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Hello Joan,
 
Thank you for coordinating today’s technical meeting. It is a strength of the AUC that you seek continual development/improvement of Rule
012 and request input from stakeholders.
 
Further to the discussions about urban sound levels, I would strongly recommend that the AUC remove wording limiting when an ambient
sound level survey can be performed. i.e. in Table 2, I would recommend deleting the following sentences and leaving the applicability of the
A2 adjustment to the professional judgement of the consultant.
Class Reason for adjustment Value Value
A1 Seasonal adjustment for wintertime conditions must not be added when

determining the permissible sound level for design purposes. In the case of
wintertime noise complaint under Section 5 of this rule, this adjustment may be
used in determining the permissible sound level.

+5

A2 Ambient monitoring adjustment is applicable if the measured ambient sound
level is not representative of the assumed ambient sound environment. The
ambient sound levels may be measured in areas considered to be pristine as
defined in Appendix 1 or areas that have non-energy industrial activity that
would impact the ambient sound levels. 
 
In the case where there are existing energy-related facilities located within an
area and the assumed ambient sound level without the existing energy-related
facilities as determined from Table 1 is considered not representative of the
actual sound levels, the area may be eligible for an ambient adjustment.
 
An ambient adjustment for one dwelling may be applied to other dwellings
within the same project study area that have a similar acoustic environment. To
be deemed similar, justification must be provided demonstrating that the
difference in daytime or nighttime ambient sound level at the dwelling(s) is no
greater than plus or minus three dBA from the
measured ambient sound level. 
 
Use Figure 1 to determine the applicable adjustment value.

-10 to +10

 
This limitation is highlighted in the Commission responses that the AUC provided in the 2023-04-25-Comment Matrix. Below I have highlighted
two excerpts from that document that I understand to be explicitly contradictory:
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Topic14  Existing framework in Rule 012 (Table 1 and A2 adjustment)

Reviewer feedback

Commission response

Table 1

Aftaink and dNCL suggested the Commission refine “dwelling density” and
“proximity o transportation” in Table 1 to account for urban areas with very
high population densiis and busy suroundings:

SLR and Stantec note that the BC Oil & Gas Commission (BCOGC)
updated its British Columbia Noise Control Best Practices Guideline in July
2021. Consistent with Rule 012, previous versions of the BCOGC guideline:
defined a Category 2 receptor as being located between 30 m and 500 m
from transportation infrastructure (i., a heaviy travelled road o rail line),
and defined a Category 3 receptor as being located less than 30 m from
transportation infrastructure. The updated BCOGC guideline has increased
the distance threshold from 30 m to 00 m when diferentiafing Category 2
and Category 3 receptors (.., a Category 2 receptor is now located
between 100 m and 500 m from transportation infrastructure and a
Category 3 receptor is now located less than 100 m from a transportation
infrastructure).

The Commission is not persuaded of the need to change the way that PSLs are.

Based on consultations with the AER, both the Commission and the AER agree that
Rule 012 and Direcive 038 should remain consistent with respect o the treatment of
heavily ravelled roads and rail lines, and at the current stage, neither of these two
regulations are proposed to change on this matter.

Class A2 adjustments

AER submitted that the existing provisions for determining PSLs and A2
adjustments are stil practical and reasonable.

Motive Acoustics indicated that if PSLS are not applicable (.., real ASL is
higher than assumed ASL), Class A2 adjustment methodology should be
Tollowed.

SLR recommended that the Commission mandate an A2 adjustment sound
monitoring survey as part of the noise impact assessment (NIA) process.
SLR suggested a publicly available map be created showing the applicable
PSLs from NIAs accepted by the Commission.

‘ANCL's view is PSLs should be established based on a measured ASL or a
calculated trafic noise level,if the receptor i close to transportation
infrastructure. dNCL noted that stakeholders (i..,local residents) typically

Itis important to maintain consistency between AUC Rule 012 and AER Directive
038 regarding application of Class A2 adjustments.

‘The Commission maintains discretion to
determine if an ASL survey or a Class A2 adjustment is required in a partcular area.

The Commission emphasizes that wherever assumed ASLS in Table 1 are
representative, measurements for ASLS are not necessary.

ASL surveys should follow the requirements in Section 4 of Rule 012. The
Commission does not infend to revise those requirements in the current process.

The Commission's use of assumed ASLs in Rule 012 is intended to provide a
reasonable, consistent and practical mechanism for predicting and assessing
cumulative sound levels in noise impact assessments (NIAs). The use of assumed
ASLsis also intended to promote consistency when assessing energy-related
projects in similar environments. Further, assumed ASLs promote consistent PSLs
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