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Technical Studies to be Completed
e \isual Impact Study
o Air Quality Technical Stuady
e Noise and Vibration Technical Study
e Traffic Impact Study
e Habitat Assessment/Jurisdictional Delineation
e Cultural Resources Study

e Community Impact Study
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Noise Analysis = Decibel Scale
February 2011
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dBA = DECIBELS ON AN A-WEIGHTED SCALE Existing measured dayfime noise levels (dBA Leq).

SOURCE: COMPILED BY KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC. (2010)

m=u Kimley-Horn SA ND

and Associates, Inc.
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PROJECT SCREENING
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South Bay BRT - Rapid and reliable transit service




Visual Impact Analysis - Evaluation Proccess

February 2011
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by: Estrada Land Planning
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