additional solid waste on site.  

 

SECTION 4. WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES ORDINANCE FINDINGS FOR 

MASTER CASE NO. 14-132. Based on the foregoing facts and findings for Master Case No. 14-

132, the Planning Commission hereby determines as follows: 

 

A. That the proposed wireless communications facility complies with aesthetic and 

screening standards set forth in the Wireless Communications Facilities Ordinance; 

  

The City’s Wireless Communications Facilities Ordinance recommends that new wireless 

communications facilities be designed to match existing structures whenever possible. 

The project would comply because the proposed wireless facility has been designed to 

look like a clock tower. In terms of colors and materials, the project would introduce a 

new architectural feature to the commercial shopping center that is in keeping with the 

architectural character of the existing development. The colors and materials used for the 

proposed clock tower will match the colors and materials used at the existing buildings 

on site.  Because the proposed wireless communications facility conforms to these 
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aesthetic standards, the proposal fully complies with the Wireless Communications 

Facilities Ordinance’s aesthetic and screening standards.     

 

B. That the proposed wireless communications facility complies with siting standards set 

forth in the Wireless Communications Facilities Ordinance; 

 

Applicants for new wireless communications facilities are encouraged by the City’s 

Wireless Communications Facilities Ordinance to screen wireless facilities from public 

view. The proposal includes a working clock tower that will fully screen all antennas and 

wiring. The proposed facility would also be required to adhere to all minimum siting 

distances to habitable structures required for compliance with Federal Communications 

Commission regulations and standards governing the environmental effects of radio 

frequency emissions. Therefore, the proposal complies with the City’s siting standards 

for new wireless communications facilities.   

 

C. That the proposed wireless communications facility complies with noise standards set 

forth in the Wireless Communications Facilities Ordinance; and 

 

A noise study was prepared for the proposed project with noise measurements taken 

during the nighttime hours at the nearest residential property to the proposed wireless 

communications facility. The study concludes that with the installation and operation of 

the proposed project, there would be no increase in ambient noise resulting from the 

project. The proposed project would comply with the noise standards of the Wireless 

Communications Facilities Ordinance.   

 

D. That the proposed wireless communications facility complies with development 

guidelines set forth in the Wireless Communications Facilities Ordinance; 

 

The proposed wireless communications facility is in conformance with the development 

guidelines outlined in the Wireless Communications Facilities Ordinance because it 

mimics a clock tower which completely screens the wireless facility from public view. 

The clock tower could be modified in the future to allow for co-location of a second 

wireless provider and is architecturally compatible with the existing buildings and 

structures on site by using the same colors and materials.  

 

SECTION 5. NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Planning Commission of the 

City of Santa Clarita, California, as follows: 

 

Adopt Resolution P15-10, adopting the Negative Declaration and approving Master Case 

14-132, Conditional Use Permit 14-011 and Development Review 15-005, to allow for 

the construction and operation of a wireless communications facility, located at 23780 

Newhall Avenue (APN: 2833-032-055) in the City of Santa Clarita, subject to the 

attached Conditions of Approval (Exhibit A). 
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PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 21
st
 day of July, 2015. 

 

 

           

DIANE TRAUTMAN, CHAIRPERSON 

PLANNING COMMISSION 

ATTEST: 

 

       

JEFF W. HOGAN, SECRETARY 

PLANNING COMMISSION 

 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) 

CITY OF SANTA CLARITA ) 

 

I, Jeff W. Hogan, Planning Commission Secretary of the City of Santa Clarita, do hereby certify 

that the foregoing Resolution was duly adopted by the Planning Commission of the City of Santa 

Clarita at a regular meeting thereof, held on the 21
st
 day of July, 2015 by the following vote of 

the Planning Commission: 

 

AYES: COMMISSIONERS: 

 

NOES: COMMISSIONERS: 

 

ABSENT: COMMISSIONERS: 

 

          

   PLANNING COMMISSION SECRETARY 
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EXHIBIT A 

RESOLUTION NO. P15-10 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

MASTER CASE 14-132 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 14-011 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW 15-005 

 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

 

GENERAL CONDITIONS 

 

GC1. The approval of this project shall expire if the approved use is not commenced within two 

(2) years from the date of this approval, unless it is extended in accordance with the terms 

and provisions of the City of Santa Clarita’s Unified Development Code (UDC). 

 

GC2. To the extent the use approved with this project is a different use than previously 

approved for the property, the prior approval shall be terminated along with any 

associated vested rights to such use, unless such prior approved use is still in operation, 

or is still within the initial pre-commencement approval period. Once commenced, any 

discontinuation of the use approved with this project for a continuous period of one 

hundred eighty (180) calendar days or more shall terminate the approval of this use along 

with any associated vested rights to such use. The use shall not be re-established or 

resumed after the one hundred eighty (180) day period. Discontinuation shall include 

cessation of a use regardless of intent to resume. 

 

GC3. The applicant may file for an extension of the conditionally approved project prior to the 

date of expiration. If such an extension is requested, it must be filed no later than sixty 

(60) days prior to expiration. 

 

GC4. The applicant shall be responsible for notifying the Director of Community Development, 

in writing, of any change in ownership, designation of a new engineer, or change in the 

status of the developer, within thirty (30) days of said change. 

 

GC5. Unless otherwise apparent from the context, the term "applicant" shall include the 

applicant and any other persons, corporation, or other entity making use of this grant. The 

applicant shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City of Santa Clarita, its agents, 

officers, and employees from any claim, action, or proceeding against the City or its 

agents, officers, or employees to attack, set aside, void, or annul the approval of this 

project by the City, including any related environmental approvals. In the event the City 

becomes aware of any such claim, action, or proceeding, the City shall promptly notify 

the applicant. If the City fails to cooperate fully in the defense, the applicant shall not 

thereafter be responsible to defend, indemnify, or hold harmless the City. Nothing 

contained in this condition prohibits the City from participating in the defense of any 

claim, action, or proceeding, if both of the following occur: 1) the City bears its own 

attorneys’ fees and costs; and 2) the City defends the action in good faith. The applicant 
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shall not be required to pay or perform any settlement unless the settlement is approved 

by the applicant. 

 

GC6. The property shall be developed and maintained in substantial conformance with the 

approvals granted by the City. Any modifications shall be subject to further review by the 

City. 

 

GC7. The applicant and property owner shall comply with all inspections requirements as 

deemed necessary by the City of Santa Clarita. 

 

GC8. The owner, at the time of issuance of permits or other grants of approval agrees to 

develop the property in accordance with City codes and other appropriate ordinances 

including, but not limited to, the California Building Code (Building, Mechanical, 

Plumbing, Electrical, Green Building, and Energy Codes), Fire Code, Unified 

Development Code (Grading Code and Undergrounding of Utilities Ordinance), Utilities 

Code (Sanitary Sewer and Industrial Waste Ordinance), and Highway Permit Ordinance. 

 

GC9. This grant shall not be effective for any purpose until the applicant has filed with the 

Director of Community Development, their affidavit (Acceptance Form) stating that they 

are aware of, and agree to accept, all of the conditions of this grant. 

 

GC10. Details shown on the site plan are not necessarily approved. Any details which are 

inconsistent with the requirements of state or local ordinances, general conditions of 

approval, or City policies and not modified by this permit must be specifically approved.   

 

GC11. It is hereby declared and made a condition of this permit that if any condition hereof is 

violated, or if any law, statute, or ordinance is violated, the City may commence 

proceedings to revoke this approval. 

 

PLANNING DIVSION 

 

PL1. The applicant shall be permitted to install an unmanned wireless telecommunications 

facility on the subject property, located at 23780 Newhall Avenue (APN 2833-032-055). 

The wireless telecommunications facility includes 12 antennas and associated equipment 

concealed within a 53’ tall clock tower and a 3’ by 5’ generator pad located directly 

adjacent to the clock tower, consistent with the approved site plan and elevation plan on 

file with the Planning Division. Any change in size, location or configuration shall be 

subject to the review of the Director of Community Development, and may require 

subsequent approval of the Planning Commission.   
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PL2. Prior to issuance of building permits, the applicant shall comply with all applicable 

regulations and fees of affected agencies including the Los Angeles County Fire 

Department. 

 

PL3. All requirements of the UDC and specific zoning for the subject property shall be 

complied with unless set forth in this permit and shown on the approved site plan.  

 

PL4. The wireless telecommunications facility and antennas shall be designed and constructed 

in accordance with the approved clock tower design, with the approved site plan, visual 

simulations, and color and materials boards on file with the City of Santa Clarita’s 

Planning Division. Prior to building permit final, the applicant shall meet on site with 

Community Development Department staff and demonstrate conformance with the 

colors, materials, and architectural design as approved by the Planning Commission.    

 

PL5. All antennas shall meet the minimum siting distances to habitable structures required for 

compliance with Federal Communications Commission (FCC) regulations and standards 

governing the environmental effects of radio frequency emissions. 

 

PL6. The proposed wireless communication facility shall conform to all standards and 

guidelines of the City’s UDC, including chapter 17.69 (Wireless Communication 

Facilities and Satellite Dish Antennas). 

 

PL7. All wire or cable necessary for operation of the facility including reception shall be 

adequately screened from public view as part of construction. 

 

PL8. The wireless telecommunications facility shall not restrict access to any existing antenna 

or potential future antenna location which could be used either by the permitee or by 

another provider. 

 

PL9. The applicant is required to obtain a building permit prior to the construction of the 

proposed facility and is required to meet all requirements set forth by the City of Santa 

Clarita Building and Safety Division. 

 

PL10. Necessary equipment for the proposed project shall be located in a locked or otherwise 

secured area that is not accessible to unauthorized persons. All wireless 

telecommunications facilities shall be designed to prevent unauthorized climbing. 

 

PL11. The operation of the facility shall not cause interference with any electrical equipment in 

the surrounding neighborhoods, including television, radio, telephone or computer use, 

nor may the antenna create harmful interference between any other telecommunication 

facilities, including City-owned communication facilities. 
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PL12. All wireless facilities shall comply with City adopted noise standards.  All equipment, 

including accessory equipment shall comply with the City’s noise standards as set forth 

in the City’s noise ordinance.  If necessary, equipment shall be replaced or modified with 

noise dampening materials or techniques to come into compliance with City standards. 

 

BUILDING AND SAFETY DIVISION 
 
BS1. Detailed construction plans for the wireless facility shall be submitted to the Building and 

Safety Division for plan review and building permit issuance. Supporting documentation, 

such as structural calculations, energy calculations and soil/geology reports shall be 

included in the plan submittal package for each structure. 

 

BS2. Plans submitted for plan review shall show full compliance with the California Building 

Codes in effect at the time the plans and building permit application are submitted.  The 

current California codes are: 2013 California Building, Mechanical, Plumbing, and 

Electrical Codes, and the 2013 California Energy Code. 

 

BS3. Plans submitted to Building and Safety for plan review shall be 100% complete.  Plans 

submitted shall show all work being performed for this project including architectural, 

structural, mechanical, electrical and plumbing. Plans shall be prepared by a licensed 

design professional (architect or engineer). 

 

BS4. For the building-mounted equipment, cupolas and screen walls, the applicant shall 

provide a complete vertical and lateral analysis and submit structural calculations and 

details for attachment of all new equipment and/or structures to the roof and/or walls of 

buildings.  

 

BS5. Submitted plans shall be stamped and signed by a California licensed architect or 

engineer qualified to design the type of work proposed. 

 

BS6. Each separate detached structure, such as clock tower, equipment room, trash enclosures, 

fences, retaining walls and shade structures require separate applications and building 

permits.  These other structures need not be on separate plans, but may be part of the 

same plans for the main project. 

 

BS7. A complete soils and geology report will be required for the project.  The report shall be 

formally submitted to Development Services Division (Engineering) for review and 

approval with a copy of the report submitted to Building & Safety at time of plan 

submittal. The recommendations of the report shall be followed and incorporated into the 

plans for the project. 
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BS8. It is encouraged all plans for commercial projects be submitted electronically using the 

City’s ePLANS system. For more information about ePLANS, please visit our website at: 

www.santa-clarita.com/index.aspx?page=698. 

BS9. Prior to submitting plans to Building and Safety for plan review, the applicant shall 

contact Deanna Hamrick or Racheal Allen, at (661) 255-4941, for project addressing or 

address verification. 

 

BS10. The site plan submitted to Building and Safety shall show all lot lines, easements, 

restricted use areas, flood hazard areas, etc.  Any structures proposed in an easement shall 

obtain written permission from the easement holder(s). 

 

BS11. All buildings, walls, fences, retaining walls and other structures shall be set back from the 

adjacent ascending or descending slopes per section 1805.3 CBC. 

 

BS12. Prior to issuance of building permits, clearances from other agencies may be required. 

Contact Building and Safety for the agency clearances required for this project.  

 

BS13. These conditions are based on a review of preliminary plans submitted by the applicant 

for this review. Additional comments and more detailed building code requirements will 

be listed during the plan review process when plans are submitted to Building and Safety. 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

 

ES1. All demolition projects regardless of valuation and new construction projects valuated 

greater than $500,000 must comply with the City’s Construction and Demolition 

Materials (C&D) Recycling Ordinance. 

 

ES2. C&D Materials Recycling Ordinance: 

a. A Construction and Demolition Materials Management Plan (C&DMMP) must be 

prepared and approved by the Environmental Services Division prior to obtaining 

any grading or building permits. 

b. A minimum of 50% of the entire project’s inert (dirt, rock, bricks, etc.) waste and 

50% of the remaining C&D waste must be recycled or reused rather than disposing 

in a landfill.    

c. A deposit of 3% of the estimated total project cost or $25,000, whichever is less, is 

required.  The full deposit will be returned to the applicant upon proving that 50% 

of the inert and remaining C&D waste was recycled or reused.  

 

ES3. Per the California Green Building Standards Code, 100 percent of trees, stumps, rocks 

and associated vegetation and soils resulting primarily from land clearing shall be reused 

or recycled. For a phased project, such material may be stockpiled  on site until the 

storage site is developed.  
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ES4. All projects within the City that are not self-hauling their waste materials must use one of 

the City’s franchised haulers for temporary and roll-off bin collection services. The 

applicant shall contact Environmental Services staff at 661-286-4098 for a complete list 

of franchised haulers in the City. 

 

 
s:\cd\!planning division\current\!2014\14-132 (cup14-011)\pc\coa.doc 
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CITY OF SANTA CLARITA 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

23920 Valencia Boulevard, Suite 302 

Santa Clarita, CA  91355 

 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING AND  

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

 

 

APPLICATION:  Master Case No. 14-132; Conditional Use Permit 14-011; Development 

Review 15-005; Initial Study 15-001  

    

PROJECT APPLICANT: Verizon Wireless 

 

PROJECT LOCATION: 23780 Newhall Avenue (APN: 2833-032-055) 

  

   

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The applicant is requesting a Conditional Use Permit and Development 

Review for the construction of a wireless communications facility located at 23780 Newhall Avenue at 

Stagecoach Plaza Retail Center, in the community of Newhall. The proposal includes the construction of 

a 53-foot tall clock tower structure, with twelve antennas concealed inside, and the associated equipment 

concealed at the base of the tower. The clock tower will be located on the northern portion of the 

property.   

 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: A Draft Negative Declaration has been prepared for this proposed 

project and is available for a public review period, during which the City of Santa Clarita Community 

Development Department will receive comments, beginning at noon on June 30, 2015, and ending at 

noon on July 21, 2015. During the public review period, a copy of the Negative Declaration and all 

supporting documents will be located at the City Clerk’s Office located in the City Hall Building at 23920 

Valencia Boulevard, Suite 120, Santa Clarita, CA  91355. A copy of the draft Negative Declaration 

(without all supporting documents) will be posted at the Santa Clarita Library, Valencia Branch, during 

the public review period noted above.  

 

The City of Santa Clarita Planning Commission will conduct a public hearing on this matter on the 

following date: 

 

DATE:  Tuesday, July 21, 2015 

TIME: At or after 6:00 p.m. 

LOCATION: City Hall, Council Chambers 

23920 Valencia Blvd., First Floor 

Santa Clarita, CA 91355 

 

If you wish to challenge the action taken on this matter in court, you may be limited to raising only those 

issues you or someone else raised at the public hearings described in this notice, or written 

correspondence delivered to the City of Santa Clarita at, or prior to, the public hearings.  If you wish to 

have written comments included in the materials the Planning Commission receives prior to the public 

hearing, it must be submitted to the Community Development Department by Friday, July 10, 2014. 

 

For further information regarding this proposal, you may contact the project planner at the City of Santa 

Clarita, Permit Center, 23920 Valencia Blvd., Suite 140, Santa Clarita, CA 91355. Telephone: (661) 255-

4330. Website: www.santa-clarita.com/planning. Send written correspondence to: 23920 Valencia Blvd., 

Suite 302, Santa Clarita, CA 91355. Project Planner: Mike Ascione, Assistant Planner II, 

mascione@santa-clarita.com. 



 

Jeff W. Hogan, AICP 

Planning Manager 

 

Posted:    Santa Clarita City Hall Permit Center, Santa Clarita Public Library (Valencia Branch) 

Published: The Signal, June 30, 2015. 
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NOISE IMPACT ANALYSIS 
 

 
Verizon Wireless 

Site Name: “Valle de Oro” 
23780 Newhall Avenue 

Santa Clarita, California 91321 
 
 
 

Prepared For 
 

Delta Groups Engineering 
Attention: Vince Amaya 
2362 McGaw Avenue 

Irvine, California 92614 
Phone: 949-622-0333 

 
 

 
 

Prepared By 
 

Eilar Associates, Inc. 
Acoustical & Environmental Consulting 

210 South Juniper Street, Suite 100 
Escondido, California 92025 

www.eilarassociates.com 
Phone: 760-738-5570 
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1.0  EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 
The proposed project, the Verizon Wireless telecommunications facility to be known as “Valle de 
Oro,” consists of the installation of new antennas and associated equipment, including a 10 kW 
emergency backup generator, at an existing retail center.  The project site is located at 23780 
Newhall Avenue in the City of Santa Clarita, California. 
 
The purpose of this report is to assess noise impacts from the equipment at the Verizon facility, and 
to determine if mitigation is necessary and feasible to reduce project related noise impacts to below 
the noise limits of the City of Santa Clarita.  According to the City of Santa Clarita, noise from 
wireless equipment must have a no-net increase in ambient noise levels at residential properties.  
Noise at commercial/manufacturing properties must meet the noise limits set forth in Section 
11.44.040 of the Municipal Code. 
 
Calculations show that, as designed, exterior noise levels from Verizon equipment are expected to 
meet the applicable commercial nighttime noise limit at the nearest commercial property lines, and 
are expected to have a no-net increase in the minimum anticipated ambient noise levels at 
residential properties.  For this reason, the project is expected to comply with City of Santa Clarita 
noise regulations as currently designed.  No mitigation is deemed necessary for attenuating exterior 
noise levels on site. 
 
 

2.0  INTRODUCTION 
 
 
This acoustical analysis report is submitted to satisfy the noise requirements of the City of Santa 
Clarita.  Its purpose is to assess noise impacts from on-site project related mechanical noise 
sources, and to determine if mitigation is necessary to reduce the noise impacts to be in compliance 
with City of Santa Clarita noise regulations. 
 
All noise level or sound level values presented herein are expressed in terms of decibels (dB), with 
A-weighting, abbreviated "dBA," to approximate the hearing sensitivity of humans. Time-averaged 
noise levels are expressed by the symbol “LEQ.”  Unless a different time period is specified, “LEQ” is 
implied to mean a period of one hour. Some of the data may also be presented as octave-band-
filtered and/or A-octave-band-filtered data, which are a series of sound spectra centered about each 
stated frequency, with half of the bandwidth above and half of the bandwidth below each stated 
frequency. This data is typically used for machinery noise analysis and barrier calculations.  
 
2.1 Project Location 
 
The subject property is located at 23780 Newhall Avenue in the City of Santa Clarita, California.  
The Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APNs) for this site are 2833-032-055 and 2833-032-056.  The 
project site is currently occupied by an existing retail center.  For a graphical representation of the 
site, please refer to the Vicinity Map, Assessor’s Parcel Map, Satellite Aerial Photograph, and 
Topographic Map provided as Figures 1 through 4, respectively. 
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2.2 Project Description 
 
The proposed project includes the installation and operation of new wireless telecommunications 
antennas and associated equipment.  A 10 kW emergency backup generator will be ground-
mounted.  The generator is not expected to be operational except in the event of a power failure, 
although it will typically run for 15 minutes once a week, during mid-day on a weekday, for test and 
maintenance purposes.  Two MCE cabinets (model RBA72) will be located on the second floor of 
the proposed “clock tower” structure, and will be mounted on a metal grate floor.  The generator 
and MCE cabinets are the focus of this analysis, as they are the only noise-generating equipment 
anticipated to be located outdoors on site. 
 
For additional project details and equipment positioning, please refer to the project plans, dated 
April 20, 2015, provided in Appendix A. 
 
2.3 Applicable Noise Standards 
 
The noise regulations applicable to this project are contained within the City of Santa Clarita 
Municipal Code.  The subject property on which the noise-producing equipment will be located is an 
existing retail center.  Properties to the north, south, and west are also commercial land uses, 
although it is assumed that the storage facility to the north and west also contains a caregiver 
residence on site.  There is residential use located to the east of the site and to the west, beyond 
the commercial property.   
 
The City of Santa Clarita Municipal Code Chapter 17.69 states that outdoor wireless equipment 
shall be operated at a level which will have a no-net increase in ambient noise levels at residential 
properties.  In order to determine compliance with these regulations, ambient noise monitoring has 
been performed to show the average minimum noise exposure at the neighboring sites.  Equipment 
noise has then been calculated to determine whether the proposed equipment noise will cause an 
increase in ambient noise levels at adjacent sites.  As the presumed minimum ambient noise level 
is approximately 50 dBA in the vicinity of the project, equipment noise levels should not exceed 40 
dBA at residential property lines, as noise levels exceeding this value would result in an increase in 
ambient noise levels.  Please see Section 4.1.1 for a detailed description of decibel addition. 
 
In addition, Chapter 17.69 states that noise levels generated by wireless facility equipment shall 
comply with the applicable provisions of the City’s noise ordinance, found in Chapter 11.44.  This 
section of the code states that noise levels at commercial properties shall comply with the noise 
limits of 80 dBA during the daytime hours and 70 dBA during the nighttime hours.  Although the 
generator will only run in the daytime during normal operation, in the event of an emergency, the 
equipment may be operational at night.  For this reason, the nighttime noise limit of 70 dBA will be 
applied at commercial property lines. 
 
Pertinent sections of the City of Santa Clarita Municipal Code are provided as Appendix B. 
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3.0  ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
 
 
3.1 Existing Noise Environment 
 
3.1.1 Ambient Noise Monitoring 
 
An on-site inspection was conducted at 12:00 a.m. on Friday, August 15, 2014. The weather 
conditions were as follows:  little to no measurable wind, moderate humidity, and temperatures in 
the low 70’s.  An ambient noise measurement was taken to the south of the proposed generator 
location.  The microphone position was approximately five feet above the existing grade.  The 
measured noise level can be seen in Table 1, and the ambient noise measurement location is 
shown in Figure 5.  As Newhall Avenue is a fairly busy roadway, the measured noise levels on site 
can be primarily attributed to traffic on this roadway.  
 

Table 1. On-Site Noise Measurement Conditions and Results 

Date Friday, March 14, 2014 

Time 12:00 a.m. – 12:10 a.m. 

Conditions Partly cloudy skies, little to no measurable wind, 
temperature in the low 70's with moderate humidity 

Measured Noise Level 51.5 dBA LEQ 

 
As ambient noise levels can vary from day-to-day, and the hours from 1 a.m. to 4 a.m. typically 
have the lowest traffic volumes of any hour of the day with traffic during the 12 a.m. to 1 a.m. hour 
being only marginally higher, it is assumed that this noise level is generally representative of the 
minimum ambient noise level at the site.  For analysis purposes, a noise level of 50 dBA will be 
considered the applicable minimum ambient noise level, and residential noise limits will be set 
accordingly using this assumption. 
 
3.1.2 Existing Equipment Noise 
 
There is no existing Verizon equipment on site.  Proposed Verizon equipment is the focus of this 
analysis. 
  
3.2 Future Noise Environment 
 
The future noise environment in the vicinity of the project site will be primarily a result of the same 
ambient noise sources, as well as the noise generated by the new Verizon equipment on site.  The 
two proposed MCE cabinets and Polar Power 10 kW generator are the only pieces of Verizon 
equipment anticipated to generate noise on site. 
 
The proposed MCE cabinets are manufactured by CommScope, model RBA72.  CommScope has 
provided octave band noise levels measured at five feet from the RBA72 cabinet.  Noise levels are 
shown in Table 2, and manufacturer information is provided in Appendix C. 
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Table 2. Sound Pressure Level of CommScope RBA72, at 5 Feet 

Source 
Noise Level at Octave Band Frequency (dBA) Total 

(dBA) 63 125 250 500 1K 2K 4K 8K 

CommScope RBA72 23.8 32.8 52.9 47.5 51.0 51.8 53.6 44.9 58.7 

 
Noise levels for the proposed Polar Power 10 kW generator were provided by the manufacturer in 
the form of a broadband frequency noise level measured at 23 feet (7 meters) from the generator.  
For this reason, octave band noise levels were approximated using noise measurements made of a 
Kohler generator for a previous Eilar Associates acoustical report.  The resultant estimated noise 
spectrum is shown below in Table 3.  More information is provided in Appendix C: Manufacturer 
Data Sheets, and Appendix D: Pertinent Sections of Previous Eilar Associates Acoustical Report. 
 

Table 3. Sound Pressure Level of Polar Power 10 kW Generator, at 23 Feet from Source 

Source 
Noise Level at Octave Band Frequency (dB) Total 

(dBA) 63 125 250 500 1K 2K 4K 8K 

Generator 61.2 61.2 62.3 55.2 59.3 56.4 49.4 44.7 63 

 
No other equipment on site is anticipated to generate significant levels of noise. 

 
 

4.0  METHODOLOGY AND EQUIPMENT 
 
 
4.1 Methodology 
 
4.1.1 Decibel Addition 
 
To determine the combined logarithmic noise level of two known noise source levels, the values are 
converted to the base values, added together, and then converted back to the final logarithmic 
value, using the following formula: 
 

)101010log(10 10/10/210/1 LNLL
CL ++=  

 
where LC = the combined noise level (dB), and 
LN = the individual noise sources (dB). 
 
To approximate this equation please refer to Table 4. This procedure is also valid when used 
successively for each added noise source beyond the first two. The reverse procedure can be used 
to estimate the contribution of one source when the contribution of another concurrent source is 
known and the combined noise level is known. These methods can be used for LEQ or other metrics 
(such as LDN or CNEL), as long as the same metric is used for all components. 
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Table 4. Sound Level Addition for Two Noise Sources 

Difference Add to Higher Value 

0 - 1 dB 3 dB 

2 - 3 dB 2 dB 

4 - 9 dB 1 dB 

10 or more dB 0 dB 

 
4.1.2 Cadna Noise Modeling 
 
Modeling of the outdoor noise environment is accomplished using Cadna Version 3.7, which is a 
model-based computer program developed by DataKustik for predicting noise impacts in a wide 
variety of conditions. Cadna (Computer Aided Noise Abatement) assists in the calculation, 
presentation, assessment, and mitigation of noise exposure. It allows for the input of project 
information such as noise source data, barriers, structures, and topography to create a detailed 
model and uses the most up-to-date calculation standards to predict outdoor noise impacts.  
 
4.2 Measurement Equipment 
 
Some or all of the following equipment was used at the site to measure existing ambient noise 
levels: 
 
• Larson Davis Model 720 Type 2 Sound Level Meter, Serial # 0263 
• Larson Davis Model CA150 Calibrator, Serial # 0203 
• Distance measurement wheel, digital camera 
 
The sound level meter was field-calibrated immediately prior to the noise measurement and 
checked afterwards, to ensure accuracy. All sound level measurements conducted and presented 
in this report, in accordance with the regulations, were made with sound level meters that conform 
to the American National Standards Institute specifications for sound level meters (ANSI S1.4-1983, 
R2001). All instruments are maintained with National Bureau of Standards traceable calibration, per 
the manufacturers’ standards. 
 

 
5.0  NOISE IMPACTS 

 
 
Noise levels of the proposed wireless equipment were calculated using Cadna at surrounding 
property lines to the north, south, east, and west, as well as at the caretaker residence to the west, 
and the residential property beyond the storage facility to the west.  These receivers represent the 
nearest affected noise-sensitive locations, and therefore, any other potential receivers would be 
exposed to lower noise levels as they will receive additional attenuation due to distance and 
shielding from intervening structures. 
 
As noted above, the applicable noise limit at residential properties was determined using results of 
ambient noise measurements made on site.  It is assumed that the minimum ambient noise level in 
the vicinity of the project site is approximately 50 dBA.  In order for the equipment to have a “no-net” 
increase, noise levels must be at least 10 dB less than this value, and therefore, the applicable 
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noise limit at residential receivers is 40 dBA.  The applicable noise limit at commercial receivers is 
70 dBA, as stated in the Municipal Code. 
 
Calculations of equipment noise include attenuation provided by surrounding buildings, including 
those at the adjacent storage facility and those on site, as well as noise attenuation provided by the 
existing CMU wall along the west property line.  In addition, the slight elevation difference between 
the on-site equipment and the receiver at the west property line has been considered in this 
analysis to account for the approximately two-foot drop between the subject property and the 
property to the west. 
 
Results of the analysis are shown in Tables 5 and 6 below to show commercial and residential 
noise impacts, respectively.  Noise contours and receiver locations are shown in Figure 5, and 
additional information can be found in Appendix E: Cadna Analysis Data and Results. 
 

Table 5. Calculated Wireless Facility Noise Impact Levels at Commercial Receivers 

Receiver 
Number Receiver Location 

Approximate 
Distance to 

Equipment (ft) 
Noise Limit 

(dBA) 
Equipment Noise 

Level (dBA) 

R-1 North Property Line 25 70 56 

R-2 South Property Line 575 70 32 

R-4 West Property Line 2 70 69 

 

Table 6. Calculated Wireless Facility Noise Impacts and Cumulative Effects at Residential Receivers 

Receiver 
Number 

Receiver 
Location 

Approximate 
Distance to 

Equipment (ft) 

Noise Level (dBA) 

Minimum 
Existing 
Ambient 

Verizon 
Only 

Cumulative 
Projected 
Ambient 

Increase 

R-3 East Property 
Line 245 50 29 50 0 

R-5 

West 
Residential, 
Caretaker 
Residence 

190 50 32 50 0 

R-6 

West 
Residential,     

Beyond 
Commercial Site 

365 50 27 50 0 

 
As shown above, equipment noise levels are not expected to result in an increase in ambient noise 
levels at residential receivers as there is no-net increase in minimum expected ambient noise 
levels.  Ambient noise levels during the daytime hours will be higher than those projected for 
nighttime hours, and therefore, this evaluation of ambient noise contribution represents the worst-
case time of day when ambient noise will be quietest.  Equipment noise levels are also not 
expected to exceed nighttime noise limits at commercial receivers.  Any other noise-sensitive 
receivers are located at a greater distance from equipment, and therefore will be exposed to lower 
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noise levels.  For these reasons, equipment noise levels are anticipated to be in compliance with 
City of Santa Clarita noise regulations, and therefore, no mitigation is deemed necessary for 
attenuating exterior noise levels. 
 
 

6.0 CONCLUSION 
 
 
Calculations show that, as designed, exterior noise levels from Verizon equipment are expected to 
meet the applicable commercial nighttime noise limit at the nearest commercial property lines, and 
are expected to have a no-net increase in the minimum anticipated ambient noise levels at 
residential properties.  For this reason, the project is expected to comply with City of Santa Clarita 
noise regulations as currently designed.  No mitigation is deemed necessary for attenuating exterior 
noise levels on site. 
 
This analysis is based upon a current worst-case scenario of anticipated, typical equipment for this 
type of wireless facility. Substitution of equipment with higher noise emission levels may invalidate 
the recommendations of this study. These conclusions and recommendations are based on the 
best and most current project-related information available at the time this study was prepared. 
 
 

7.0 CERTIFICATION 
 

 
This report is based on the measured noise levels and related project information received, and 
represents a true and factual analysis of the acoustical impact issues associated with the Verizon 
Wireless site known as “Valle de Oro,” located at 23780 Newhall Avenue in the City of Santa 
Clarita, California.  This report was prepared by Amy Hool and Jonathan Brothers. 
 
 
 
___________________________________  ______________________________________  
Amy Hool, Principal Acoustical Consultant Jonathan Brothers, Senior Acoustical Consultant 
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Pertinent Sections of the City of Santa Clarita Municipal Code
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How to Order
Description CommScope part #
RBA72-32 C-RAN, 48V-300A, w/ AC Load Center 760205716
GE Energy Rectifier Module, 48V, 50A, NE050AC48TEZ 109158878 
  
Battery Voltage Configuration
RBA72-32 w/ 3 strings @ 48VDC, 540Ahr Total 
 
Features
Dimensions  H 72” X D 42” X W 32”
As Shipped Weight  500 lbs., no batteries
Total Weight  2,000 lbs with batteries and rectifier modules
Cooling Technology  Heat exchanger with controller and variable speed fans
Alarm Block  Screw down terminal
Alarms  Door, fuse, fan, high battery temperature 
 
OPEX Savings
Reduced savings through optimized cooling solutions  
(Heat exchanger and battery direct air cooling)
High efficiency rectifier modules
Reduced maintenance—no compressor or filters

2-Pole Double Throw 
Eaton Disconnect 
Switch DT223URH-N
Mounted above AC 
Power Distribution 
Center

19” Rack Rails,  
19RU of Total  
Usable Vertical  
Rack Space

RBA72-32
RBA72-32 C-RAN Cabinet w/ GE 48V-300A, Hex / Saft-DAC Power, Equipment,  
and Battery Cabinet w/ AC Load Center

HEX Outer 
Loop Exhaust

Battery Theft 
Deterrent System

5RU Space for  
AC Power Panel 
w/ Generator  
Transfer Switch

5RU Space for Fiber 
Splice, Fiber Termination, 
ALU CWDM, etc. 

GE Rectifier Shelf
• 19”, 6RU
• 48V, 300A
• 20 Circuit Breaker  

Positions

(2) 3RU RayCap OVP’s
• 2 OVP’s from the  

Factory Pre-Installed
• Pre-Wired to the  

Rectifier Shelf
• 1RU of Free Space  

above each OVP for  
Access to the Cable 
Terminations

Product Specifications

Additional Features
• GE Energy Pulsar controller included

• Sealed to outside environment

• Rear access panels (3)

• GR-487 Zone 4 compliant

• OSHA Safety Agency Listed

• Batteries and rectifier modules 
not included

• Internal AC Load Center

• (2) Raycap AC Surge Protectors

• (2) Raycap RRH Rack Mount OVP Units 
that are pre-wired to the Power Plant

• (12) 25A Circuit Breakers

HEX Outer 
Loop Intake

(2) Raycap AC Surge 
Protector (Main and 
Generator) located 
behind the Disconnect 
Switch

Battery Trays for (3) Strings  
of Saft TelX 180Ahr Batteries.   
Saft Kit #80-94778-02.

© 2015 CommScope, Inc. All rights reserved. All trademarks identified by ® or ™ are registered trademarks or trademarks, respectively, 
of CommScope, Inc. This document is for planning purposes only and is not intended to modify or supplement any specifications or 
warranties relating to CommScope products or services. CommScope is certified according to ISO 9001, TL 9000, and ISO 14001.

PA-108937-EN (02/15)



RBA72-32 C-RAN Cabinet w/ GE 48V-300A, Hex / Saft-DAC Power, Equipment,  
and Battery Cabinet w/ AC Load Center
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RBA72-32 Cabinet Dimensions and Door Clearances (90º and 110º Open)
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Solid Port Panel for Cable  
Ingress / Egress Various  
Conduit Knockouts

Solid Port Panel for Cable  
Ingress / Egress
(4) 4” Boots for Hybrid Cables

Solid Rear Access Panel 
with ¼-turn Latches

Solid Rear Access Panel 
with ¼-turn Latches

Solid Port Panel for Cable  
Ingress / Egress
Various Conduit Knockouts

Additional Conduit Knockouts on 
the RBA72 Cabinet Rear Wall plus 
on the side wall of the cabinet



ACOUSTICAL NOISE SUPPRESSION DATA LOG SHEET

SOUND PRESSURE MEASUREMENT SUMMARY

CUSTOMER: MJO:

TEST ITEM: DATE:

MODEL: UNIT NO:

SPECIFICATION: PARA: 3.29 CHAMBER NO:

ACOUSTICAL NOISE SUPPRESSION

Position: 31.5 63.0 125.0 250.0 500.0 1000.0 2000.0 4000.0 8000.0 Laeq

1 20.0 20.1 25.3 33.3 32.1 34.0 29.0 20.1 20.0 37.6

2 20.0 20.1 24.5 33.2 30.6 32.4 28.3 20.0 20.0 36.4

3 20.0 20.0 24.6 31.1 31.4 32.1 28.5 20.0 20.0 36.2

4 20.0 20.5 24.9 32.3 31.4 32.8 28.3 20.0 20.0 36.8

5 20.0 20.1 24.9 32.5 31.3 33.3 28.2 20.0 20.0 36.6

6 20.0 20.2 25.0 33.4 30.6 32.0 28.1 20.0 20.0 36.3

7 20.0 20.2 24.6 32.4 32.1 32.5 28.3 20.0 20.0 36.5

8 20.0 20.1 24.9 34.2 31.6 32.9 28.3 20.0 20.0 37.5

Position: 31.5 63.0 125.0 250.0 500.0 1000.0 2000.0 4000.0 8000.0 Laeq

1 20.0 23.8 32.8 52.9 47.5 51.0 51.8 53.6 44.9 58.7

2 20.0 23.4 31.6 51.7 45.8 48.4 50.3 55.7 47.3 58.7

3 20.0 22.4 30.5 48.1 43.3 46.9 52.3 49.9 40.1 55.9

4 20.0 22.5 28.9 43.7 41.5 45.6 47.9 44.8 35.0 52

5 20.0 22.4 29.1 45.9 40.7 45.1 53.5 48.5 37.4 55.6

6 20.0 22.6 28.4 40.6 41.2 44.7 48.3 51.6 42.2 54.2

7 20.0 23.8 29.4 46.3 42.1 46.4 50.9 47.3 36.8 54.3

8 20.0 23.1 31.2 51.0 46.6 49.5 53.3 47.7 36.8 57.1

DATE:

R3-222[157]

Test Results: 

RBA72 AT&T Alpha 1 Cabinet ENV 1

GR-487-CORE EMI 1

CRITERIA

Commscope

Nebs Cabinet 7/21/2010

A10225

If  No or N/A, why?

GR-487-CORE Acoustical 

Noise

Operating - Sound Pressure Level

(dBA ref. 0.0002 microbar)

Background Noise - Sound Pressure Level

The EUT is compliant with 

the requirement for 

  TECHNICIAN / ENGINEER: J Chambers 7/21/10

(dBA ref 0.0002 microbar)

OCTAVE BAND CENTER FREQUENCY (HZ)

OCTAVE BAND CENTER FREQUENCY (HZ)

Cabinets, equipped with telecommunications equipment and associated cooling fans, 

shall suppress acoustical noise to a level of less than 65 dBA at a distance of 1.5 m (5 

ft) from the cabinet with the doors closed during times of maximum noise generation 

within the cabinet.

Note: For cabinets with a permanent generator, this criterion shall be met with the 

generator not running.  With the generator running, the acoustical noise level shall be 

less than 75 dBA.

Test Procedure - The sound level shall be measured by a sound level meter meeting 

ANSI 1.4, and set to the A-weighting scale and the slow meter response setting.  

Measurements shall be made in accordance with ANSI 1.18.  For the duration of this 

test, all equipment fans and any other noise producing equipment shall be operating so 

that the maximum noise possible is being produced within the cabinet.  Cabinet doors 

shall be closed.  Sound levels thus produced shall be measured at 1.5 m (5 ft) from the 

cabinet surfaces in all horizontal directions at a height of 1 m (3 ft) from the cabinet 

mounting surface.  The background noise must be at least 10 dBA below the measured 

noise.

Cabinets, equipped with telecommunications equipment and associated cooling fans, 

shall suppress acoustical noise to a level of less than 65 dBA at a distance of 1.5 m (5 

ft) from the cabinet with the doors closed during times of maximum noise generation 

within the cabinet.

Note: For cabinets with a permanent generator, this criterion shall be met with the 

generator not running.  With the generator running, the acoustical noise level shall be 

less than 75 dBA.

Test Procedure - The sound level shall be measured by a sound level meter meeting 

ANSI 1.4, and set to the A-weighting scale and the slow meter response setting.  

Measurements shall be made in accordance with ANSI 1.18.  For the duration of this 

test, all equipment fans and any other noise producing equipment shall be operating so 

that the maximum noise possible is being produced within the cabinet.  Cabinet doors 

shall be closed.  Sound levels thus produced shall be measured at 1.5 m (5 ft) from the 

cabinet surfaces in all horizontal directions at a height of 1 m (3 ft) from the cabinet 

mounting surface.  The background noise must be at least 10 dBA below the measured 

noise.

Cabinets, equipped with telecommunications equipment and associated cooling fans, 

shall suppress acoustical noise to a level of less than 65 dBA at a distance of 1.5 m (5 

ft) from the cabinet with the doors closed during times of maximum noise generation 

within the cabinet.

Note: For cabinets with a permanent generator, this criterion shall be met with the 

generator not running.  With the generator running, the acoustical noise level shall be 

less than 75 dBA.

Test Procedure - The sound level shall be measured by a sound level meter meeting 

ANSI 1.4, and set to the A-weighting scale and the slow meter response setting.  

Measurements shall be made in accordance with ANSI 1.18.  For the duration of this 

test, all equipment fans and any other noise producing equipment shall be operating so 

that the maximum noise possible is being produced within the cabinet.  Cabinet doors 

shall be closed.  Sound levels thus produced shall be measured at 1.5 m (5 ft) from the 

cabinet surfaces in all horizontal directions at a height of 1 m (3 ft) from the cabinet 

mounting surface.  The background noise must be at least 10 dBA below the measured 

noise.
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APPENDIX D 
 

Pertinent Sections of Previous Eilar Associates Report



Eilar Associates, Inc. 
 
 
 
Verizon Kohler 40 kW Standby Generator 
 
The noise emission of a Kohler model 40 kW standby generator measured at 10 feet from the unit 
is 87.3 dBA. This similar equipment noise measurement was made at Valley Parkway in Escondido 
on Monday, August 18, 2003 at 2:15 p.m. The conditions were high 80's, no measurable wind, 
moderate humidity. The measured octave data for the two similar operational units are presented in 
Table 5. 
 
 

Table 5. Octave Data Table Kohler Model 40 Generator 
 
Octave Band Frequency 
(Hertz) 
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(dBA) 
 
West Side at 10 feet 
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86.2 

 
87.3 

 
80.2 
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APPENDIX E 
 

Cadna Analysis Data and Results



EILAR ASSOCIATES, INC.
Acoustical and Environmental Consulting

Name ID Type Source
Weight 63 125 250 500 1000 2000 4000 8000 A lin

Polar Power 10 kW L47 Lw (c) 89.1 89.1 90.2 83.1 87.2 84.3 77.3 72.6 90.9 95.7 Manufacturer/Measurement
RBA72 L54 Lw (c) A 38.4 47.4 67.5 62.1 65.6 66.4 68.2 59.5 73.6 78 Commscope

Oktave Spectrum (dB)
Cadna Noise Model - Sound Levels
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EILAR ASSOCIATES, INC.
ACOUSTICAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING

Name ID Result. PWL Height
Day Type Value X Y Z

(dBA) (m) (m) (m) (m)
Generator S_1 90.9 Lw L47 2.13 197.12 221.31 405.99

MCE 1 S_2 73.6 Lw L54 6.4 199.21 221.48 410.26
MCE 2 S_3 73.6 Lw L54 6.4 201.29 220.36 410.26

Cadna Noise Model - Point Sources 
Lw / Li Coordinates
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EILAR ASSOCIATES, INC.
Acoustical and Environmental Consulting

Name ID
X Y Z Ground

(m) (m) (m) (m)
198.31 224.7 405.69 403.86
193.42 215.58 405.52 403.69

Name ID
X Y Z Ground

(m) (m) (m) (m)
210.57 221.48 406.91 403.86
192.05 186.42 406.91 403.86
246.55 160.23 406.91 403.86
257.93 185.23 406.91 403.86
200.62 229.1 406.91 403.86
208.78 222.8 406.91 403.86
207.12 218.3 406.91 403.86
197.66 223.47 406.91 403.86
164.36 187.55 406.9 403.85
193.03 242.88 406.9 403.86
203.21 237.32 406.9 403.86
174.65 181.77 406.9 403.25
201.17 229.95 406.3 403.25
258.99 186.82 406.3 403.25
263.88 195.42 406.3 403.86

207 237.49 406.3 403.86
262.42 205.57 406.91 403.86
269.26 214.4 406.91 403.86
203.42 263.24 406.91 403.86
195.58 267.9 406.91 403.86
169.75 285.24 406.91 403.86
157.91 280.74 406.91 403.86
193.42 257.57 406.91 403.86
198.92 254.07 406.91 403.86

Cadna Noise Model - Barriers

Prop Line Wall BA_1

Cadna Noise Model - Buildings
Coordinates

BL_1On-Site 1

On-Site 2 BL_2

Coordinates

Storage 3 BL_5

Storage 1 BL_3

Storage 2 BL_4
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EILAR ASSOCIATES, INC.
Acoustical and Environmental Consulting

Name ID
X Y Z

(m) (m) (m)
154.59 140.11 403.86
197.59 223.46 403.86
200.63 229.54 403.86
260.59 185.09 403.86
267.31 183.2 403.86
270.46 179.42 403.86
195.43 21.51 403.86
34.03 91.44 403.86

103.76 206.53 403.86
158.83 291.94 403.86
208.4 262.54 403.86
275.6 212.77 403.86

261.53 187.57 403.86
203.57 231.67 403.86
189.71 244.9 403.86
161.98 187.57 403.86
169.28 183.21 403.86
149.33 143.1 403.86
154.01 139.21 403.86
260.25 186.12 403.25
260.17 187.46 403.25
199.43 233.55 403.25
151.99 143.92 403.25
154.41 140.25 403.25
197.33 223.77 403.25
200.37 229.86 403.25
260.19 185.93 403.25

Cadna Noise Model - Contour Lines
Coordinates

C_1Contour Line 1

C_2Contour Line 2
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EILAR ASSOCIATES, INC.
Acoustical and Environmental Consulting

Name ID Level Lr Height
Day X Y Z

(dBA) (m) (m) (m) (m)
North R_1 55.7 1.52 199.81 229.41 404.77
South R_2 32.4 1.52 121.82 57.93 405.38
East R_3 29.4 1.52 265 181.71 405.38
West R_4 68.5 1.52 196.42 221.93 404.83

West-Storage Res R_5 32.3 1.52 149.22 185.04 405.38
West-Res Beyond R_6 26.5 1.52 97.21 169.54 405.38

Cadna Noise Model - Noise Levels at Receivers
Coordinates
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