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1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1  Purpose and Need for FPID# 436194-1-52-01

The project consists of reconstruction of the Turnpike (SR 91) from four to eight travel lanes beginning just north
of Partin Settlement Road to just north of Osceola Parkway. The project ranges from M.P. 243.572 to M.P.
248.844 in Osceola and Orange Counties, Florida for a total length of 5.27 miles. This project involves shifting the
Turnpike mainline approximately 53’ to the east to avoid impacting an existing 30” FGT gas transmission line.

Included is the reca ion of two interchanges including widening and construction of the existing side

streets. Replacig 2 ramp tolling features with Electronic Toll Collection (ETC). Six medium-span

reconstruction of one interchange incl g widening and construction of a portion of US 192. Constructing two

new ramp tolling features with Electro i [ inline medium-span replacement bridges
over US 192.

Additional improvements will include ¢ C ensions, noise barrier walls, drainage,
signing, and pavement marking, signalization, lighting, a

Florida’s Turnpike Enterprise (FTE) evaluated improvement;g i i npike (SR 91) from
the SR 50 (Clermont Interchange) to Interstate 75 (I-75) ag
(PD&E) Study completed in 2016 (FPID 423375-1). The Sta i R)for the PD&E
Study was approved July 7, 2016. The improvements included
eight lanes. As part of the PD&E Study, a Noise Study Report was prepared to eva
associated with traffic related noise. A project location map is included as Figure 1 of this report.

1.3 Previous PD&E Study

Florida’s Turnpike Enterprise (FTE) evaluated improvements for the portion of Florida’s
192 (Exit 242) to SR 50 (Clermont Exit 272) as part of a Project Development and Envij ent (PD&E) Study
completed in 2003 (FPID 411488-1). The State Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) forthe PD&E Study was
approved December 18, 2003. The improvements included widening Florida’s Turnpike from four lanes to six

e (SR 91) from US

lanes from US 192 to Osceola Parkway and eight lanes from Osceola Parkway to SR 50 in Clermont. As part of
the PD&E Study, a Noise Study Report was prepared to evaluate potential impacts associated with traffic related
noise. A project location map for the design segment covered in this Design Noise Study is included as Figure 1
of this report.
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2.0 METHODOLOGY

The traffic noise study was performed in accordance with Code of Federal Regulations, Title 23, Part 772 (23 CFR
772) Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise® using methodology established
by the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) in the Project Development and Environment Manual, Part
2, Chapter 18 (FDOT, July 1, 2020)* and FDOT’s Traffic Noise Modeling and Analysis Practitioners Handbook®.
Predicted noise levels were produced using the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Traffic Noise Model
(TNM), version 2.5.

2.1 Noise

Noise levels @ ) analysis are expressed in decibels (dB) using an “A”-scale [dB(A)] weighting. This
scale most e i e response characteristics of the human ear. All noise levels are reported as
(h)]. The Leq is defined as “the equivalent steady-state sound level which in a
same acoustic energy as the time-varying sound level during the same time
eq”2. Use of the dB(A) and Leq(h) metrics to evaluate traffic noise

2.2

Traffic noise is heavily de

Traffic Data

and traffic volume with the amount of noise generated
by traffic increasing as t of vehicles increases. The traffic conditions that result in
the highest noise levels for roadways at e hourly traffic volumes that represent Level of Service (LOS) C traffic

conditions because they represent ma ed traffic volume inue to travel at free flow speed.

s, motorcycles, and buses) were predicted
for the design year (2045) under the Buile . ida rnpike roadway segments, LOS C hourly
traffic volumes were compared to predicted iF the lower of the two was
used in the model, consistent with Section 18.2.1.5 of the
volumes were utilized. Traffic volumes and speeds used in

noise levels
FHWA criterion.
re provided in Figure 2.

NAC vary by activity category. Noise abatement measures are considered when predicted
approach or exceed the NAC. FDOT defines “approach” as within one dB(A) of the appli
For comparison purposes, typical noise levels for common indoor and outdoor activ

Noise abatement measures must also be considered when a substantial increase in traffic noise will occur as a
direct result of the transportation project. The FDOT PD&E Manual? defines a substantial increase as 15 or more
dB(A) above existing conditions. A substantial increase typically occurs in areas where traffic noise is a minor
component of the existing noise environment but would become a major component after the project is
constructed (e.g., new alignment project). The proposed concept design for this project follows the existing
alignment of Florida’s Turnpike and the results from the PD&E noise analysis indicated that a substantial
increase in traffic noise will not occur.
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Table 2-1 — FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria

NOISE ABATEMENT CRITERIA (NAC)
[Hourly A-Weighted Sound Level-decibels (dB(A))]

Activity Activity Leq(h)' Evaluation
Category FHWA FDOT location Description of activity category

Lands on which serenity and quiet are of
Exterior extraordinary significance and serve an important
public need and where the preservation of those
qualities is essential if the area is to continue to
serve its intended purpose.

Exterior Residential

Active sports areas, amphitheaters, auditoriums,
campgrounds, cemeteries, day care centers,
hospitals, libraries, medical facilities, parks, picnic
areas, places of worship, playgrounds, public
meeting rooms, public or nonprofit institutional
structures, radio studios, recording studios,
recreational areas, Section 4(f) sites, schools,
television studios, trails, and trail crossings.

Auditoriums, day care centers, hospitals, libraries,
medical facilities, places of worship, public meeting

D 52 Interior blic or nonprofit institutional structures,

s, recording studios, schools, and

E2 72 71 otels, offices, restaurants/bars, and other

ed lands, properties or activities not

emergency

E enance facilities,
G _ _ _

(Based on Table 1 of 23 CFR Part 772)
1 The Leq(h) Activity Criteria values are for impact determination only and are not design standards for nois
abatement measures.

2Includes undeveloped lands permitted for this activity category.

Note: FDOT defines that a substantial noise increase occurs when the existing noise level is predic
by 15 decibels or more as a result of the transportation improvement project. When this occur;
abatement consideration will be followed.
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Figure 2 — Typical Noise Levels

L Noise Level L
Common Outdoor Activities dB(A) Common Indoor Activities

Rock Band

Jet Fly-Over 1000 ft.

---90---

Food Blender at 3 ft.

Garbage Disposal at 3 ft.
Gas Lawn Mower at 100 Vacuum Cleaner at 10 ft.
Commercial Area

Normal Speech at 3 ft.

Heavy Traffic at 300 ft.

Quiet Urban Daytime

Quiet Urban Nighttime

Quiet Suburban Nighttime

Quiet Rural Nighttime Bedroom at Night, Concert Hall (B
---20---
—--10---

Lowest Threshold of Human Hearing ---0--- Lowest Threshold man Hearing

Source: California Dept. of Transportation; Technical Noise Supplement; Oct 1998; Page 18.
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3.0 TRAFFIC NOISE ANALYSIS AND ABATEMENT ASSESSMENT

3.1 Noise Sensitive Sites and Abatement Analysis
Within the project limits, residential and non-residential land-uses were evaluated. Receptor points representing

the noise sensitive sites are located in accordance with the FDOT PD&E Manual, Part 2, Chapter 18 as follows:

¢ Residential receptor points are located at an area of frequent exterior use (i.e. patio or lanai) or the
corner of a residential building closest to the major traffic noise source.

ors are located in areas of the non-residential site with frequent outdoor
areas, such as parks, receptors are placed in an array/grid pattern.

e levels, NAC classification, and impact criteria for all noise sensitive sites in this

Ll scripe on which side of the roadway the CNE is
located (e.g., i
of the travel lanes).

=  The number following the first

“type”, in the 2" CNE on the northbound side of the roadway}:.
e The project aerials in Appendix C show the locations of all impacted and/or benefited

For the proposed design, 1,111 receptor points were utilized to represent 2,637 residences a
residential sites. Noise levels at 1,005 residences are predicted to approach or exceed the
Criteria (NAC) [i.e., 66 dB(A) for Activity Category B] established by FHWA for the desi (2045) Build
condition. The impacted residences are located primarily in the first and second bui ows within the
neighborhoods adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike.

In addition to residences, Title 23 Code of Federal Regulations Part 772 specifies other Activity Categories
addressing non-residential noise sensitive sites. Within the project limits, non-residential noise sensitive sites
include numerous outdoor use areas at several qualifying special use locations including schools, playgrounds,
restaurants, neighborhood recreations areas, as well as interior use at one church.

Of the non-residential noise sensitive sites within the project limits, noise impacts are predicted to occur at
seventy receptors. Predicted noise levels for the design year (2045) Build condition are included in Appendix B-1

FPID 436194-1/3 6 Widening Florida’s Turnpike (SR 91)
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for residential receptors and Appendix B-2 for non-residential receptors. The receptors are shown on the
project aerials located in Appendix C.

Impacted residences are grouped into CNEs to evaluate the feasibility and cost reasonableness of providing
noise barriers to reduce traffic noise. Noise barriers reduce traffic noise by blocking the sound path between a
highway and noise sensitive site. To effectively reduce traffic noise, a noise barrier must be relatively long,
continuous (with no intermittent openings), and of sufficient height. For a noise barrier to be considered feasible
and cost reasonable (i.e. qualify for construction), the following conditions must be met.

umber of additional feasibility factors including: design and construction,
(ROW),.maintenance, drainage, and utility factors.

benefitted recep i would experience at least a 5 dB(A) reduction in noise
levels as a resu e current unit cost used to evaluate cost reasonableness

At some locations, noise barriers will benefit receptors to a predicted noise level that does not approach the
NAC. Since abatement consideration at these receptors is not required, noise barrier lengths or heights are not
increased to benefit these sites. However, if benefited because of the proximity to an impacted receptor, these
sites are included when determining the cost reasonableness of the barrier based on cost per benefited
receptor. This methodology is consistent with FHWA policy and guidance.

3.2  Special Use Site Analysis
The methodology used to evaluate noise barrier systems for special use sites is different than the one used for
residential locations. The standard procedure for determining the reasonableness and feasibility of a noise

FPID 436194-1/3 7 Widening Florida’s Turnpike (SR 91)
Design Noise Study Report from US 192 to Osceola Parkway



barrier for a special use site is documented in A Method to Determine Reasonableness and Feasibility of Noise
Abatement at Special Use Locations (FDOT 2009)3. This special use site analysis procedure starts with the
established cost threshold for residential locations and generalizes it to a person-hours of use criteria that can
be applied to non-residential sites using this equation from the above referenced document.

” _

“abatement cost factor

B2k . residence ,, useage . ,0e)00m) = $095,935 /person-hr/f (2)

sidence 2A46persons 24hours

se site is considered cost reasonable if the calculated “abatement cost factor” is

receptor (the maximu increé i .0 dB(A)), therefore no NBO1 receptors are impacted by a
substantial increase.

Noise barriers were evaluated followi cedures outlined in Section 3.2 of this

report. Based on this evaluation, a po i [ - g the northbound ROW could provide a 7
dB(A) reduction at one or more receptars r the entire impacted area. However, for a
14-foot-tall Shoulder noise barrier to be co
impacted portion (approximately 40% of the total park are
full park. That would mean that at least 123 people would
365 days a year. Because the park has fewer than 40 parki

use sites at the Partin Triangle Park. Table 3-1 summarizes the
evaluated for Partin Triangle Park.
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Table 3-1 — Partin Triangle Park

. . Possible for
) Does the barrier | Required Person-
Height | Length* LG desnaesict satisfy the Noise | Hours of Dail i
g Location | Total Cost> | Acreage within |Impacted Area y' . iar s y Daily Use Within
diesi | i impact area Benefited IS R Uity Entire Facility to
P Goal (-7dB(A)) Benefited Area
be met?

22 900 ROW? $594,000 3.25ac 100% Yes 836 No

20 1,000 $600,000 2.97 ac 92% Yes 844 No

$540,000 2.71 ac 83% Yes 760 No

67% Yes 676 No

42% Yes 591 No

33% Yes 877 No

33% Yes 676 No

n/a No n/a n/a

n/a No n/a n/a

LFull height is for the length indicated. If a shoulder noise bari dicated, the length of vertical height tapers at the shoulder barrier’s

terminus (See FDOT Standard Plans) would be in addition to t
2 Unit cost of $30/ft2

3 ROW - Right of Way noise barrier on Florida's Turnpike
4 SH - Shoulder noise barrier on Florida's Turnpike

The predicted noise levels are shown or locations are shown in aerial sheet 1

located in Appendix C.

3.3.2 City of Life Church and 192 Animal Clinic (

City of Life Church and the 192 Animal Clinic are located o
Neptune Road and Ames Haven Road. In this area, 12 NA
the City of Life Church and one NAC E receptor for outdoo
outside the aerials limits on sheet 2). Noise levels are not exp

by traffic related noise, noise abatement was not considered for CNE NBO2.

The predicted noise levels are shown in Appendix B-2 and the receptor locations ar in aerial sheet 2

located in Appendix C.

3.3.3 Mickey Johnson Court (CNE NB03)

Mickey Johnson Court is located on the northbound side of Florida’s Turnpike between Ames Haven Road and
US 192. In this area, four NAC B receptor points, representing four residential receptors were added to the
model. Noise levels are expected to approach or exceed the NAC for the Build Condition at one residence in the
design year (2040). Noise levels are expected to increase, but not by 15 dB(A) at any receptor (the maximum
predicted increase in NBO3 is 4.1 dB(A)), therefore no NBO3 receptors are impacted by a substantial increase.
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Because a minimum of two impacted residences must be benefitted for noise abatement to be feasible, noise
abatement was not considered for the isolated impacted single-family residence in NBO3.

The predicted noise levels are shown in Appendix B-1 and the receptor locations are shown in the project aerials
located in Appendix C.

3.3.4 Outback Steakhouse (CNE NB04)

Outback Steakhouse is,located on the northbound side of Florida’s Turnpike just north of US 192. In this area,

time this noise study report was condu . Only residences with a valid building permit as of the time this noise
study was conducted were included in ilding permits were verified for 114

residences, so 62 NAC B receptor poi i ] ces, and one NAC C receptor representing
outdoor use at a playground were adde s, 4 residences are expected to approach or

exceed the NAC for the Build Condition in design y@ , oise levels a playground are not

expected to meet or exceed the NAC. Noise levels are expe ‘ 15 dB(A) at any receptor
(the maximum predicted increase in NBO3 is 5.6 dB(A)), the i
substantial increase.

Therefore, noise barriers are not a reasonable and feasible method to abate traffic re oise impacts for the

residences in CNE NBO5. Table 3-2 summarizes the various barrier configurations th ere evaluated for CNE

NBOS5.

The predicted noise levels are shown in Appendix B-1 and the receptor locations are shown in aerial sheet 3
located in Appendix C.
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Table 3-2 — Simmons Trace

Noise Reduc?lon at Number of Benefited Residences
. a Impacted Residences Impacted Total Cost per
Height | Length . No. of . n
(feet) | (feet) Location e || 550 leasal =7 - Average Res. Not4 Estlmaged Benefited
e 570 2 i Benefited Cost Residence
dB(A) | dB(A) | dB(A) Impacted bt Total | Reduction
dB(A)
14 1400 SH’
4 0 4 0 N/AE N/AE N/AZ N/AE N/A2 N/AE N/AE
14 1800 SH’
22 3400 ROW® 4 0 0 0 N/A® N/A® N/A® N/A® N/A® N/A® N/A®

1Full height is for the length indica
length indicated.

2 Benefited residences with g
3 Benefited residences wj

der noise barrier location is indicated, the length of vertical height tapers at the shoulder barrier’s terminus (See FDOT Standard Plans) would be in addition to the

approach or exceed the NAC.
not approach the NAC.
A) reduction from proposed noise barrier.

arrier on Florida's Turnpike
did not meet the noise reduction

The predicted noise levels are shown or locations are shown in aerial sheet 5

located in Appendix C.

3.3.7 Remington (CNE NB06)

receptors are impacted by a substantial increase.

Noise barriers were evaluated for the residences in Remington to abate traffic related noise
ea7dB(A)
tors. The most cost-

evaluation, a noise barrier system located along the eastbound shoulder and ROW coul
reduction at one or more receptors and a 5 dB(A) reduction at two or more impacte
effective barrier evaluated will not exceed the allowable $42,000 per benefited receptor and therefore, noise
barriers are a cost reasonable method to abate traffic related noise impacts for the residences in CNE NBO6.

Table 3-3 summarizes the various barrier configurations that were evaluated for CNE NBO6.
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Table 3-3 — Remington

Noise Reduc?lon at Number of Benefited Residences
. a Impacted Residences Impacted Total Cost per
Height | Length . No. of N )
Location Average Res. Not | Estimated | Benefited
(feet) | (Feet) Impacts | 5-5.9 16.0-6.9| >7 Impacted? — Total | Reduction | Benefited* Cost® Residence
dB(A) | dB(A) | dB(A) | P Impacted?
dB(A)
22 2080 ROW®
39 2 2 35 39 39 78 10.0 0 $1,767,600 $22,662
14 940 SH’
22 1880 ROW®
0 3 32 35 35 70 10.2 4 $1,659,600 $23,709
14 840
20 2080
4 33 39 33 72 9.4 0 $1,586,400 $22,033
12
14 4 31 39 33 72 7.9 0 $1,008,000 $14,000
16 34 29 63 7.6 5 $924,000 $14,667
35 24 59 7.2 4 $864,000 $14,644
LFull height i indi i a indicated, the length of vertical height tapers at the shoulder barrier’s terminus (See FDOT Standard
ed noise barrier.
5 Unit cost of $30/ft2 for all barriers.
6 ROW - Right of Way noise barrier on F|
7 SH - Shoulder noise barrier on Florid
8 Noise barrier system did not meet t Uction at any receptor, so no cost analysis was not conducted.
?Noise barrier system did not meet the feasibility requiremen ion at two or more receptors, so no cost analysis was conducted.
The predicted noise levels are shown i locations are shown in aerial sheets 4

and 5 located in Appendix C.

3.3.8 The Osceola County Jail, Kiss
Center (CNE NBO07)

these receptors, representing approximately 45% of the total outdoor use area at the Osceola Coun
facility. Noise levels are expected to increase, but not by 15 dB(A) at any receptor (the maximum

increase in NBO7 is 6.9 dB(A)), therefore no NBO7 receptors are impacted by a substantial incr

ion 3.2 of this
e northbound ROW
he entire impacted

Noise barriers were evaluated following the FDOT Special Land Use procedures outlined i
report. Based on this evaluation, a 16-foot-tall, 1,100-foot-long noise barrier located
could provide a 7 dB(A) reduction at one or more receptors and a 5 dB(A) reduction
area. However, for this noise barrier to be cost reasonable, an average of 659 people would need to use the
benefitted area for one hour per day. Based on the assumption of 100% capacity at the 800-person facility, and
that each inmate at the jail receives one hour of outside time per jail, 590 person hours is the maximum number
of outdoor use hours per day that would be expected at this facility. That is also assuming the facility is at 100%
capacity, as of the last check on the Osceola County Jails website this facility was only at approximately 80%
capacity. For this reason, the person hours necessary to make a noise barrier cost reasonable in this location
cannot be met and noise barriers are not a potentially feasible and reasonable method to abate traffic related
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noise for the special use sites at the Osceola County Jail. Table 3-4 summarizes the various noise barrier

configurations that were evaluated for CNE NBO7.

Table 3-4 — Osceola County Jail

Benefited Percentage of Does the barrier Required Person- | Possible for Person-
Height Length® Location | Total Cost |Acreage within | Impacte dgArea satisfy the Noise Hours of Daily Use | Hours of Daily Use
(feet) (feet) im agct area :enefite d Reduction Design Within Benefited | Within Entire Facility
P Goal (-7dB(A)) Area to be met?
22 1,100 $726,000 0.62 ac 100% Yes 1,022 No
20 1,100 $660,000 0.62 ac 100% Yes 929 No
18 0.62 ac 100% Yes 836 No
16 0.62 ac 100% Yes 743 No
0.62 ac 100% Yes 769 No
90% Yes 659 No
n/a No n/a n/a

LFull height is for ated, the length of vertical height tapers at the shoulder barrier’s

5 Unit cost of $30/ft2
6 ROW - Right of Way noise barrier d
7 SH - Shoulder noise barrier on Florida

The predicted noise levels are shown i
and 7 located in Appendix C.

by 15 dB(A) at any receptor (the maximum predicted increase
are impacted by a substantial increase.

Noise barriers were evaluated for the residences in Country Crossing and Breezewood Village
abate traffic related noise. Based on this evaluation, a potential noise barrier system locate
eastbound shoulder and ROW could provide a 7 dB(A) reduction at one or more recept
e allowable $42,000
ate traffic related noise

reduction at two or more impacted receptors. This noise barrier system does not ex
per benefited receptor and therefore, noise barriers are a cost reasonable method to
impacts for the residences in CNE NBO8. Other noise barrier systems were considered, including a noise barrier
only at the ROW, however these noise barrier systems had drainage and space constraints that would have
prevented them from being constructed. The recommended noise barrier system was designed to
accommodate these constructability issues. Table 3-5 summarizes the various barrier configurations that were
evaluated for CNE NBO08.
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Table 3-5 — Country Crossing and Breezewood Village Apartments

Noise Reduci.:lon at Number of Benefited Residences
Height | Length? No. of Impacted Residences Impacted Total Cost per
(fegt) (feit) Location Im 'acts Average Res. Not | Estimated | Benefited
P 5-5.9 | 6.0-69 | >7 TR Not Total | Reduction Benefited* Cost® Residence
dB(A) | dB(A) | dB(A) Impacted®
dB(A)
8 3,200 SH’ 57 15 9 14 38 1 39 5.9 19 $768,000 $19,692
22 2,100 ROWS® 57 11 1 44 56 32 88 8.0 1 $1,386,000 $15,573
8 1,020 SH’
2 10 44 56 33 89 9.4 1 $1,274,400 $14,319
22 1,560
14 500
1 42 44 33 77 9.8 13 $1,081,200 $14,042
22
SH’
57 1 43 54 33 87 8.9 3 $1,107,600 $12,731
ROWS®

LFull heig the length indicated. If a is indicated, the length of vertical height tapers at the shoulder barrier’s terminus (See FDOT Standard Plans)

would be in'g p to the length indi
2 Benefited res| ith predi -
3 Benefited reside e levels tha

4 Impacted residences eived a minig B osed noise barrier.
5 Unit cost of $30/ft2

6 ROW — Right of Way noise barrier on Florid
7 SH - Shoulder noise barrier on Florida's
8 Noise barrier system did not meet the
9 Noise barrier system exceeded cos!

The predicted noise levels are shown i
located in Appendix C.

The predicted noise levels are shown in Appendix B-2 and the receptor locations are shown in aerial
located in Appendix C.

3.3.11 Grande Court Apartments at Boggy Creek (CNE NB09)

Grande Court Apartments at Boggy Creek is located on the northbound side of Florida; pike between

Fortune Road and Mallard Creek Circle. In this area, 78 NAC B receptor points, repre ng 312 apartments, and
nine NAC C receptor points, representing outdoor use areas at a playground, soccer field, and pool area, were
added to the model. Noise levels are expected to approach or exceed the NAC for the Build Condition in the
design year (2040) at 204 apartments in this area. Noise levels are expected to increase, but not by 15 dB(A) at
any receptor (the maximum predicted increase in NBO8 is 8.5 dB(A)), therefore no NBO8 receptors are impacted

by a substantial increase.

Noise barriers were evaluated for the residences in Grande Court Apartments at Boggy Creek to abate traffic
related noise. Based on this evaluation, a potential noise barrier system located along the northbound ROW

could provide a 7 dB(A) reduction at one or more receptors and a 5 dB(A) reduction at two or more impacted
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receptors. This noise barrier system does not exceed the allowable $42,000 per benefited receptor and
therefore, noise barriers are a cost reasonable method to abate traffic related noise impacts for the residences
in CNE NB09. Table 3-6 summarizes the various barrier configurations that were evaluated for CNE NBQ9.

Table 3-6 — Grande Court Apartments at Boggy Creek

Noise Reduc?non at Number of Benefited Residences
. a Impacted Residences Impacted Total Cost per
Height | Length No. of . 2
(feet) | (feet) e Average Res. Not | Estimated | Benefited
5-59 | 6.0-6.9 | >7 D Not Total | Reduction Benefited* Cost® Residence
dB(A) | dB(A) | dB(A) Impacted®
dB(A)
12 132 160 8 168 8.1 44 $714,000 $4,250
16 180 204 12 216 10.1 0 $1,254,000 $5,806
8 176 200 12 212 10.0 4 $1,188,000 $5,604
168 204 12 216 9.3 4 $1,140,000 $5,278
184 12 196 8.7 20 $1,026,000 $5,235
LFull height i e i at indicated, the length of vertical height tapers at the shoulder barrier’s terminus (See FDOT Standard Plans)

5 Unit cost of $30/ft2
6 ROW - Right of Way noise barrier on F,
7 SH - Shoulder noise barrier on Florig

barrier system will not exceed the allowable $42,000 per benefited receptor and therefor barriers are a

cost reasonable method to abate traffic related noise impacts for the residences in Em ointe. Other noise
barrier systems were considered, including a noise barrier only at the ROW, howev e noise barrier

systems had drainage and space constraints that would have prevented them from being constructed. The
recommended noise barrier system was designed to accommodate these constructability issues. Table 3-7

summarizes the various barrier configurations that were evaluated for CNE NB10.
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Table 3-7 — Emerald Pointe

Noise Reduci.:lon at Number of Benefited Residences
. a Impacted Residences Impacted Total Cost per
Height | Length . No. of . ;
(feet) | (feet) Location TS Average Res. Not | Estimated | Benefited
5-5.9 | 6.0-6.9 | >7 et Not Total | Reduction Benefited* Cost® Residence
dB(A) | dB(A) | dB(A) Impacted®
dB(A)
22 3,300 ROWS® 71 3 5 63 71 41 112 9.7 0 $2,178,000 $19,446
8 4,400 SH’ 71 45 10 0 55 0 55 5.6 0 n/a® n/a®
22 3,000 ROW®
3 6 62 71 41 112 9.6 0 $2,208,000 $19,714
8 950
22 | 2,800
1 59 67 38 105 9.5 4 $2,028,000 $19,314
8
20 ROWS®
S 71 9 59 70 31 101 9.2 1 $1,971,000 $19,515

the length indicated. If a is indicated, the length of vertical height tapers at the shoulder barrier’s terminus (See FDOT Standard Plans)

would be in p to the length indi
2 Benefited res| ith predi -
3 Benefited reside e levels tha

4 Impacted residences eived a minip osed noise barrier.
5 Unit cost of $30/ft2

6 ROW — Right of Way noise barrier on Florid
7 SH - Shoulder noise barrier on Florida's
8 Noise barrier system did not meet the e i i on at any receptor, so no cost analysis was conducted.
9 Noise barrier system exceeded cos! ableness criteria o o

The predicted noise levels are shown i
and 10 located in Appendix C.

3.3.13 Buena Ventura Lakes (CN

this evaluation, a potential noise barrier system consisting of two separate groupings of walls loc
northbound ROW and shoulder could provide a 7 dB(A) reduction at one or more receptors a
reduction at two or more impacted receptors. The most cost-effective combination of bar, stems evaluated
will not exceed the allowable $42,000 per benefited receptor and therefore, noise bar, re a cost reasonable
method to abate traffic related noise impacts for the residences in Buena Ventura L . Other noise barrier
systems were considered, including noise barriers placed exclusively at the ROW, however these noise barrier
systems had drainage and space constraints that would have prevented them from being constructed. The
recommended noise barrier system was designed to accommodate these constructability issues. Table 3-8

summarizes the various barrier configurations that were evaluated for CNE NB11.
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Table 3-8 — Buena Ventura Lakes

Noise Reduci.:lon at Number of Benefited Residences
Height | Length! No. of Impacted Residences Impacted Total Cost per
(feet) | (feet) Location Im 'acts Average Res. Not | Estimated | Benefited
P 5-5.9 | 6.0-69 | >7 TR Not Total | Reduction Benefited* Cost® Residence
dB(A) | dB(A) | dB(A) Impacted®
dB(A)
22 2,200 ROW®
" 70 5 10 53 68 24 92 10.6 2 $2,586,000 $28,109
22 2,700 ROW
14 2,400 SH’
14 2,200 12 9 39 60 30 90 8.2 10 $2,100,000 $23,333
700
8 48 67 28 95 10.2 3 $2,961,600 $31,175
10.3 6 $2,781,600 $32,344
SH’
6 880 SH’
20 2,500 ROWS®
" 9.9 4 $2,632,800 $29,918
20 1,420 ROW
6 680 SH’

LFull height is for the length indicated. If a shoulder noise ba
Plans) would be in addition to the length indicated.

2 Benefited residences with predicted noise levels that app,
3 Benefited residences with predicted noise levels that do n@
4 Impacted residences that do not received a minimum 5 dB(A)¥red
5 Unit cost of $30/ft2

6 ROW - Right of Way noise barrier on Florida's Turnpike
7 SH - Shoulder noise barrier on Florida's Turnpike

8 Noise barrier system did not meet the noise reduction design goal of a 7 dB(A) reduction at a
9 Noise barrier system exceeded cost reasonableness criteria of $42,000/benefitted residence

ght tapers at the shoulder barrier’s terminus (See FDOT Standard

ptor, so no cost

The predicted noise levels are shown in Appendix B-1 ang
12, and 13 located in Appendix C.

aerial sheets 11,

3.3.14 Coral Wood (CNE NB12)

Coral Wood is located on the northbound side of Florida’s Turnpike between Osceola Parkway an
the project extents. In this area, 37 NAC B receptor points, representing 104 residential recept
are effectiv
B(A) impact

omes along the north

to the model. Newly constructed noise barriers along the northbound turnpike shoulder a

in keeping noise levels at all the homes adjacent to the turnpike in Coral Wood below t
threshold. In addition, noise barriers along Osceola Parkway are effective for most
side of Osceola Parkway. Noise levels are expected to approach or exceed the NAC for'the Build Condition in the
design year (2040) for one isolated impacted residence at the corner of Coralwood Circle and Osceola Parkway.
Noise levels are expected to increase, but not by 15 dB(A) at any receptor (the maximum predicted increase in
NB12 is 4.2 dB(A)), therefore no NB12 receptors are impacted by a substantial increase. Because a minimum of
two impacted noise sensitive locations must be benefitted for noise abatement to be feasible, noise abatement
was not considered for the isolated impacted residence in CNE NB12.

The predicted noise levels are shown in Appendix B-1 and the receptor locations are shown in aerial sheet 13
located in Appendix C.

FPID 436194-1/3 17 Widening Florida’s Turnpike (SR 91)
Design Noise Study Report from US 192 to Osceola Parkway




3.4 Residences on Southbound Side of Florida’s Turnpike
3.4.1 Tohoqua Reserve (CNE SB01)

Tohoqua Reserve is located on the southbound side of Florida’s Turnpike between the Saint Cloud Canal and
Neptune Road. This neighborhood was in the early stages of construction at the time this noise study was
conducted. Only residences with a valid building permit as of the time this noise study was conducted were
included in the noise analysis. In this area, building permits were verified for 76 residences, so 27 NAC B

receptor points, representing 76 residential receptors, were added to the model (The majority of the permitted

homes in this area 00+ feet away from the turnpike and fall outside of the limits of the aerials. See aerials
sheet 1 for the are visible in the project aerials). Of these 76 residential receptors, 27 NAC B
receptors, i 3 approach or exceed the NAC for the Build Condition in the design year (2040).

Noise le s i ase, but not by 15 dB(A) at any receptor (the maximum predicted increase in
301 receptors are impacted by a substantial increase.

Ames Haven Road. In this'area, 20 NAC C oints, representing basketball courts, soccer fields, and
playground equipment, were added to eceptors, 10 NAC C receptors are expected
to approach or exceed the NAC for th

increase, but not by 15 dB(A) at any r

use sites at the Neptune Middle School. Table 3-9 summarizes the various noise barrier rations that were

evaluated for CNE SB02.
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Table 3-9 — Neptune Middle School

. . Possible for
. Does the barrier | Required Person-
. a Benefited Percentage of . . . Person-Hours of
Height | Length . . satisfy the Noise | Hours of Daily . s
Location | Total Cost | Acreage within |Impacted Area . . s Daily Use Within
desi | e impact area Benefited Reciationlpesiey CEQUIEIL) Entire Facility to
P Goal (-7dB(A)) Benefited Area ty
be met?
22 1,200 ROW® $792,000 6.26 100% Yes 1,114 No
20 1,200 $720,000 6.26 100% Yes 1,013 No
$648,000 6.26 100% Yes 912 No
6.26 100% Yes 811 No
6.26 100% Yes 828 No
1,400 4.69 75% Yes 709 No
n/a SH n/a No n/a n/a

he length indicated. If is indicated, the length of vertical height tapers at the shoulder barrier’s

3 Benefited residence
4 Impacted residences tha
5 Unit cost of $30/ft2
6 ROW - Right of Way noise barrier on Florijg
7 SH - Shoulder noise barrier on Florida'

ed noise barrier.

The predicted noise leve
located in Appendix C.

nd side of Florida’s Turnpike between
ting 162 residential
receptors, and one NAC C receptor representing the Emera
levels are expected to approach or exceed the NAC for the
€ maximum
ial increase.

receptor and therefore, noise barriers are not a cost reasonable method to abate trafficr noise impacts

for the residences in CNE SBO3. A noise barrier in this area cannot meet the cost critegi his CNE for several
reasons; the homes are all a good distance away from the turnpike resulting in few i cts in the area, the

homes that are impacted are widely spaced out and required a lot a barrier for only a small number of benefited
homes, and the overpass elevates the turnpike lanes making noise barriers less effective at reducing traffic noise
even at their maximum heights. Table 3-9 summarizes the various barrier configurations that were evaluated for

CNE SBO3.
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Table 3-9 — Emerald Lake & Villas of Emerald Lake

Noise Reduction at . .
' " .I Number of Benefited Residences
. a Impacted Residences Impacted Total Cost per
Height | Length . No. of . ;
(feet) | (feet) Location TS Average Res. Not | Estimated | Benefited
5-5.9 | 6.0-6.9 | >7 et Not Total | Reduction Benefited* Cost® Residence
dB(A) | dB(A) | dB(A) Impacted®
dB(A)
22 2,400 ROW® 8 8 0 0 N/A® N/A2 N/A® N/A® N/A® N/A2 N/A®
14 1,600 SH’ 8 3 0 1 4 2 6 6.2 4 $672,000 $112,000
12 1,600 SH’ 8 0 1 0 N/A® N/A® N/A® N/A® N/A® N/A® N/A®
14 | 1,400 S 0 1 0 N/A? N/A? N/A? N/A? N/A? N/A? N/A?
LFull height is for the | cated. | er noise barrier location is indicated, the length of vertical height tapers at the shoulder barrier’s terminus (See FDOT Standard
Plans) would be in the length in
2 Benefited resid, predicted noise le t approach or exceed the NAC.
3 Benefited r ith predicted noise lev t do not approach the NAC.
4 Impacte ‘es that do not received a mi 5 dB(A) reduction from proposed noise barrier.
5 Unit ¢ /ft2 for all barriers.
6 RO of Way noise barrier on Florida' ike
7SH - noise barrier on Florida's Tur|
8 Noise b tem did not meet the noi dB(A) reduction at any receptor, so no cost analysis was conducted.
2 Noise barr did not meet th. eduction at two or more receptors, so no cost analysis was conducted.
The predict are sho and the receptor locations are shown in aerial sheets 2

and 3 located in Appendix C.

located in Appendix C.

3.4.5 Gateway Baptist Church (SB05)

Gateway Baptist Church is located on the southbound side of Florida’s Turnpike Partin Settlemen
area, two NAC D receptor points were added to the model representing interior uses at Gate
i d that the
evels for all
the NAC for the Build
Condition in the design year (2040). Noise levels are expected to increase, but not by 15 dB(A) at any receptor

A site visit to Gateway Baptist confirmed there were no areas of frequent outdoor use on
windows were closed so a noise reduction factor of -20 dB(A) was applied to modeled
predicted noise levels at the church. Noise levels are not expected to approach or e

(the maximum predicted increase in SBO5 is 6.4 dB(A)), therefore no SBO5 receptors are impacted by a
substantial increase. Because no receptors are predicted to be impacted by traffic related noise, noise
abatement was not considered for CNE SBO5.

The predicted noise levels are shown in Appendix B-2 and the receptor locations are shown in aerial sheet 4
located in Appendix C.
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3.4.6 Amber Pointe Apartments (SB06) and Academy Park Apartments (SB07)

Amber Pointe Apartments and Academy Park Apartments are located on the southbound side of Florida’s
Turnpike between Partin Settlement Road and the ramp system to and from US 192. In this area 221 NAC B
receptors, representing 730 residences, and one NAC C receptor point, representing an outdoor pool area, were
added to the model. Noise levels are expected to approach or exceed the NAC for the Build Condition in the
design year (2040) at 83 NAC B receptor points, representing 211 residences. Noise levels are expected to
increase, but not by 15 dB(A) at any receptor (the maximum predicted increase in SBO6 and SB0O7 is 9.7 dB(A)),

therefore no recep this area are impacted by a substantial increase.

Residences
Impacted Total Cost per

- 1
':feel g;t Lar;i:'; Location I:O'az:s Average Res. Not | Estimated | Benefited
P Benefited* Cost® Residence
22 4,800 ROW® 211 $3,168,000 | $8,144%
8 5,000 SH’ 211 $1,512,000 $5,2508

22 1,180 ROW®

22 1,140 ROW® 211 $7,235

14 2,780 SH’

20 1,180 ROW®

20 | 1,140 | ROWS 211

12 | 2,780 SH?

22 | 1,080 | ROWS®

22 | 1,040 | ROWS® 211

14 2,580 SH’

LFull height is for the length indicated. If a shoulder noise barrier location is indicated, the length of vertical height tapers at the sh
would be in addition to the length indicated.

2 Benefited residences with predicted noise levels that approach or exceed the NAC.

3 Benefited residences with predicted noise levels that do not approach the NAC.

4 Impacted residences that do not received a minimum 5 dB(A) reduction from proposed noise barrier.

5 Unit cost of $30/ft2

6 ROW — Right of Way noise barrier on Florida's Turnpike

7 SH - Shoulder noise barrier on Florida's Turnpike

8 Noise barrier system not constructable due to drainage and space constraints.

rier’s terminus (See FDOT Standard Plans)

The predicted noise levels are shown in Appendix B-1 and the receptor locations are shown in aerial sheet 4, 5,
and 6 located in Appendix C.
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3.4.7 Travelodge by Wyndham (SB08)

Travelodge by Wyndham is located on the southbound side of Florida’s Turnpike at the intersection of the
Kissimmee Toll Plaza ramps and US 192 (see aerial sheet 16 for receptor location). In this area, one NAC C
receptor point, representing one non-residential receptor was added to the model. The one NAC C non-
residential receptor, representing one non-residential location is expected to approach or exceed the NAC for
the Build Condition in the design year (2040). Noise levels are expected to increase, but not by 15 dB(A) at any
receptor (the maximum predicted increase in SB08 is 0.2 dB(A)), therefore no SB08 receptors are impacted by a
substantial increase

(the maximum predicte® , therefore no SB09 receptors are impacted by a

substantial increase.

The predicted noise levels are shown in‘Appendix B-1 a locations are shown in aerial sheet 16

located in Appendix C.

3.49 Simpson Ridge Apartments (

Simpson Ridge Apartments are located on the southbound ween the ramp system
to and from US 192 and Simpson Road. In this area, 46 NA
receptors, were added to the model. Of these 46 total re
residences, are expected to approach or exceed the NAC
levels are expected to increase, but not by 15 dB(A) at any rec

9.1 dB(A)), therefore no SB10 receptors are impacted by a substantial increase.

Noise barriers were evaluated for the residences in Simpson Ridge Apartments to abate traffic

Based on this evaluation, a potential noise barrier system located along the southbound R Id provide a

dB(A) reduction at one or more receptors and a 5 dB(A) reduction at two or more impa ceptors. This noise
e, noise barriers are a
SB10. Four impacted

residential receptors could not receive a benefit because of their distance from the noise barrier or proximity to

barrier system does not exceed the allowable $42,000 per benefited receptor and t
cost reasonable method to abate traffic related noise impacts for the residences in C

Simpson Road. Table 3-11 summarizes the various barrier configurations that were evaluated for CNE SB10.
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Table 3-11 - Simpson Ridge Apartments

Noise Reduci.:lon at Number of Benefited Residences
Height | Length! No. of Impacted Residences Impacted Total Cost per
(feet) | (feet) Location Im 'acts Average Res. Not | Estimated | Benefited
P 5-5.9 | 6.0-69 | >7 TR Not Total | Reduction Benefited* Cost® Residence
dB(A) | dB(A) | dB(A) Impacted®
dB(A)
14 1,200 SH’ 60 9 18 3 30 0 30 6.1 30 $504,000 $16,800
12 1,200 SH’ 60 15 9 0 N/A? N/A® N/A® N/A? N/A® N/A® N/A?
14 1,000 SH’ 9 9 0 N/AZ N/AE N/AZ N/AZ N/AZ N/AE N/AZ
22 1220 6 15 27 48 0 48 8.4 12 $805,200 $16,775
20 1220 9 27 45 0 45 8.2 15 $732,000 $16,267
22 6 21 30 0 30 8.9 30 $660,000 $22,000
Full heigh e Dise barrier location is indicated, the length of vertical height tapers at the shoulder barrier’s terminus (See FDOT Standard Plans,
! ( )
would be
2Be
3 Bene
4 Impacte
5 Unit cost 0
6 ROW —Right 0
7SH
8 Noise barrier system d i B ction at any receptor, so no cost analysis was conducted.

The predicted noise levels a
located in Appendix C.

3.4.10 Johnson University of Florig ateway Highschool, and Osceola County School District
(SB11)

Johnson University Florida, Gateway

receptors at Johnson University Florida. Noise levels are e i dB(A) at any
receptor (the maximum predicted increase in SB11 is 4.4
substantial increase.

Noise barriers were evaluated following the FDOT Special Land WUse procedures outlined in Section
Based on this evaluation, a potential noise barrier located along the southbound ROW could provi
reduction at one or more receptors and a 5 dB(A) reduction for the entire impacted area. Howe
tall, 1,300-foot-long ROW noise barrier to be cost reasonable, an average of 659 people wo
benefited portion of the outdoor use areas for at least one hour per day. That would be ice the total
enrollment of this college. For this reason, the person hours necessary to make a noi ier cost reasonable in
this location cannot be met and noise barriers are not a potentially feasible and reasomable method to abate
traffic related noise for the special use sites at the Johnson University of Florida. Table 3-12 summarizes the

various noise barrier configurations that were evaluated for CNE SB11.
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Table 3-12 - Johnson University of Florida

. . Possible for
. Does the barrier | Required Person-
. a Benefited Percentage of . . . Person-Hours of
Height | Length . . satisfy the Noise | Hours of Daily . s
Location | Total Cost | Acreage within |Impacted Area . . s Daily Use Within
desi | e impact area Benefited Reciationlpesiey CEQUIEIL) Entire Facility to
P Goal (-7dB(A)) Benefited Area ty
be met?
22 1,300 | ROW® $858,000 3.4 ac 78% Yes 1,207 No
20 1,300 $780,000 3.4ac 78% Yes 1,097 No
$702,000 78% Yes 988 No
72% Yes 878 No
56% Yes 769 No
39% Yes 659 No
n/a No n/a n/a
56% Yes 1,064 No
n/a No n/a n/a

is indicated, the length of vertical height tapers at the shoulder barrier’s
ddition to the leng

4 Impacted residences th. received a mini
5 Unit cost of $30/ft2
6 ROW — Right of Way noise barrier on Florida's Tu

7 SH - Shoulder noise barrier on Florida's Turnpike,

The predicted noise levels are shown infAppendix B-2 an locations are shown in aerial sheets 7

and 8 located in Appendix C.

3.4.11 Ponderosa RV Park (SB12)

Ponderosa RV Park is located on the southbound side of Fl tune Road and Station

4887+00.00. A site visit to this location was conducted and

Turnpike

any receptor (the maximum predicted increase in SB12 is 9.8 dB(A)), therefore no SB12 re are impacted

by a substantial increase.

Noise barriers were evaluated for the residences in Ponderosa RV Park to abate trafficfelated noise. Based on
this evaluation, a potential noise barrier system located along the southbound ROW could provide a 7 dB(A)
reduction at one or more receptors and a 5 dB(A) reduction at two or more impacted receptors. This noise
barrier system does not exceed the allowable $42,000 per benefited receptor and therefore, noise barriers are a
cost reasonable method to abate traffic related noise impacts for the residences in CNE SB12. Table 3-13

summarizes the various barrier configurations that were evaluated for CNE SB11.
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Table 3-13 — Ponderosa RV Park

Noise Reduci.:lon at Number of Benefited Residences
. a Impacted Residences Impacted Total Cost per
Height | Length . No. of . ;
(feet) | (feet) Location TS Average Res. Not | Estimated | Benefited
5-5.9 | 6.0-69 | >7 TR Not Total | Reduction Benefited* Cost® Residence
dB(A) | dB(A) | dB(A) Impacted®
dB(A)
14 2,300 SH’ 171 25 56 66 147 0 147 7.0 24 $966,000 $6,571
12 2,300 SH’ 171 44 26 42 112 0 112 6.4 59 $828,000 $7,393
14 2,100 SH’ 35 31 64 130 0 130 7.0 41 $882,000 $6,785
22 1,940 20 14 128 162 0 162 9.4 9 $1,280,000 $7,904
20 1,940 29 113 147 0 147 9.3 24 $1,164,000 $7,918
22 29 110 142 0 142 9.8 29 $1,148,400 $8,087
LFull heigh e bise barrier location is indicated, the length of vertical height tapers at the shoulder barrier’s terminus (See FDOT Standard Plans)
would beg
2 Be
3 Bene
4 Impacte
5 Unit cost O

(2040). Noise levels are expected to increase, but not by
increase in SB13 is 8.4 dB(A)), therefore no SB13 recepto

Based on this evaluation, a potential noise barrier system located along the southbound ROW coul
dB(A) reduction at one or more receptors and a 5 dB(A) reduction at two or more impacted recep

summarizes the various barrier configurations that were evaluated for CNE SB13.
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Table 3-14 — Quail Hollow & Oak Run

Noise Reduci.:lon at Number of Benefited Residences
. a Impacted Residences Impacted Total Cost per
Height | Length . No. of . ;
(feet) | (feet) Location TS Average Res. Not | Estimated | Benefited
5-5.9 | 6.0-69 | >7 TR Not Total | Reduction Benefited* Cost® Residence
dB(A) | dB(A) | dB(A) Impacted®
dB(A)
14 5,300 SH’ 51 3 5 43 51 79 130 7.9 0 $2,226,000 $17,123
12 5,300 SH’ 51 3 22 23 48 63 111 7.1 3 $1,908,000 $17,189
14 5,100 SH’ 2 4 42 48 79 127 7.9 3 $2,142,000 $16,866
22 5,300 4 3 42 49 56 105 8.3 2 $3,498,000 $33,314
20 5,300 9 36 47 44 91 7.9 4 $3,180,000 $34,945
22 4 41 46 46 56 8.4 5 $3,366,000 $33,000

bise barrier location is indicated, the length of vertical height tapers at the shoulder barrier’s terminus (See FDOT Standard Plans)

Within the project limits, 16 potential G ns were identified. The majority of these
location are not located near potenti i t ‘ tdoor advertising sign locations that are
potentially impacted by noise barrier tted and conforming signs, as well as one

2 identified locations and an appropriate

each type of receptor location.

Noise sensitive sites were also evaluated to see if a substantial increase of 15 dB(A) or mor;
compared to existing conditions would occur. The differences between the existing an
levels ranged from an increase of 0.2 dB(A) to an increase of 9.8 dB(A). Therefore, n e sensitive sites are

expected to experience a substantial increase of 15 dB(A) in traffic noise compared to existing conditions.

Noise barriers were evaluated for the impacted noise sensitive sites. The results of the noise barrier evaluation
conclude that noise barriers are a feasible and/or reasonable method to abate traffic related noise impacts for 9

noise sensitive areas.
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A A Number of Resid
Barrier Prellrr!mary Prelmfmary Preliminary Preliminary um e_r ot Resi e.nces Cost Per
. e Noise Noise . . . . Potentially Benefited .
Noise Sensitive Area Approx. . . Noise Barrier Noise Barrier . .3 Benefited
. Barrier Barrier X 2 by a Noise Barrier: .
Begin 1 Location Cost Residence
g Length (ft.)
Station
Impacted | Total
DUND SIDE OF TURNPIKE
2080 ROW
Remington (CNE NBO6) 39 $1,767,600 39 78 $22,662
940 SH
Country Crossing & 1834+30 SH
Breezewood Village 57 $1,274,400 56 82 $14,319
Apartments (CNE NBOS) 1832+40 1847+80 ROW
Grande Court Apartments at
Bogay Creek (CNE NB09) 204 1866+00 $1,254,000 204 216 S$5,806
1893+00 ROW
Emerald Pointe (CNE NB10) 71 $2,208,000 71 112 $19,714
1920+60 1930+10
1950+00 1958+80
1955+60 1980+60
Buena Ventura Lakes (CNE 71 67 95 $31,175
NB11) 1991+80 2006+00
2004+10 2010+90
NOISE BARRIERS SOUTHBOU
Amber Pointe Apartments & 1752+00 1764+00 22
Academy Park Apartments 211 1760+00 1787+60 14 2,698,800 $7,235
(SBO6 & SB07) 1785400 | 1793+00 22 1140 ROW
Simpson Rggi OA)partments 60 1798+90 | 1811+10 22 1220 ROW $805,200 $16,775
Ponderosa RV Park (SB12) 171 1869+80 1889+20 22 1940 ROW $7,904
Quail H°'(';’;V1§‘) Oak Run 51 1925400 | 1978+00 22 5300 ROW $33,314

! Full height is for length indicated. The length for any required taper in height at a shoulder noise barrier termination would be in addition to the 1€
2 Unit cost of $30/ft? for all non-shoulder noise barriers.
3 Total includes impacted/benefited residences and residences with a predicted noise level that does not approach or exceed 67 dBA, but are incidentally benefited.
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6.0 CONSTRUCTION NOISE AND VIBRATION

During the construction phase of the proposed project, short-term noise may be generated by stationary and
mobile construction equipment. The construction noise will be temporary at any location and will be controlled
by adherence to the most recent edition of FDOT’s Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction®.

Using the listing of sensitive sites found in FDOT’s Project Development and Environment Manual, residents

were identified as land use potentially sensitive to vibration that could occur during construction. If

Turnpike, the distaf : a’s hurnpike outside travel lane and the point where the
roadway related noise is p 2d torea each activity category was estimated. These estimates

A Design Public Information Meeting provements to Florida’s Turnpike (SR
91) from US 192/US 441 to North of Q i ty, Florida. The meeting was held on
g, St. Cloud Room B, 1901 Chief Osceola

from 5:30 to 7:30 PM during

this report after the hearing is held.
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pise Analysis Traffic Data - Turnpike (U.S. 192 to Osceola Parkway)
Build (2040) Conditions

Turnpike Mainline

Peak Hour |LOS C Peak . . . . Design Hr.
Mainline Traffic Segmeg LOS C AADT peak Hour Peak Deso|gn Hr.|[Design Hr.|Design Hr.| Design Hr. gﬂ Standard D-factor Posted Speed
. R . . % T % MT % HT % Buses K-factor (mph)
Direction Direction Motorcycles
North of Osceola Parkway 109,100 7,430 5,920 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.5% 57.1% 70
Osceola Parkway to U.S. 192 (North 106,200 6,170 5,760 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.5% 57.1% 70
U.S. 192 (North) to U.S. 192 (South) 96,100 5,700 5,760 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.5% 57.1% 70
South of U.S. 192 (South) 400 4,230 5,760 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.5% 57.1% 70
Ramps
Ramp Number el;:l:)ur LI-(E)SLJFPF;T(I( Design Hr.|Design Hr.|Design Hr.|[ Design Hr. Desan e K-factor | D-factor Operational
of Laneg ’ . %T % MT % HT % Buses Speed (mph)
Direction Motorcycles
Osceola Parkway (MP 249)
Osceola Parkway - Southbound off 2,840 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.3% 63.4% 45
Osceola Parkway - Northbound on 2,840 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.3% 63.4% 45
Osceola Parkway - Southbound on 1,420 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.3% 63.4% 45
Osceola Parkway - Northbound off 1,420 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.3% 63.4% 45
U.S. 192/Kissimmee-St. Cloud North (MP 244)
U.S. 192 - Southbound off 1 1,430 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.8% 64.8% 45
U.S. 192 - Northbound on 1 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.8% 64.8% 25
U.S. 192 - Southbound on 1 30" 4 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.8% 64.8% 45
U.S. 192/Kissimmee-St. Cloud South (MP 242)
U.S. 192 - Southbound off 1 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.8% 64.8% 45
U.S. 192 - Northbound on 1 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.8% 64.8% 45
U.S. 192 - Northbound off 1 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.8% 64.8% 45
Arte v
Peak Hou . . Design Hr.
Arterial Traffic Segment ] AADT LOS C AADT Peak ' Design Hy Design Hr. % SIEGETE D-factor IPEEIEEs) Sjuees
of Lanes . R % T, % Buses K-factor (mph)
Direction Motorcycles
Osceola Parkway
Osceola Parkway - East of Turnpike 6 56,000 58,700 2,660 2.339 0.26% 0.32% 9.0% 52.8% 40
Osceola Parkway - West of Turnpike 6 93,100 58,700 4,420 2.33% 0.26% 0.32% 9.0% 52.8% 45
U.S. 192/Kissimmee-St. Cloud North
U.S. 192 - East of Turnpike ramps/Shady Lane 6 51,900 61,900 2,470 2.73% 1.68% 0.10% 9.0% 52.8% 50
U.S. 192 - West of Turnpike ramps/Shady Lane 6 50,400 61,900 2,400 2.73% 0. 1.68% 0.10% 9.0% 52.8% 50
U.S. 192/Kissimmee-St. Cloud South
U.S. 192 - East of Turnpike 6 50,100 61,900 2,380 2,940 2.72% 0.58% 1.89% 0.26% 9.0% 52.8% 50
U.S. 192 - West of Turnpike 6 48,900 61,900 2,320 2,940 2.72% 0.58% 1.89% 0.26% 9.0% 52.8% 50

1) Posted speed data are obtained by field observation.
2) Daily and design hour ramp volumes are provided directionally (i.e. does not incorporate return movements on the corresponding ramp). Likewise, the daily and design hour LOS C m
3) Freeway mainline and ramp LOS C thresholds are based on the FDOT Systems Planning Office Estimation of Capacities on Florida Freeways Report, dated September 2014, and

4) Arterial design hour LOS C maximum service volumes are obtained from FDOT 2012 Generalized Service Volume Tables .

5) Mainline, ramp and arterial K and D factors are those used in the ESAL calculations (May 5, 2016).

6) LOS C AADTSs are estimated using K and D factors and the design hour peak direction LOS C maximum service volumes.

7) Turnpike mainline and ramp overall design hour truck percentage are based on Site 97-0429 from the 2015 Florida Traffic Information DVD. The medium vehicle classifi
8) The design hour truck percentage for arterials are based on Site 92-0007, 92-0010, and 92-0032 from the 2015 Florida Traffic Information DVD. The medium vehicle ¢
9) Number of lanes are obtained by field observation.

10) Mainline and ramp AADTs and DDHVs from the Lane Requirement analysis for Build (2040) conditions.

or local conditions:

ted directionally for each ramp.

ed here make a distinction between medium trucks and buses.

ons listed here make a distinction between medium trucks and buses.




No Build (2040) Conditions

pise Analysis Traffic Data - Turnpike (U.S. 192 to Osceola Parkway)

Turnpike Mainline

Peak Hour |LOS C Peak . . . . Design Hr.
Mainline Traffic Segmeg LOS C AADT peak Hour Peak Deso|gn Hr.|[Design Hr.|Design Hr.| Design Hr. gﬂ Standard D-factor Posted Speed
. R . . % T % MT % HT % Buses K-factor (mph)
Direction Direction Motorcycles
North of Osceola Parkway 54,600 7,120 2,960 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.5% 57.1% 70
Osceola Parkway to U.S. 192 (North 53,100 6,010 2,880 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.5% 57.1% 70
U.S. 192 (North) to U.S. 192 (South) d 4,170 2,880 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.5% 57.1% 70
South of U.S. 192 (South) 4,170 2,880 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.5% 57.1% 70
Ramps
Ramp LI-(E)SUFPF;eaik Design Hr.|Design Hr.|Design Hr.[ Design Hr. Desan e K-factor | D-factor Operational
’ . %T % MT % HT % Buses Speed (mph)
Direction Motorcycles
Osceola Parkway (MP 249)
Osceola Parkway - Southbound off 1,420 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.3% 63.4% 45
Osceola Parkway - Northbound on 1,420 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.3% 63.4% 45
Osceola Parkway - Southbound on 1,420 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.3% 63.4% 45
Osceola Parkway - Northbound off 1,420 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.3% 63.4% 45
U.S. 192/Kissimmee-St. Cloud North (MP 244)
U.S. 192 - Southbound off 1 1,430 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.8% 64.8% 45
U.S. 192 - Northbound on 1 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.8% 64.8% 25
U.S. 192 - Southbound on 1 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.8% 64.8% 45
U.S. 192/Kissimmee-St. Cloud South (MP 242)
U.S. 192 - Northbound off 1 451% | 1.05% [ 329% | 0.18% 0.07% | 98% 64.8% 45
. . Number k Design Hr.|De: Design Hr.| Design Hr. IS (Al Standard Posted Speed
Arterial Traffic Segment AADT LOS C AADT % D-factor
of Lanes . R %T % HT % Buses K-factor (mph)
Direction Motorcycles
Osceola Parkway
Osceola Parkway - East of Turnpike 6 56,000 58,700 2,660 3. .57% 0.26% 0.32% 9.0% 52.8% 40
Osceola Parkway - West of Turnpike 6 93,100 58,700 4,420 0.57% 2 0.26% 0.32% 9.0% 52.8% 45
U.S. 192/Kissimmee-St. Cloud North
U.S. 192 - East of Turnpike ramps/Shady Lane 6 51,900 61,900 2,470 2,940 Y 72% 1.68% 0.34% 0.10% 9.0% 52.8% 50
U.S. 192 - West of Turnpike ramps/Shady Lane 6 50,400 61,900 2,400 2,9 .73% 0% 1.68% 0.10% 9.0% 52.8% 50
U.S. 192/Kissimmee-St. Cloud South
U.S. 192 - East of Turnpike 6 50,100 61,900 2,380 2.72% 0. 1.89% 0.02% 9.0% 52.8% 50
U.S. 192 - West of Turnpike 6 48,900 61,900 2,320 2, 2.72% 0.58 1.89% 9.0% 52.8% 50

1) Posted speed data are obtained by field observation.
2) Daily and design hour ramp volumes are provided directionally (i.e. does not incorporate return movements on the corresponding ramp). Likewise, the daily and design hour LOS C maximu
3) Freeway mainline and ramp LOS C thresholds are based on the FDOT Systems Planning Office Estimation of Capacities on Florida Freeways Report, dated September 2014, and adjus

4) Arterial design hour LOS C maximum service volumes are obtained from FDOT 2012 Generalized Service Volume Tables .

5) Mainline, ramp and arterial K and D factors are those used in the ESAL calculations (May 5, 2016).

6) LOS C AADTSs are estimated using K and D factors and the design hour peak direction LOS C maximum service volumes.

7) Turnpike mainline and ramp overall design hour truck percentage are based on Site 97-0429 from the 2015 Florida Traffic Information DVD. The medium vehicle classification:
8) The design hour truck percentage for arterials are based on Site 92-0007, 92-0010, and 92-0032 from the 2015 Florida Traffic Information DVD. The medium vehicle classifj
9) Number of lanes are obtained by field observation.

10) Mainline and ramp AADTs and DDHVs from the Lane Requirement analysis for No Build (2040) conditions.

re listed directionally for each ramp.

re make a distinction between medium trucks and buses.
ted here make a distinction between medium trucks and buses.




Existing (2016) Conditions

pise Analysis Traffic Data - Turnpike (U.S. 192 to Osceola Parkway)

Turnpike Mainline

Peak Hour |LOS C Peak . . . . Design Hr.
Mainline Traffic Segmeg LOS C AADT peak Hour Peak Deso|gn Hr.|[Design Hr.|Design Hr.| Design Hr. gﬂ Standard D-factor Posted Speed
. R . . % T % MT % HT % Buses K-factor (mph)
Direction Direction Motorcycles
North of Osceola Parkway 54,600 4,338 2,960 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.5% 57.1% 70
Osceola Parkway to U.S. 192 (North 53,100 3,431 2,880 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.5% 57.1% 70
U.S. 192 (North) to U.S. 192 (South) d 2,224 2,880 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.5% 57.1% 70
South of U.S. 192 (South) 2,224 2,880 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.5% 57.1% 70
Ramps
Ramp LI-(E)SUFPF;eaik Design Hr.|Design Hr.|Design Hr.|[ Design Hr. Desan e K-factor | D-factor Operational
’ . %T % MT % HT % Buses Speed (mph)
Direction Motorcycles
Osceola Parkway (MP 249)
Osceola Parkway - Southbound off 1,420 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.3% 63.4% 45
Osceola Parkway - Northbound on 1,420 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.3% 63.4% 45
Osceola Parkway - Southbound on 1,420 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.3% 63.4% 45
Osceola Parkway - Northbound off 1,420 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 10.3% 63.4% 45
U.S. 192/Kissimmee-St. Cloud North (MP 244)
U.S. 192 - Southbound off 1 1,430 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.8% 64.8% 45
U.S. 192 - Northbound on 1 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.8% 64.8% 25
U.S. 192 - Southbound on 1 4.51% 1.05% 3.29% 0.18% 0.07% 9.8% 64.8% 45
U.S. 192/Kissimmee-St. Cloud South (MP 242)
U.S. 192 - Northbound off 1 1,4 451% | 1.05% [ 329% | 0.18% 0.07% | 98% 64.8% 45
. . Number k Design Hr.|De: Design Hr.| Design Hr. TSI (Al Standard Posted Speed
Arterial Traffic Segment AADT LOS C AADT % D-factor
of Lanes . R %T % HT % Buses K-factor (mph)
Direction Motorcycles
Osceola Parkway
Osceola Parkway - East of Turnpike 6 37,500 58,700 1,780 3. .57% 0.26% 0.32% 9.0% 52.8% 40
Osceola Parkway - West of Turnpike 6 56,000 58,700 2,660 0.57% 2 0.26% 0.32% 9.0% 52.8% 45
U.S. 192/Kissimmee-St. Cloud North
U.S. 192 - East of Turnpike ramps/Shady Lane 4 35,300 40,200 1,680 Y 72% 1.68% 0.34% 0.10% 9.0% 52.8% 50
U.S. 192 - West of Turnpike ramps/Shady Lane 6 34,000 61,900 1,620 .73% 0% 1.68% 0.10% 9.0% 52.8% 50
U.S. 192/Kissimmee-St. Cloud South
U.S. 192 - East of Turnpike 4 36,500 40,200 1,730 2.72% 0. 1.89% 0.02% 9.0% 52.8% 50
U.S. 192 - West of Turnpike 4 35,300 40,200 1,680 1, 2.72% 0.58 1.89% 9.0% 52.8% 50

1) Posted speed data are obtained by field observation.
2) Daily and design hour ramp volumes are provided directionally (i.e. does not incorporate return movements on the corresponding ramp). Likewise, the daily and design hour LOS C maximu
3) Freeway mainline and ramp LOS C thresholds are based on the FDOT Systems Planning Office Estimation of Capacities on Florida Freeways Report, dated September 2014, and adjus

4) Arterial design hour LOS C maximum service volumes are obtained from FDOT 2012 Generalized Service Volume Tables .

5) Mainline, ramp and arterial K and D factors are those used in the ESAL calculations (May 5, 2016).

6) LOS C AADTSs are estimated using K and D factors and the design hour peak direction LOS C maximum service volumes.

7) Turnpike mainline and ramp overall design hour truck percentage are based on Site 97-0429 from the 2015 Florida Traffic Information DVD. The medium vehicle classification:
8) The design hour truck percentage for arterials are based on Site 92-0007, 92-0010, and 92-0032 from the 2015 Florida Traffic Information DVD. The medium vehicle classifj
9) Number of lanes are obtained by field observation.

10) Mainline and ramp AADTs and DDHVs are obtained from the Turnpike’s annual count data and available toll data.

re listed directionally for each ramp.

re make a distinction between medium trucks and buses.
ted here make a distinction between medium trucks and buses.
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Appendix B
Predicted Noise Levels

Widening Florida's Turnpike (SR 91)
from US 192 to Osceola Parkway

C;’“.’“” NAC | Fpor | 2019 | 2045 NAC Subst.
oise . No. of o . . Existing Build ..
Environment Rec. Point Units NAC Criteria | Criteria LAeq1h | LAeg1h Approach or Increase Description
(dBA) (dBA) Exceeded (>15dB(A))
(CNE) (dBA) (dBA)
XX.X Impacted Receptor
XX.X Values adjusted to interior levels (-20dB)
NBO3 RNB03-001 1 B 67 66 58.5 62.6 No No Mickey Johnson Court
NBO3 RNBO03-002 1 67 66 65.0 66.4 Yes No Mickey Johnson Court
NBO3 RNB03-003 67 66 61.6 64.1 No No Mickey Johnson Court
NB03 RNB03-004 67 66 59.3 63.2 No No Mickey Johnson Court
NBO5 RNB05-001 67 66 61.4 64.7 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 B 67 66 61.5 65.0 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 1 B / 65.3 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 1 B 65.4 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 1 B 65.4 No No Simmons Trace
NBO5 1 B 65.4 No No Simmons Trace
1 B 65.4 No No Simmons Trace
1 B 65.4 No No Simmons Trace
1 B 65.4 No No Simmons Trace
1 B 65.4 No No Simmons Trace
2 B 65.4 No No Simmons Trace
2 : 65.6 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 No No Simmons Trace
NBO5 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 No No Simmons Trace
NBO5 RNB05-016 2 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-017 1 Yes No Simmons Trace
NBO5 RNB05-018 1 Yes No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-019 1 Yes No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-020 1 Yes No Simmons Trace
NBO5 RNB05-021 1 B No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-022 2 B 67 No Simmons Trace
NBO5 RNB05-023 2 B 67 Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-024 3 B 67 Simmons Trace
NBO5 RNB05-025 2 B 67 Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNBO05-026 2 B 67 Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-027 2 B 67 Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-028 3 B 67 No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-029 1 B 67 No Simmons Road
NBO05 RNB05-030 2 B 67 Simmons Trace
NBO5 RNB05-031 2 B 67 66
NB0O5 RNB05-032 2 B 67 66
NBO5 RNB05-033 2 B 67 66
NBO05 RNB05-034 2 B 67 66
NBO5 RNBO05-035 2 B 67 66
NBO05 RNBO05-036 2 B 67 66
NBO05 RNB05-037 4 B 67 66
NBO5 RNB05-039 3 B 67 66
NBO5 RNB05-040 2 B 67 66
NBO05 RNB05-041 3 B 67 66
NB05 RNB05-042 2 B 67 66
NBO5 RNB05-043 2 B 67 66
NBO05 RNB05-044 2 B 67 66 . :
NB05 RNB05-045 2 B 67 66 57.6 54.8 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-046 2 B 67 66 58.4 56.5 No No Simmons Trace
NBO5 RNBO05-047 2 B 67 66 59.1 57.4 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-048 3 B 67 66 56.8 54.4 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-049 3 B 67 66 57.0 54.2 No No Simmons Trace
NBO5 RNBO05-050 2 B 67 66 594 56.6 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-051 2 B 67 66 58.5 55.0 No No Simmons Trace
NBO5 RNB05-052 2 B 67 66 57.8 54.8 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-053 3 B 67 66 57.2 54.0 No No Simmons Trac
NBO05 RNB05-054 2 B 67 66 56.0 54.8 No No Simmons R
NBO5 RNB05-055 2 B 67 66 54.9 52.5 No No Simmons T
NBO05 RNB05-056 2 B 67 66 54.8 49.2 No No Simmons Trac
NB05 RNB05-057 2 B 67 66 54.8 495 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-058 2 B 67 66 54.7 49.9 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-059 2 B 67 66 54.5 48.4 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-060 2 B 67 66 54.4 48.1 No No Simmons Trace
NBO05 RNB05-061 2 B 67 66 54.3 49.8 No No Simmons Trace
NBO5 RNB05-062 1 B 67 66 52.6 57.6 No No Single Family Residence
NBO5 RNB05-063 1 B 67 66 51.9 56.3 No No Single Family Residence
NB06 RNB06-001 4 B 67 66 56.5 63.3 No No Remington
NB06 RNB06-002 2 B 67 66 58.5 64.3 No No Remington
NB06 RNB06-003 2 B 67 66 60.0 63.8 No No Remington
NBO6 RNB06-004 4 B 67 66 59.8 62.1 No No Remington
NB06 RNB06-005 2 B 67 66 61.4 66.9 Yes No Remington
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FPID 436194-1 : Widening Florida's Turnpike (SR 91)
Noise Study Report Design Addendum . Append_lx B from US 192 to Osceola Parkway
Predicted Noise Levels

C;’“.'“°“ NAC | FpoT | _2019 | 2045 NAC Subst.
oise . No. of o . . Existing Build ..
Environment Rec. Point Units NAC Criteria | Criteria LAeq1h | LAeg1h Approach or Increase Description
(dBA) (dBA) Exceeded (>15dB(A))
(CNE) (dBA) (dBA)
XX.X Impacted Receptor
XX.X Values adjusted to interior levels (-20dB)
NB06 RNB06-006 1 B 67 66 65.4 71.0 Yes No Remington
NB06 RNB06-007 1 67 66 66.4 71.7 Yes No Remington
NB06 RNB06-008 67 66 59.4 63.8 No No Remington
NBO6 RNB06-009 67 66 57.7 59.1 No No Remington
NB06 RNB06-010 67 66 65.6 71.2 Yes No Remington
NBO6 B 67 66 62.2 68.4 Yes No Remington
NB06 4 B ' 66 56.8 62.6 No No Remington
NBO6 1 B 66 57.5 64.2 No No Remington
NB06 2 B 66 54.9 59.8 No No Remington
NBO6 1 B 66 59.6 66.0 Yes No Remington
1 B 66 58.9 65.8 No No Remington
2 B 66 60.6 67.1 Yes No Remington
3 B 66 55.1 60.6 No No Remington
2 B 66 4.6 59.4 No No Remington
4 B 67.3 Yes No Remington
3 60.0 No No Remington
5 61.1 No No Remington
3 61.5 7.1 Yes No Remington
RNB06-024 B 66 61.0 Yes No Remington
NB06 RNB06-025 2 B 6 55.4 No No Remington
NB06 RNB06-026 1 B 56.7 No No Remington
NB06 RNB06-027 1 B 63.7 Yes No Remington
NB06 RNB06-028 1 67 6 66.4 Yes No Remington
NB06 RNB06-029 1 67 66 No No Remington
NBO6 RNB06-030 1 67 66 .6 Yes No Remington
NB06 RNB06-031 1 B 67 6 55. 59.8 No No Remington
NB06 RNB06-032 2 B 67 6 67.7 73.0 Yes No Remington
NB06 RNB06-033 1 B 67 6 55.5 59.7 Remington
NB06 RNB06-034 2 B 67 Remington
NB06 RNB06-035 2 B 67 Remington
NB06 RNB06-036 5 B 67 Remington
NB06 RNB06-037 2 B 67 Remington
NB06 RNB06-038 2 B 67 6 Remington
NB06 RNB06-039 2 B 67 66 Remington
NB06 RNB06-040 7 B 67 66
NB06 RNB06-041 5 B 67 66
NB06 RNB06-042 2 B 67 66
NB06 RNB06-043 1 B 67 66
NB06 RNB06-044 2 B 67 66
NB06 RNB06-045 2 B 67 66
NB06 RNB06-046 2 B 67 66
NB06 RNB06-047 1 B 67 66
NBO6 RNB06-048 1 B 67 66
NB06 RNB06-049 2 B 67 66
NB06 RNB06-050 2 B 67 66
NB06 RNB06-051 2 B 67 66
NB06 RNB06-052 1 B 67 66 . . Reimingto
NB08 RNB08-001 2 B 67 66 Country Crossing
NB08 RNB08-002 3 B 67 66 58.9 65.1 No No Country Crossing
NB08 RNB08-003 1 B 67 66 62.1 69.1 Yes No Country Crossing
NB08 RNB08-004 3 B 67 66 56.7 62.0 No No Country Crossing
NB08 RNB08-005 1 B 67 66 62.9 70.2 Yes No Country Crossing
NBO8 RNB08-006 1 B 67 66 63.1 70.4 Yes No Country Crossing
NB08 RNB08-007 1 B 67 66 63.0 70.4 Yes No Country Crossing
NB08 RNB08-008 3 B 67 66 55.1 60.2 No No Country Crossin
NBO8 RNB08-009 1 B 67 66 62.1 69.3 Yes No Country Crossi
NB08 RNB08-010 3 B 67 66 55.9 61.8 No No Country Cro
NB08 RNB08-011 3 B 67 66 61.5 68.3 Yes No Country Cro
NBO8 RNB08-012 3 B 67 66 53.8 59.2 No No Country Crossihg
NB08 RNB08-013 1 B 67 66 60.3 66.8 Yes No Country Crossing
NB08 RNB08-014 2 B 67 66 55.0 60.6 No No Country Crossing
NB08 RNB08-015 1 B 67 66 58.4 64.7 No No Country Crossing
NB08 RNB08-016 8 B 67 66 61.3 68.3 Yes No Breezewood Village Apartments
NB08 RNB08-017 6 B 67 66 63.6 71.4 Yes No Breezewood Village Apartments
NBO8 RNB08-018 4 B 67 66 68.0 75.8 Yes No Breezewood Village Apartments
NBO8 RNB08-019 6 B 67 66 59.2 65.7 No No Breezewood Village Apartments
NBO8 RNB08-020 6 B 67 66 54 .4 59.2 No No Breezewood Village Apartments
NBO8 RNB08-021 8 B 67 66 68.8 76.1 Yes No Breezewood Village Apartments
NBO8 RNB08-022 6 B 67 66 52.3 58.0 No No Breezewood Village Apartments
NB08 RNB08-023 4 B 67 66 58.0 63.9 No No Breezewood Village Apartments
NB08 RNB08-024 6 B 67 66 55.0 61.0 No No Breezewood Village Apartments
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FPID 436194-1 : Widening Florida's Turnpike (SR 91)
Noise Study Report Design Addendum . Append_lx B from US 192 to Osceola Parkway
Predicted Noise Levels

C;’“.'“°“ NAC | Fpor | _2019 | 2045 NAC Subst.
oise . No. of o . . Existing Build ..
Environment Rec. Point Units NAC Criteria | Criteria LAeq1h | LAeg1h Approach or Increase Description
(dBA) (dBA) Exceeded (>15dB(A))
(CNE) (dBA) (dBA)
XX.X Impacted Receptor
XX.X Values adjusted to interior levels (-20dB)
NBO8 RNB08-025 6 B 67 66 68.2 75.8 Yes No Breezewood Village Apartments
NBO8 RNB08-027 6 67 66 52.1 56.9 No No Breezewood Village Apartments
NBO8 RNB08-028 67 66 57.9 63.6 No No Breezewood Village Apartments
NBO8 RNB08-029 67 66 65.4 72.8 Yes No Breezewood Village Apartments
NBO8 RNB08-030 67 66 52.2 57.6 No No Breezewood Village Apartments
NBO8 B 67 66 61.0 68.9 Yes No Breezewood Village Apartments
NB08 6 B ' 66 54.6 61.3 No No Breezewood Village Apartments
NBO8 1 B 66 67.6 71.7 Yes No Fortune Road Residence
NBO9 4 B 66 62.2 66.5 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 4 B 66 65.5 69.9 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
4 B 66 67.7 711 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
4 B 66 62.7 67.7 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
4 B 66 66.2 70.8 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
4 B 66 .6 72.0 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
4 B 70.8 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
4 73.4 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
4 7 74.8 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
3 66.5 3.7 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
RNB09-004B B 66 71.3 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-0040 4 B 6 72.7 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-005A 4 B 56.1 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-0058 4 B 59.7 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-0050 4 67 6 62.2 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-006A 4 67 66 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-0068 4 67 66 .6 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-0060 4 B 67 6 64. 67.4 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NB09 RNB09-007A 4 B 67 6 62.2 69.6 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-0078 4 B 67 6 67.3 Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-0070 4 B 67 69.9 Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-008A 4 B 67 Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-0088 4 B 67 Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-0080 4 B 67 No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-009A 4 B 67 6 No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-0098 4 B 67 66 Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NB09 RNB09-009Q 4 B 67 66
NB09 RNBO09-010A 4 B 67 66
NB09 RNB09-0108 4 B 67 66
NB09 RNB09-0100 4 B 67 66
NB09 RNB09-011A 4 B 67 66
NB09 RNB09-011B 4 B 67 66
NB09 RNB09-0110 4 B 67 66
NB09 RNB09-012A 4 B 67 66
NB09 RNB09-0128 4 B 67 66
NB09 RNB09-0120 4 B 67 66
NB09 RNB09-013A 4 B 67 66 . at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-0138 4 B 67 66 65.2 70.5 at Boggy Creek
NB09 RNB09-0130 4 B 67 66 67.9 711 Yes ourt at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-014A 4 B 67 66 61.3 68.4 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-0148 4 B 67 66 66.0 711 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-0140 4 B 67 66 68.7 71.7 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-015A 4 B 67 66 62.5 69.8 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Cree
NBO09 RNB09-0158 4 B 67 66 67.3 72.0 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Cr,
NB09 RNB09-0150 4 B 67 66 69.9 72.6 Yes No Grande Court at Bogg
NBO09 RNBO09-016A 4 B 67 66 63.0 70.2 Yes No Grande Court at Bo
NB09 RNB09-016B 4 B 67 66 67.9 72.3 Yes No Grande Court at
NBO09 RNB09-0160 4 B 67 66 70.2 73.3 Yes No Grande Court
NB09 RNBO09-017A 4 B 67 66 60.9 68.7 Yes No Grande Co
NB09 RNB09-0178 4 B 67 66 66.6 711 Yes No Grande Cou
NBO9 RNB09-0170 4 B 67 66 69.0 72.2 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-018A 4 B 67 66 63.7 71.7 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-0188 4 B 67 66 69.5 73.4 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-0180 4 B 67 66 71.0 74.6 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-019A 4 B 67 66 57.9 59.4 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-0198 4 B 67 66 59.2 62.4 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-0190 4 B 67 66 60.5 64.0 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NB09 RNB09-020A 4 B 67 66 56.4 58.4 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-0208 4 B 67 66 58.1 61.4 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-0200 4 B 67 66 59.3 63.0 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-021A 4 B 67 66 54.5 55.9 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-0218 4 B 67 66 56.0 59.1 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-0210 4 B 67 66 57.3 60.9 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
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FPID 436194-1 : Widening Florida's Turnpike (SR 91)
Noise Study Report Design Addendum . Append_lx B from US 192 to Osceola Parkway
Predicted Noise Levels

C;’“.'“°“ NAC | Fpor | _2019 | 2045 NAC Subst.
oise . No. of o . . Existing Build ..
Environment Rec. Point Units NAC Criteria | Criteria LAeq1h | LAeg1h Approach or Increase Description
(dBA) (dBA) Exceeded (>15dB(A))
(CNE) (dBA) (dBA)
XX.X Impacted Receptor
XX. X Values adjusted to interior levels (-20dB)
NB09 RNB09-022A 4 B 67 66 53.8 55.0 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-022B 67 66 55.3 58.5 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-022C 67 66 56.7 60.5 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 RNB09-023A . 67 66 53.1 54.6 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 RNB09-0238 67 66 54.7 58.0 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 B 67 66 56.1 60.0 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 4 B i 66 52.9 54.6 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 4 B 66 54.7 58.1 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 4 B 66 56.1 60.0 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 4 B 66 52.3 54.3 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
4 B 66 541 57.9 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
4 B 66 55.5 59.9 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
4 B 66 51.9 53.8 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
4 B 66 7 57.5 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
4 B 59.5 No No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
1 74.8 Yes No Emerald Pointe
6 72.3 Yes No Emerald Pointe
3 63.1 1.0 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-004 B 66 61.8 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-005 1 B 6 68.1 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-006 1 B 61.0 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-007 1 B 60.5 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-008 1 67 6 59.8 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-009 1 67 66 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-010 1 67 66 7 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-011 1 B 67 6 58. 64.8 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-012 3 B 67 6 55.7 60.6 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-013 1 B 67 6 67.5 75.1 Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-014 1 B 67 57.9 63.4 Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-015 1 B 67 Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-016 1 B 67 Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-017 1 B 67 No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-018 1 B 67 6 No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-019 1 B 67 66 Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-020 3 B 67 66
NB10 RNB10-021 4 B 67 66
NB10 RNB10-022 1 B 67 66
NB10 RNB10-023 1 B 67 66
NB10 RNB10-024 1 B 67 66
NB10 RNB10-025 1 B 67 66 merald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-026 3 B 67 66 59.2 64.9 merald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-027 1 B 67 66 62.2 69.9
NB10 RNB10-028 1 B 67 66 60.9 67.8
NB10 RNB10-029 1 B 67 66 60.5 68.0
NB10 RNB10-030 1 B 67 66 67.0 74.8
NB10 RNB10-031 1 B 67 66 60.9 68.1
NB10 RNB10-032 1 B 67 66 60.0 66.6 i
NB10 RNB10-033 1 B 67 66 61.9 69.3 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-034 1 B 67 66 61.5 69.0 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-035 1 B 67 66 59.0 65.2 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-036 4 B 67 66 57.3 62.5 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-037 1 B 67 66 67.3 74.7 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-038 2 B 67 66 59.6 65.7 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-039 2 B 67 66 62.5 70.0 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-040 2 B 67 66 59.8 66.7 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-041 3 B 67 66 55.9 61.0 No No Emerald Point
NB10 RNB10-042 2 B 67 66 61.5 68.8 Yes No Emerald Poi
NB10 RNB10-043 1 B 67 66 62.7 70.2 Yes No Emerald Poi
NB10 RNB10-044 2 B 67 66 59.6 65.8 No No Emerald Point
NB10 RNB10-045 1 B 67 66 63.5 71.0 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-046 2 B 67 66 58.0 63.4 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-047 1 B 67 66 66.8 74.4 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-048 3 B 67 66 53.6 58.1 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-049 6 B 67 66 55.6 60.5 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-050 1 B 67 66 64.2 71.7 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-051 1 B 67 66 60.6 67.6 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-052 2 B 67 66 58.5 64.2 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-053 1 B 67 66 65.1 72.6 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-054 1 B 67 66 65.7 73.2 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-055 4 B 67 66 53.5 58.3 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-056 2 B 67 66 60.9 67.9 Yes No Emerald Pointe

4 of 17



FPID 436194-1
Noise Study Report Design Addendum

Appendix B
Predicted Noise Levels

Widening Florida's Turnpike (SR 91)
from US 192 to Osceola Parkway

C;’“.'“°“ NAC | Fpor | _2019 | 2045 NAC Subst.
oise . No. of o . . Existing Build ..
Environment Rec. Point Units NAC Criteria | Criteria LAeq1h | LAeg1h Approach or Increase Description
(dBA) (dBA) Exceeded (>15dB(A))
(CNE) (dBA) (dBA)
XX.X Impacted Receptor
XX.X Values adjusted to interior levels (-20dB)
NB10 RNB10-057 B 67 66 57.5 63.1 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-058 67 66 66.0 73.4 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-059 67 66 53.1 57.9 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-060 67 66 60.9 67.6 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-061 67 66 66.0 73.3 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 B 67 66 65.9 73.2 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 1 B / 66 61.0 67.6 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 1 B 66 61.0 67.6 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 1 B 66 65.8 73.1 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 1 B 66 65.7 72.9 Yes No Emerald Pointe
1 B 66 60.9 67.6 Yes No Emerald Pointe
1 B 66 57.5 62.9 No No Emerald Pointe
1 B 66 61.7 68.6 Yes No Emerald Pointe
1 B 66 1.1 67.8 Yes No Emerald Pointe
1 B 73.1 Yes No Emerald Pointe
1 73.2 Yes No Emerald Pointe
5 64.4 No No Emerald Pointe
3 65.4 .8 Yes No Emerald Pointe
B 66 56.5 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-076 1 B 6 66.7 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-077 3 B 53.0 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-078 2 B 56.9 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-079 1 67 6 56.8 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-080 2 67 66 No No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-081 1 67 66 A Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-082 1 B 67 6 61. 68.0 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-083 1 B 67 6 62.0 69.0 Yes No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-084 1 B 67 6 61.2 68.0 Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-085 1 B 67 65.9 73.2 Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-086 2 B 67 Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-087 1 B 67 No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-088 3 B 67 No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-089 1 B 67 6 No Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-090 2 B 67 66 Emerald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-091 1 B 67 66
NB10 RNB10-092 1 B 67 66
NB10 RNB10-093 2 B 67 66
NB10 RNB10-094 1 B 67 66
NB10 RNB10-095 1 B 67 66
NB10 RNB10-096 1 B 67 66 . merald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-097 1 B 67 66 60.8 67.2 merald Pointe
NB10 RNB10-098 1 B 67 66 64.8 71.3
NB10 RNB10-099 1 B 67 66 60.7 67.1
NB11 RNB11-001 1 B 67 66 67.1 73.8
NB11 RNB11-002 1 B 67 66 61.5 68.6
NB11 RNB11-003 1 B 67 66 68.9 75.7
NB11 RNB11-004 1 B 67 66 61.6 68.2 entura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-005 1 B 67 66 67.1 74.2 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-006 3 B 67 66 58.9 64.1 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-007 1 B 67 66 68.3 75.2 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-008 3 B 67 66 57.9 63.3 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-009 1 B 67 66 68.0 74.9 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-010 3 B 67 66 59.5 65.6 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-011 1 B 67 66 69.2 75.7 Yes No Buena Ventura Lake
NB11 RNB11-012 3 B 67 66 62.5 69.4 Yes No Buena Ventura L
NB11 RNB11-013 1 B 67 66 68.0 74.8 Yes No
NB11 RNB11-014 1 B 67 66 67.3 74.2 Yes No Buena Vent
NB11 RNB11-015 1 B 67 66 69.0 75.7 Yes No Buena Vent
NB11 RNB11-016 3 B 67 66 62.3 69.1 Yes No Buena Ventura®Lakes
NB11 RNB11-017 1 B 67 66 68.9 75.5 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-018 3 B 67 66 59.3 65.3 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-019 3 B 67 66 56.5 61.0 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-020 1 B 67 66 67.2 74.0 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-021 1 B 67 66 68.8 75.4 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-022 2 B 67 66 62.5 69.3 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-023 1 B 67 66 68.9 75.5 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-024 1 B 67 66 67.2 741 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-025 4 B 67 66 58.1 62.9 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-026 1 B 67 66 68.6 75.3 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-027 3 B 67 66 62.5 69.2 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-028 1 B 67 66 67.8 74.6 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
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C;’“.'“°“ NAC | Fpor | _2019 | 2045 NAC Subst.
oise . No. of o . . Existing Build ..
Environment Rec. Point Units NAC Criteria | Criteria LAeq1h | LAeg1h Approach or Increase Description
(dBA) (dBA) Exceeded (>15dB(A))
(CNE) (dBA) (dBA)
XX.X Impacted Receptor
XX.X Values adjusted to interior levels (-20dB)
NB11 RNB11-029 1 B 67 66 66.4 73.3 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-030 67 66 60.9 66.5 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-031 67 66 61.3 67.8 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-032 67 66 63.9 70.8 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-033 67 66 59.8 65.7 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-0 B 67 66 64.4 71.4 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 1 B / 66 61.9 68.5 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 3 B 66 60.1 65.3 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 2 B 66 60.3 65.4 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 2 B 66 59.9 64.8 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
2 B 66 59.3 64.0 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
2 B 66 58.4 63.2 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
2 B 66 58.4 63.4 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
3 B 66 4 63.9 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
3 B 63.4 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
3 62.4 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
5 61.0 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
3 66.1 g Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
B 66 61.9 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-048 1 B 6 65.9 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-049 1 B 61.3 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-050 3 B 56.1 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-051 1 67 6 66.8 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-052 1 67 66 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-053 1 67 66 .0 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-054 2 B 67 6 62. 67.7 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-055 1 B 67 6 68.0 73.5 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-056 3 B 67 6 55.5 59.7 Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-057 1 B 67 66.8 Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-058 2 B 67 Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-059 3 B 67 Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-060 1 B 67 No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-061 2 B 67 6 No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-062 1 B 67 66 Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-063 2 B 67 66
NB11 RNB11-064 3 B 67 66
NB11 RNB11-065 2 B 67 66
NB11 RNB11-066 3 B 67 66
NB11 RNB11-067 1 B 67 66
NB11 RNB11-068 3 B 67 66
NB11 RNB11-069 1 B 67 66
NB11 RNB11-070 3 B 67 66
NB11 RNB11-071 3 B 67 66
NB11 RNB11-072 1 B 67 66
NB11 RNB11-073 1 B 67 66
NB11 RNB11-074 1 B 67 66
NB11 RNB11-075 3 B 67 66 . . entura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-076 1 B 67 66 67.7 72.3 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-077 3 B 67 66 57.6 60.3 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-078 3 B 67 66 61.5 65.6 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-079 1 B 67 66 66.5 711 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-080 1 B 67 66 67.8 72.3 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-081 3 B 67 66 56.4 59.5 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-082 1 B 67 66 67.3 71.7 Yes No Buena Ventura Lake
NB11 RNB11-083 2 B 67 66 62.4 66.8 Yes No Buena Ventura L
NB11 RNB11-084 1 B 67 66 66.5 70.7 Yes No
NB11 RNB11-085 3 B 67 66 57.8 61.1 No No Buena Vent
NB11 RNB11-086 1 B 67 66 64.4 68.2 Yes No Buena Vent
NB11 RNB11-087 3 B 67 66 56.7 60.5 No No Buena Ventura®Lakes
NB11 RNB11-088 1 B 67 66 60.2 64.5 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-089 1 B 67 66 58.2 61.9 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-090 1 B 67 66 58.9 63.2 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-091 1 B 67 66 57.0 60.5 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-092 1 B 67 66 55.8 59.2 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-093 1 B 67 66 60.3 64.3 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-094 1 B 67 66 60.6 64.6 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-095 2 B 67 66 55.7 59.7 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-096 1 B 67 66 60.7 64.7 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-097 4 B 67 66 57.6 61.6 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-098 1 B 67 66 60.8 64.6 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-099 4 B 67 66 55.0 58.8 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
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NB11 RNB11-100 1 B 67 66 62.7 66.1 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-101 67 66 58.9 62.9 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-102 67 66 63.9 67.6 Yes No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-103 67 66 56.8 60.3 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-104 67 66 60.6 64.2 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 RNB11-108 B 67 66 554 59.2 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 1 B / 66 60.4 64.0 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 1 B 66 60.6 64.1 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 2 B 66 57.5 61.0 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB11 1 B 66 60.8 63.9 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
1 B 66 60.7 63.8 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
1 B 66 60.8 63.9 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
1 B 66 60.4 63.6 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
3 B 66 9 60.7 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
3 B 61.5 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
3 62.0 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
5 61.6 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
3 55.9 0.0 No No Buena Ventura Lakes
NB12 3 B 6 66 59.9 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-002 1 B 6 62.7 Yes No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-003 3 B 61.4 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-004 3 B 55.8 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-005 3 67 6 61.2 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-006 3 67 66 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-007 3 67 66 .9 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-008 4 B 67 6 58. 62.4 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-009 4 B 67 6 62.2 65.2 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-010 3 B 67 6 62.5 65.8 Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-011 3 B 67 58.1 Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-012 3 B 67 Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-013 2 B 67 Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-014 8 B 67 No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-015 3 B 67 6 No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-016 2 B 67 66 Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-017 3 B 67 66
NB12 RNB12-018 1 B 67 66
NB12 RNB12-019 2 B 67 66
NB12 RNB12-020 3 B 67 66
NB12 RNB12-021 3 B 67 66
NB12 RNB12-022 1 B 67 66
NB12 RNB12-023 2 B 67 66
NB12 RNB12-024 8 B 67 66
NB12 RNB12-025 1 B 67 66
NB12 RNB12-026 3 B 67 66
NB12 RNB12-027 3 B 67 66
NB12 RNB12-028 5 B 67 66
NB12 RNB12-029 1 B 67 66 . . Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-030 1 B 67 66 58.5 61.6 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-031 1 B 67 66 58.3 61.3 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-032 1 B 67 66 57.9 61.0 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-033 2 B 67 66 56.3 59.5 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-034 3 B 67 66 52.3 56.5 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-035 3 B 67 66 55.0 58.5 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-036 3 B 67 66 53.3 57.3 No No Coral Wood
NB12 RNB12-037 3 B 67 66 52.4 56.4 No No Coral Wood
SB01 RSB01-001 1 B 67 66 59.2 62.4 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 RSB01-002 1 B 67 66 59.0 62.1 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 RSB01-003 1 B 67 66 58.8 61.8 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 RSB01-004 1 B 67 66 58.5 61.6 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 RSB01-005 1 B 67 66 58.4 61.3 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 RSB01-006 2 B 67 66 58.2 61.1 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 RSB01-007 4 B 67 66 56.6 60.7 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 RSB01-008 3 B 67 66 53.9 59.7 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 RSB01-009 2 B 67 66 52.8 58.5 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 RSB01-010 3 B 67 66 52.4 58.2 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 RSB01-011 4 B 67 66 52.1 57.8 No No Tohoqua
SB0O1 RSB01-012 7 B 67 66 51.7 57.2 No No Tohoqua
SB0O1 RSB01-013 4 B 67 66 54.7 59.7 No No Tohoqua
SB01 RSB01-014 4 B 67 66 57.7 60.5 No No Tohoqua
SB01 RSB01-015 2 B 67 66 58.2 61.1 No No Tohoqua
SBO01 RSB01-016 1 B 67 66 58.4 61.3 No No Tohoqua
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SBO1 RSB01-017 1 B 67 66 58.7 61.7 No No Tohoqua
SBO01 RSB01-018 5 67 66 54.8 59.3 No No Tohoqua
SBO01 RSB01-019 67 66 57.8 60.2 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 RSB01-020 67 66 58.1 61.0 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 RSB01-021 67 66 54.5 58.3 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 RSB01-0 B 67 66 57.0 59.2 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 B / 59.9 No No Tohoqua
SBO01 B 58.1 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 B 58.9 No No Tohoqua
SBO1 B 56.5 No No Tohoqua
B 57.0 No No Tohoqua
B 69.7 Yes No Emerald Lake
B 64.7 No No Emerald Lake
B 62.9 No No Emerald Lake
B 64.4 No No Emerald Lake
65.3 No No Emerald Lake
66.3 Yes No Emerald Lake
SB03 3 54.3 No No Emerald Lake
SB03 B No No Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-009 4 B No No Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-010 6 B No No Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-011 1 B No No Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-012 1 B No No Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-013 2 No No Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-014 4 B Yes No Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-015 6 B 67 Villas of Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-017 2 B 67 Emerald Lake Colony
SB03 RSB03-018 4 B 67 Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-019 4 B 67 Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-020 5 B 67 Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-021 5 B 67 Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-022 4 B 67 No Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-023 5 B 67 No Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-024 7 B 67 Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-025 7 B 67 66
SB03 RSB03-026 4 B 67 66
SB03 RSB03-027 5 B 67 66
SB03 RSB03-028 3 B 67 66
SB03 RSB03-029 5 B 67 66
SB03 RSB03-030 6 B 67 66 . . merald Lake
SB03 RSB03-031 6 B 67 66 60.9 64.7 merald Lake
SB03 RSB03-032 6 B 67 66 61.2 64.7
SB03 RSB03-033 6 B 67 66 59.2 62.9
SB03 RSB03-034 6 B 67 66 59.6 63.4
SB03 RSB03-035 6 B 67 66 58.6 62.8
SB03 RSB03-036 6 B 67 66 59.3 62.9
SB03 RSB03-037 4 B 67 66 59.7 64.0
SB03 RSB03-038 5 B 67 66 57.6 61.1 No No Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-039 5 B 67 66 57.9 62.5 No No Emerald Lake
SB03 RSB03-040 9 B 67 66 57.9 62.5 No No Emerald Lake
SB06 RSB06-001 4 B 67 66 62.2 68.0 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-002 1 B 67 66 66.5 72.4 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-003 6 B 67 66 60.2 65.1 No No Amber Pointe Apartme
SB06 RSB06-004 1 B 67 66 66.4 72.3 Yes No Amber Pointe Apart
SB06 RSB06-005 2 B 67 66 66.7 72.4 Yes No Amber Pointe Ap
SB06 RSB06-006 2 B 67 66 66.7 72.5 Yes No Amber Pointe
SB06 RSB06-007 6 B 67 66 66.4 72.3 Yes No Amber Poin
SB06 RSB06-008 6 B 67 66 59.1 64.9 No No Amber Poin
SB06 RSB06-009 12 B 67 66 57.3 62.0 No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-010 8 B 67 66 62.3 67.7 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-011 6 B 67 66 66.6 72.4 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-012 8 B 67 66 58.8 64.5 No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-013 6 B 67 66 62.5 67.9 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-014 12 B 67 66 57.1 61.3 No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-015 6 B 67 66 66.8 72.4 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-016 8 B 67 66 59.1 63.7 No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-017 4 B 67 66 62.5 67.8 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-018 4 B 67 66 56.9 61.2 No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-019 6 B 67 66 66.6 72.2 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-020 2 B 67 66 60.7 66.0 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-021 2 B 67 66 61.6 67.0 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
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XX.X Impacted Receptor
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SB06 RSB06-022 12 B 67 66 56.4 61.0 No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-023 4 67 66 66.3 71.9 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-024 67 66 59.2 64.4 No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-025 67 66 60.7 66.2 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-026 67 66 62.1 67.8 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 B 67 66 66.3 71.8 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 B i 66.4 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 8 B 63.3 No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 2 B 67.9 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 10 B 60.6 No No Amber Pointe Apartments
2 B 71.8 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
6 B 65.3 No No Amber Pointe Apartments
2 B 71.8 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
1 B 68.1 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
1 B 69.0 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
1 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 6 No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 3 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 B No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-042 8 B No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-043 6 B No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-044 6 B No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-045 1 B No No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-046 3 Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-047 3 B Yes No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-048 8 B 67 No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-049 8 B 67 Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-050 10 B 67 Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-051 3 B 67 Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-052 2 B 67 Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-053 1 B 67 Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-054 4 B 67 No Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-055 3 B 67 Amber Pointe Apartments
SB06 RSB06-056 1 B 67
SB06 RSB06-057 2 B 67
SB07 RSB0O7-001A 2 B 67
SBO7 RSB07-001B] 2 B 67
SB07 RSB07-001¢0 2 B 67
SBO7 RSB07-002A] 2 B 67
SB07 RSB07-002B] 2 B 67
SBO07 RSB07-002¢ 2 B 67
SB07 RSB07-003A 2 B 67
SBO07 RSB07-003B] 2 B 67
SB07 RSB07-003¢0 2 B 67
SBO07 RSB07-004A 2 B 67
SB07 RSB07-004B] 2 B 67 66 :
SB07 RSB07-0040 2 B 67 66 58.1 60.1 AcademyPark Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-005A 2 B 67 66 59.1 62.0 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-005B] 2 B 67 66 63.2 66.3 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-005¢0 2 B 67 66 65.5 67.6 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-006A 2 B 67 66 57.7 60.7 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-006B] 2 B 67 66 61.6 64.9 No No Academy Park Apartment
SB07 RSB07-0060 2 B 67 66 64.1 66.4 Yes No Academy Park Apartm
SB07 RSBO07-007A 2 B 67 66 60.7 63.8 No No Academy Park Apa
SB07 RSB07-007B] 2 B 67 66 65.2 68.0 Yes No Academy Park A
SB07 RSB07-0070 2 B 67 66 67.4 69.2 Yes No Academy Park
SB07 RSB07-008A 2 B 67 66 52.7 54.8 No No Academy P
SB07 RSB07-008B] 2 B 67 66 56.3 59.1 No No Academy P
SBO07 RSB07-008Q0 2 B 67 66 58.4 60.7 No No Academy Park‘Apartments
SB07 RSB07-009A 2 B 67 66 61.2 64.3 No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-009B] 2 B 67 66 65.8 68.5 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0090 2 B 67 66 67.9 69.6 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-010A 2 B 67 66 55.1 57.0 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0108 2 B 67 66 58.6 61.6 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB0O7 RSB07-0100 2 B 67 66 60.8 62.9 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSBO7-011A 2 B 67 66 61.5 64.9 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-011B] 2 B 67 66 66.4 69.0 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-011Q 2 B 67 66 68.5 70.2 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB0O7-012A 2 B 67 66 60.8 63.7 No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-012B] 2 B 67 66 65.3 67.8 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0120 2 B 67 66 67.3 69.0 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
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SB07 RSB07-013A 2 B 67 66 60.5 63.7 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-013B 67 66 65.3 67.7 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-013C 67 66 67.3 68.8 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB0O7 RSB07-014A 67 66 61.7 65.1 No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-014B 67 66 66.7 69.2 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0 B 67 66 68.7 70.4 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSBO07 B i 66 52.4 55.7 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 2 B 66 56.3 59.8 No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 2 B 66 59.0 61.3 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 2 B 66 61.3 64.2 No No Academy Park Apartments
2 B 66 65.8 68.3 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
2 B 66 67.8 69.6 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
2 B 66 51.0 54 1 No No Academy Park Apartments
2 B 66 4.4 57.9 No No Academy Park Apartments
2 B 59.7 No No Academy Park Apartments
2 63.5 No No Academy Park Apartments
6 67.9 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
3 67.2 9.1 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
A B 66 61.0 No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-019B] 2 B 6 64.9 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0190 2 B 67.0 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-020A 2 B 47.7 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-020B8] 2 67 6 50.0 No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-0200 2 67 66 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-021A 2 67 66 .0 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB0O7 RSB07-021B] 2 B 67 6 65. 68.5 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-021¢0 2 B 67 6 67.8 69.6 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-022A 2 B 67 6 60.0 62.0 Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-022B 2 B 67 63.9 Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0220 2 B 67 Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-023A 2 B 67 Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-023B8] 2 B 67 No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-023¢0 2 B 67 6 No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-024A 2 B 67 66 Academy Park Apartments
SBO7 RSB07-024B] 2 B 67 66
SBO07 RSB07-0240 2 B 67 66
SBO7 RSBO7-025A] 2 B 67 66
SB07 RSB07-025B] 2 B 67 66
SBO7 RSB07-025¢0 2 B 67 66
SB07 RSB07-026A 2 B 67 66
SBO7 RSB07-026B] 2 B 67 66
SB07 RSB07-026¢0 2 B 67 66
SBO7 RSBO7-027A 2 B 67 66
SB07 RSB07-027B] 2 B 67 66
SBO07 RSB07-027Q0 2 B 67 66
SBO7 RSBO7-028A 2 B 67 66 . )
SB07 RSB07-0288 2 B 67 66 64.5 67.5 AcademyPark Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-028¢0 2 B 67 66 66.6 68.5 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-029A] 2 B 67 66 60.9 64.0 No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-029B] 2 B 67 66 64.8 68.2 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0290 2 B 67 66 67.3 69.5 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSBO07-030A 2 B 67 66 50.2 53.1 No No Academy Park Apartment
SB07 RSB07-030B] 2 B 67 66 53.9 57.0 No No Academy Park Apartm
SB07 RSB07-0300 2 B 67 66 56.3 58.7 No No Academy Park Apa
SB07 RSB07-031A 2 B 67 66 61.2 64.2 No No Academy Park A
SB07 RSB07-031B] 2 B 67 66 64.3 67.9 Yes No Academy Park
SB07 RSB07-031¢0 2 B 67 66 66.8 69.2 Yes No Academy P
SBO07 RSB07-032A 2 B 67 66 49.3 51.9 No No Academy P
SBO07 RSB07-032B] 2 B 67 66 52.6 55.8 No No Academy Park‘Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0320 2 B 67 66 55.2 57.8 No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-033A 2 B 67 66 60.7 63.2 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0338] 2 B 67 66 63.3 67.1 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-033¢0 2 B 67 66 65.8 68.5 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-034A 2 B 67 66 59.0 61.6 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB0O7 RSB07-034B 2 B 67 66 61.1 65.4 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-034C0 2 B 67 66 63.7 66.9 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-035A 2 B 67 66 60.3 62.6 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0358] 2 B 67 66 62.6 66.4 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0350 2 B 67 66 65.1 67.8 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB0O7 RSB07-036A 2 B 67 66 48.1 50.6 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-036B] 2 B 67 66 50.5 54.0 No No Academy Park Apartments
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SB07 RSB07-036C 67 66 53.2 56.1 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-037A 67 66 59.6 60.9 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-037B 67 66 61.4 64.6 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB0O7 RSB07-037C 67 66 63.6 66.3 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-038A 67 66 60.3 62.2 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0 B 67 66 62.6 65.8 No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSBO07 B i 67.5 Yes No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 2 B 55.3 No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 2 B 59.5 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 2 B 61.2 No No Academy Park Apartments
2 B 60.2 No No Academy Park Apartments
2 B 63.5 No No Academy Park Apartments
2 B 65.4 No No Academy Park Apartments
2 B 54.1 No No Academy Park Apartments
2 B 58.1 No No Academy Park Apartments
2 59.9 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 3 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-04 B No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-043A 2 B No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-043B8] 2 B No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-0430 2 B No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-044A 2 B No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-044B 2 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-044Q0 2 B No No Academy Park Apartments
SB0O7 RSBO7-045A 2 B 67 No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-045B] 2 B 67 Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-045C0 2 B 67 Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-046A 2 B 67 Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-046B] 2 B 67 Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0460 2 B 67 Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSBO07-047A 4 B 67 No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-047B] 4 B 67 No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-047C0 4 B 67 Academy Park Apartments
SBO7 RSBO7-048A 4 B 67 66
SBO07 RSB07-048B 4 B 67 66
SBO7 RSB07-048¢0 4 B 67 66
SB07 RSB07-049A 6 B 67 66
SBO7 RSB07-049B] 6 B 67 66
SB07 RSB07-049C0 6 B 67 66
SBO07 RSB07-050A 6 B 67 66
SB07 RSB07-050B] 6 B 67 66
SBO07 RSB07-0500 6 B 67 66
SB07 RSB07-051A] 12 B 67 66
SBO07 RSB07-051B] 12 B 67 66
SBO7 RSB07-051Q0 12 B 67 66 . )
SB07 RSB07-052A] 8 B 67 66 50.4 53.6 AcademyPark Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-052B] 8 B 67 66 53.0 57.5 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-0520 8 B 67 66 55.4 59.6 No No Academy Park Apartments
SBO07 RSB07-053A 8 B 67 66 47.8 52.6 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-053B] 8 B 67 66 51.1 55.6 No No Academy Park Apartments
SB07 RSB07-053C0 8 B 67 66 53.2 57.3 No No Academy Park Apartment
SB07 RSB07-054A] 8 B 67 66 50.9 55.5 No No Academy Park Apartm
SB07 RSB07-054B] 8 B 67 66 53.4 58.0 No No Academy Park Apa
SB07 RSB07-054C 8 B 67 66 54.6 59.9 No No Academy Park A
SB07 RSB07-055A] 8 B 67 66 49.8 55.3 No No Academy Park
SB07 RSB07-055B] 8 B 67 66 53.0 57.8 No No Academy P
SB07 RSB07-055C0 8 B 67 66 54.1 59.6 No No Academy P
SB10 RSB10-001 5 B 67 66 55.1 59.5 No No Simpson Ridge"Apartments
SB10 RSB10-002 3 B 67 66 56.7 61.0 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-003 5 B 67 66 57.0 61.4 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-004 3 B 67 66 54.5 59.2 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-005 5 B 67 66 56.2 60.8 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-006 3 B 67 66 59.5 63.9 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-007 3 B 67 66 54.2 59.2 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-008 5 B 67 66 56.1 60.9 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-009 3 B 67 66 61.3 65.3 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-010 3 B 67 66 55.7 60.6 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-011 3 B 67 66 54.6 59.8 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-012 3 B 67 66 53.9 59.4 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-013 3 B 67 66 57.2 62.0 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
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Appendix B
Predicted Noise Levels

Widening Florida's Turnpike (SR 91)
from US 192 to Osceola Parkway

C;’“.'“°“ NAC | Fpor | _2019 | 2045 NAC Subst.
oise . No. of o . . Existing Build ..
Environment Rec. Point Units NAC Criteria | Criteria LAeq1h | LAeg1h Approach or Increase Description
(dBA) (dBA) Exceeded (>15dB(A))
(CNE) (dBA) (dBA)
XX.X Impacted Receptor
XX. X Values adjusted to interior levels (-20dB)
SB10 RSB10-014 5 B 67 66 53.8 59.6 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-015 3 67 66 57.2 62.2 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-016 67 66 64.5 68.1 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-017 67 66 61.6 66.3 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-018 67 66 58.0 65.4 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-0 B 67 66 56.9 62.7 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 3 B ' 66 55.6 61.3 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 3 B 66 63.4 68.0 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 3 B 66 54.0 63.1 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 3 B 66 55.4 61.6 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
3 B 66 58.8 65.1 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
5 B 66 57.2 63.0 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
3 B 66 66.5 70.2 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
3 B 66 .9 66.5 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
3 B 71.7 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
3 67.8 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
5 63.1 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
3 57.9 3.8 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 3 B 6 66 60.0 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-033 3 B 6 56.8 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-034 3 B 62.1 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-035 3 B 69.1 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-036 3 67 6 64.8 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-037 3 67 66 No No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-038 3 67 66 .8 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-039 3 B 67 6 68. 72.2 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-040 3 B 67 6 62.1 67.5 Yes No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-041 3 B 67 6 58.7 66.1 Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-042 3 B 67 68.0 Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-043 3 B 67 Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-044 3 B 67 Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-045 3 B 67 No Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB10 RSB10-046 3 B 67 6 Simpson Ridge Apartments
SB12 RSB12-001 1 B 67 66 Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-002 1 B 67 66
SB12 RSB12-003 3 B 67 66
SB12 RSB12-004 1 B 67 66
SB12 RSB12-005 2 B 67 66
SB12 RSB12-006 1 B 67 66 . .
SB12 RSB12-007 1 B 67 66 69.8 72.9 JPonderosa RV Pé
SB12 RSB12-008 2 B 67 66 65.5 70.4 JPonderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-009 2 B 67 66 69.6 72.6
SB12 RSB12-010 3 B 67 66 69.5 72.3
SB12 RSB12-011 8 B 67 66 62.6 69.4
SB12 RSB12-012 11 B 67 66 63.1 67.3
SB12 RSB12-013 8 B 67 66 62.6 65.9
SB12 RSB12-014 4 B 67 66 69.8 71.9 Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-015 1 B 67 66 62.6 68.5 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-016 1 B 67 66 62.7 67.3 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-017 12 B 67 66 64.3 69.6 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-018 5 B 67 66 69.8 72.4 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-022 5 B 67 66 63.0 67.7 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-023 7 B 67 66 68.8 72.0 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-024 2 B 67 66 64.1 69.5 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-025 3 B 67 66 64.4 68.6 Yes No Ponderosa RV P
SB12 RSB12-026 5 B 67 66 63.8 69.8 Yes No Ponderosa RV
SB12 RSB12-027 14 B 67 66 59.7 63.5 No No Ponderosa
SB12 RSB12-028 12 B 67 66 61.2 66.5 Yes No Ponderosa
SB12 RSB12-029 2 B 67 66 63.7 69.5 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-030 1 B 67 66 60.5 68.8 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-031 8 B 67 66 68.6 72.0 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-032 12 B 67 66 58.9 62.9 No No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-035 14 B 67 66 64.4 70.2 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-036 15 B 67 66 59.7 69.1 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-037 7 B 67 66 68.5 71.9 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-038 4 B 67 66 69.1 72.0 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-039 3 B 67 66 69.2 72.2 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-040 3 B 67 66 64.6 70.6 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-041 4 B 67 66 59.1 68.9 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-042 4 B 67 66 61.9 66.1 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-043 3 B 67 66 58.9 67.7 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
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FPID 436194-1 : Widening Florida's Turnpike (SR 91)
Noise Study Report Design Addendum . Append_lx B from US 192 to Osceola Parkway
Predicted Noise Levels

C;’“.’“” NAC | Fpor | 2019 | 2045 NAC Subst.
oise . No. of o . . Existing Build ..
Environment Rec. Point Units NAC Criteria | Criteria LAeq1h | LAeg1h Approach or Increase Description
(dBA) (dBA) Exceeded (>15dB(A))
(CNE) (dBA) (dBA)
XX.X Impacted Receptor
XX.X Values adjusted to interior levels (-20dB)
SB12 RSB12-044 2 B 67 66 69.1 72.2 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-045 67 66 69.1 72.4 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-046 67 66 68.5 721 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-047 67 66 62.2 66.7 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB12 RSB12-048 67 66 65.5 70.1 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park
SB13 RSB13-0 B 67 66 55.1 59.5 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 1 B / 66 56.5 60.6 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 1 B 66 57.9 61.8 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 2 B 66 54.3 58.3 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 1 B 66 58.6 62.5 No No Quail Hollow
2 B 66 56.0 59.8 No No Quail Hollow
2 B 66 58.5 62.3 No No Quail Hollow
3 B 66 57.9 61.7 No No Quail Hollow
3 B 66 7 60.7 No No Quail Hollow
3 B 60.3 No No Quail Hollow
2 62.7 No No Quail Hollow
5 65.4 No No Quail Hollow
3 61.3 7.0 Yes No Quail Hollow
B 66 55.2 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-018 3 B 6 58.0 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-019 1 B 63.0 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-020 1 B 63.6 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-021 1 67 6 60.6 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-022 1 67 66 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-023 4 67 66 .8 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-024 2 B 67 6 60. 65.2 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-025 1 B 67 6 65.5 70.8 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-026 1 B 67 6 65.0 70.3 Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-027 2 B 67 60.7 Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-028 1 B 67 Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-029 1 B 67 Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-030 2 B 67 No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-031 1 B 67 6 No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-032 1 B 67 66 Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-033 1 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-034 4 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-035 2 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-036 1 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-037 2 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-038 1 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-039 3 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-040 4 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-041 2 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-042 4 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-043 3 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-044 2 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-045 1 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-046 1 B 67 66 65.7 71.0 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-047 1 B 67 66 65.0 70.4 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-048 1 B 67 66 58.9 65.6 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-049 3 B 67 66 58.4 63.1 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-050 1 B 67 66 60.7 67.2 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-051 1 B 67 66 63.5 69.2 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-052 1 B 67 66 59.0 66.1 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-053 1 B 67 66 62.2 68.3 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-054 1 B 67 66 65.5 70.8 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-055 3 B 67 66 53.2 59.0 No No Quail Hollo
SB13 RSB13-056 3 B 67 66 59.1 64.0 No No Quail Hollo
SB13 RSB13-057 1 B 67 66 65.1 70.5 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-058 1 B 67 66 61.7 68.0 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-059 1 B 67 66 64.6 70.1 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-060 3 B 67 66 60.1 65.4 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-061 1 B 67 66 64.2 69.8 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-062 3 B 67 66 55.1 60.5 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-063 1 B 67 66 65.3 70.7 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-064 3 B 67 66 554 60.6 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-065 1 B 67 66 60.7 67.0 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-066 1 B 67 66 59.6 64.4 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-067 1 B 67 66 61.6 68.5 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-068 1 B 67 66 65.5 70.8 Yes No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-069 1 B 67 66 59.7 64.6 No No Quail Hollow
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Appendix B
Predicted Noise Levels

Widening Florida's Turnpike (SR 91)
from US 192 to Osceola Parkway

C‘:l"'.m“ NAC | Fpor | _2019 | 2045 NAC Subst.
oise . No. of o o Existing | Build o
Environment Rec. Point Units NAC Criteria | Criteria LAeq1h | LAeg1h Approach or Increase Description
(dBA) (dBA) Exceeded (>15dB(A))
(CNE) (dBA) (dBA)
XX.X Impacted Receptor
XX.X Values adjusted to interior levels (-20dB)
SB13 RSB13-070 1 B 67 66 60.5 65.6 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-072 67 66 56.9 64.1 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-073 67 66 57.2 63.1 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-074 67 66 56.0 62.7 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-076 67 66 55.5 62.0 No No Quail Hollow
SB13 RSB13-078 B 67 66 58.9 64.8 No No Oak Run
SB13 1 B / 66 61.0 66.8 Yes No Oak Run
SB13 2 B 66 57.5 63.3 No No Oak Run
SB13 1 B 66 60.8 67.1 Yes No Oak Run
SB13 2 B 66 55.2 62.7 No No Oak Run
2 B 66 59.3 66.0 Yes No Oak Run
1 B 66 61.0 67.8 Yes No Oak Run
1 B 66 59.0 65.7 No No Oak Run
2 B 66 4 63.8 No No Oak Run
1 B 67.6 Yes No Oak Run
1 67.7 Yes No Oak Run
5 63.2 No No Oak Run
3 57.8 4.5 No No Oak Run
B 66 60.6 Yes No Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-093 2 B 6 55.0 No No Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-094 1 B 56.9 No No Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-095 1 B 60.0 Yes No Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-096 1 67 6 60.8 Yes No Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-097 1 67 66 Yes No Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-098 2 67 66 5 No No Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-099 2 B 67 6 56. 61.8 No No Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-100 1 B 67 6 61.1 67.2 Yes No Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-101 2 B 67 6 57.3 64.1 Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-102 1 B 67 58.3 65.2 Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-103 2 B 67 Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-104 1 B 67 Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-105 2 B 67 No Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-106 3 B 67 6 Oak Run
SB13 RSB13-107 2 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-108 3 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-109 3 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-110 1 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-111 3 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-112 1 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-113 2 B 67 66
SB13 RSB13-117 1 B 67 66
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FPID 436194-1 : Widening Florida's Turnpike (SR 91)
Noise Study Report Design Addendum . Append_lx B from US 192 to Osceola Parkway
Predicted Noise Levels

C;’".m" NAC | FpDoT | _2019 | 2045 NAC Subst.
oise . No. of o . L Existing Build ..
Environment Rec. Point Units NAC Criteria | Criteria LAeq1h | LAeg1h Approach or Increase Description
(dBA) (dBA) Exceeded (>15dB(A))
(CNE) (dBA) (dBA)
XX.X Impacted Receptor
XX.X Values adjusted to interior levels
NBO1 NNBO01-001 1 C 67 66 62.9 65.9 No No Partin Triangle Park
NBO1 NNBO01-002 1 67 66 63.3 66.9 Yes No Partin Triangle Park
NBO1 NNB01-003 67 66 61.8 64.5 No No Partin Triangle Park
NBO1 NNBO01-004 67 66 66.1 71.6 Yes No Partin Triangle Park
NBO1 NNBO01-005 67 66 66.7 72.7 Yes No Partin Triangle Park
NBO1 NNB01-008 C 66 62.8 65.7 No No Partin Triangle Park
NBO1 C 63.5 No No Partin Triangle Park
NBO1 1 C 71.9 Yes No Partin Triangle Park
NBO1 1 C 66.0 Yes No Partin Triangle Park
NBO1 1 C 64.3 No No Partin Triangle Park
1 C 72.6 Yes No Partin Triangle Park
1 C 67.3 Yes No Partin Triangle Park
1 C 65.6 No No Partin Triangle Park
1 C 67.9 Yes No Partin Triangle Park
1 C 66.1 Yes No Partin Triangle Park
1 C 66.2 Yes No Partin Triangle Park
NBO1 Yes No Partin Triangle Park
NBO1 Yes No Partin Triangle Park
NB02 No No City of Life Church Athletic Fields
NB02 NNB02-002 1 No No City of Life Church Athletic Fields
NB02 NNB02-003 1 No No City of Life Church Athletic Fields
NBO02 NNB02-004 1 No No City of Life Church Athletic Fields
NB02 NNB02-005 1 No No City of Life Church Athletic Fields
NB02 NNB02-006 1 No No City of Life Church Baseball Fleld
NBO02 NNB02-007 1 C No No City of Life Church Baseball Fleld
NB02 NNB02-008 1 C 67 No City of Life Church Baseball Fleld
NB02 NNB02-009 1 C 67 City of Life Church Basketball Court
NB02 NNB02-010 1 C 67 City of Life Church Basketball Court
NBO02 NNB02-011 1 C 67 City of Life Church Playground
NBO02 NNB02-012 1 C 67 City of Life Church Outdoor Stage
NB02 NNB02-013 1 E 72 Animal Clinic Picnic Table
NB04 NNB04-006 1 E 72 No Outback Steakhouse Outdoor Seating
NBO5 NNB05-038 1 C 67 No Simmons Trace Playgound
NBO05 NNBO05-064 1 C 67 No Christian Life Church Entrance Outdoor Seating
NBO05 NNBO05-065 1 C 67 No Christj ife Church Entrance Outdoor Seating
NBO7 NNBO07-001 1 C 67 66 iSS
NBO7 NNB07-002 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNBO07-003 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNBO07-004 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNBO07-005 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNBO07-006 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNB07-007 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNBO07-008 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNB07-009 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNBO07-010 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNB07-011 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNBO07-012 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNB07-013 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNBO07-014 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNB07-015 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNBO07-016 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNB07-017 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNBO07-018 1 C 67 66
NBO7 NNBO07-019 1 C 67 66
NBO8 NNBO08-026 1 C 67 66
NB09 NNB09-027 1 C 67 66
NB09 NNB09-028 1 C 67 66
NB09 NNB09-029 1 C 67 66
NB09 NNB09-030 1 C 67 66 67.3 75.6 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek Athletic Field
NBO09 NNB09-031 1 C 67 66 65.5 73.9 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO9 NNB09-032 1 C 67 66 67.3 75.6 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NB09 NNB09-033 1 C 67 66 65.5 73.9 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 NNB09-034 1 C 67 66 67.0 75.5 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
NBO09 NNB09-035 1 C 67 66 65.6 74.0 Yes No Grande Court at Boggy Creek
SB02 NSB02-001 1 C 67 66 61.4 69.1 Yes No Neptune Middle School Play Area
SB02 NSB02-002 1 C 67 66 66.0 74.7 Yes No Neptune Middle School Play Area
SB02 NSB02-003 1 C 67 66 63.3 71.7 Yes No Neptune Middle School Play Area
SB02 NSB02-004 1 C 67 66 61.7 70.0 Yes No Neptune Middle School Basketball Courts
SB02 NSB02-005 1 C 67 66 65.2 73.6 Yes No Neptune Middle School Basketball Courts
SB02 NSB02-009 1 C 67 66 59.8 66.9 Yes No Neptune Middle School Athletic Field
SB02 NSB02-010 1 C 67 66 51.6 56.8 No No Neptune Middle School Baseball Field
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Widening Florida's Turnpike (SR 91)
from US 192 to Osceola Parkway

C;’".m" NAC | Fpor | _2019 | 2045 NAC Subst.
oise . No. of o . L Existing Build ..
Environment Rec. Point Units NAC Criteria | Criteria LAeq1h | LAeg1h Approach or Increase Description
(dBA) (dBA) Exceeded (>15dB(A))
(CNE) (dBA) (dBA)
XX.X Impacted Receptor
XX.X Values adjusted to interior levels
SB02 NSB02-012 1 C 67 66 55.4 60.8 No No Neptune Middle School Athletic Field
SB02 NSB02-013 1 67 66 57.6 63.3 No No Neptune Middle School Athletic Field
SB02 NSB02-020 67 66 58.0 63.7 No No Neptune Middle School Athletic Field
SB02 NSB02-021 67 66 60.6 68.4 Yes No Neptune Middle School Athletic Field
SB02 NSB02-022 66 50.8 55.7 No No Neptune Middle School Baseball Field
SB02 NSB02-0 66 55.7 61.1 No No Neptune Middle School Athletic Field
SB02 1 70.8 Yes No Neptune Middle School Basketball Courts
SB02 1 68.6 Yes No Neptune Middle School Athletic Field
SB02 1 64.1 No No Neptune Middle School Athletic Field
SB02 1 61.6 No No Neptune Middle School Athletic Field
1 74.6 Yes No Neptune Middle School Basketball Courts
1 56.5 No No Neptune Middle School Baseball Field
1 57.8 No No Neptune Middle School Baseball Field
1 66.0 Yes No Villas of Emerald Lake Tennis Court
1 66.7 No No Osceola County Sheriff's Office Outdoor Seating
1 48.7 No No Gateway Baptist Church Sanctuary Interior Use
SB05 No No Gateway Baptist Church Fellowship Hall Interior Use
SB06 5 No No Amber Pointe Apartment Pool
SB08 E No No Travelodge by Wyndham Pool
SB09 NSB09-001 1 E No No Flamingo Waterpark Resort Recreation Facilities
SB09 NSB09-002 1 E No No Flamingo Waterpark Resort Playground
SB11 NSB11-001 1 C No No Gateway High School Baseball Field
SB11 NSB11-002 1 @ No No Gateway High School Shot Put Area
SB11 NSB11-003 1 No No Gateway High School Athletic Flelds
SB11 NSB11-004 1 No No Gateway High School Athletic Flelds
SB11 NSB11-005 1 C 67 No Gateway High School Bleachers
SB11 NSB11-006 1 C 67 Osceola County School District Picnic Table
SB11 NSB11-007 1 C 67 Osceola County School District Screen Patio
SB11 NSB11-008 1 C 67 Osceola County School District Second Floor Screen Patio
SB11 NSB11-009 1 E 72 Pats Place Eatery and Catering Outdoor Seating
SB11 NSB11-010 1 E 72 Osceola County School District Picnic Table
SB11 NSB11-011 1 E 72 No Osceola County School District Outdoor Seating
SB11 NSB11-012 1 E 72 Osceola County School District Outdoor Seating
SB11 NSB11-013 1 C 67 Johnson University of Florida Picnic Area
SB11 NSB11-014 1 C 67 66 C
SB11 NSB11-015 1 C 67 66
SB11 NSB11-016 1 C 67 66
SB11 NSB11-017 1 C 67 66
SB11 NSB11-018 1 C 67 66
SB11 NSB11-019 1 C 67 66
SB11 NSB11-020 1 C 67 66
SB11 NSB11-021 1 C 67 66
SB11 NSB11-022 1 C 67 66 etic Fields
SB11 NSB11-023 1 C 67 66 . niversity of Florida t Housing
SB11 NSB11-024 1 C 67 66 67.4 70.0 iversity of Florida i
SB11 NSB11-025 1 C 67 66 64.5 68.3
SB11 NSB11-026 1 C 67 66 60.9 65.0 No Johnson University of Florida Volleyb
SB11 NSB11-027 1 C 67 66 67.2 70.0 Yes No Johnson University of Florida Athletic
SB11 NSB11-028 1 C 67 66 62.3 66.4 Yes No Johnson University of Florida Pool
SB11 NSB11-029 1 C 67 66 64.4 68.0 Yes No
SB11 NSB11-030 1 C 67 66 67.2 70.2 Yes No
SB11 NSB11-031 1 C 67 66 60.2 62.5 No No
SB11 NSB11-032 1 C 67 66 60.9 63.0 No No
SB11 NSB11-033 1 C 67 66 65.0 68.3 Yes No
SB11 NSB11-034 1 C 67 66 62.4 65.3 No No Johnson Universi
SB11 NSB11-035 1 C 67 66 67.5 70.3 Yes No Johnson Unive
SB11 NSB11-036 1 C 67 66 63.7 65.5 No No Johnson Un
SB11 NSB11-037 1 C 67 66 63.1 64.1 No No Johnson Univ
SB11 NSB11-038 1 C 67 66 65.9 68.1 Yes No Johnson University of Florida Athletic Fields
SB11 NSB11-039 1 C 67 66 68.5 70.3 Yes No Johnson University of Florida Athletic Fields
SB11 NSB11-040 1 C 67 66 67.9 69.2 Yes No Johnson University of Florida Athletic Fields
SB11 NSB11-041 1 C 67 66 67.7 68.1 Yes No Johnson University of Florida Athletic Fields
SB11 NSB11-042 1 C 67 66 68.7 69.0 Yes No Johnson University of Florida Athletic Fields
SB12 NSB12-019 1 C 67 66 61.8 68.9 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park Pool
SB12 NSB12-020 1 C 67 66 62.3 68.1 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park Shuffleboard
SB12 NSB12-021 1 C 67 66 60.9 68.8 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park Outdoor Seating
SB12 NSB12-033 1 C 67 66 61.3 67.1 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park Rec Hall
SB12 NSB12-034 1 C 67 66 61.2 67.3 Yes No Ponderosa RV Park Playground
SB13 NSB13-012 1 C 67 66 63.3 68.9 Yes No Abandoned Playground
SB13 NSB13-071 1 C 67 66 63.6 69.2 Yes No Quail Hollow Park Athletic Field
SB13 NSB13-075 1 C 67 66 61.7 67.2 Yes No Quail Hollow Park Playground
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Common NAC | FpDoT | _2019 | 2045 NAC Subst.
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Envi t Rec. Point Unit NAC | Criteria | Criteria LAeath | LAeath Approach or Increase Description
nvironmen nits (dBA) (dBA) eq eq Exceeded (>15dB(A))
(CNE) (dBA) (dBA)
XX.X Impacted Receptor
XX.X Values adjusted to interior levels
SB13 NSB13-077 1 C 67 66 63.4 69.1 Yes No Quail Hollow Park Volleyball Court
SB13 NSB13-078 1 67 66 61.9 67.4 Yes No Quail Hollow Park Basketball Court
SB13 NSB13-114 67 66 59.0 63.1 No No Kissimmee Charter Elementary Playground
SB13 NSB13-115 67 66 60.8 64.8 No No Kissimmee Charter Elementary Picnic Table
SB13 NSB13-116 66 59.3 63.9 No No Kissimmee Charter Elementary Picnic Table
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Florida’s Turnpike Noise Contours (South)

From south of US 192
to US 192

56 dB(A) 56 dB(A)
1,339 Feet from 1,339 Feet from
Edge-of-Pavement Edge-of-Pavement

outhbound
Lanes Lanes

Category A

66 dB(A)
18t Floor: 459 Feet
from Edge-of-Pavement

66 dB(A)
1st Floor: 459 Feet
from Edge-of-Pavement

¥

Southbound
Lanes

71 dB(A)
18t Floor: 180 Feet
from Edge-of-Pavement

71 dB(A)
1st Floor: 180 Feet
from Edge-of-Pavement

Southbound Northbound
Lanes Lanes

Activity Category E



Florida’s Turnpike Noise Contours (Central)

From US 192
to Osceola Parkway

56 dB(A) 56 dB(A)
1,410 Feet from 1,410 Feet from
Edge-of-Pavement Edge-of-Pavement

outhbound
Lanes Lanes

Category A

66 dB(A)
18t Floor: 561 Feet
from Edge-of-Pavement

66 dB(A)
1st Floor: 561 Feet
from Edge-of-Pavement

¥

Southbound
Lanes

71 dB(A)
1st Floor: 233 Feet
from Edge-of-Pavement

71 dB(A)
1st Floor: 233 Feet
from Edge-of-Pavement

Southbound Northbound
Lanes Lanes

Activity Category E



Florida’s Turnpike Noise Contours (North)

From Osceola Parkway
to north of Osceola Parkway
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