Millville City Commissioner’s meeting, May 18, 2010:

Commissioner Finch made the following comment: “Mr. Mayor, around December you asked me to head a committee to deal with the Motorsports Park with some issues that had developed during the past year, plus operations. We established a committee, which was myself, Solicitor McCarthy, Engineer, John Knoop, Dr. Kim Ayres, Don Ayres and Commissioner Vanaman joined the committee. We have been in negotiations with the

Motorsports Park and we’ve had several meetings. We’ve gone back and forth on some issues and at this point we are close to resolving some of those issues and concerns. We do not have a signed document back from them at this time, so I can’t present

the report on that. However, as we met in December, January and February it was discussed by the committee to bring in an outside consultant, a noise expert from outside the area to review the noise reports that we completed last year and the

Motorsports Parks noise reports to see if we are in the right direction or how we could improve what was on the monitor. We did hire the firm of Harris Miller Miller and Hanson and they have provided us with some information and they’re from

Burlington, Massachusetts and I’m going to ask Dr. Kim Ayres at this time to come forward and give us a summary of that report as it is now submitted, it is public record and I wanted to present it to the public at this time.”

Dr. Kim Ayres presented the following report:

“Thank you Commissioner, I’ll try to be informative, but a squick as possible. Just to give you some background, we did enter into this contract with HMMH, particularly one of their principals, Chris Menge. The reason for doing that was we had completed a summer of sound monitoring ourselves. Motorsports had completed their one year monitoring that was required in their approval and we had spent quite a bit of the summer responding to complaints about noise and also the Commissioners had spent a lot of time at the meetings getting a lot of different reactions from the citizens. In an effort to try and understand that reaction, some of which was very varied even on the same street, so we wanted some ability to understand how reaction could be so different in response to the same events at the Motorsports Park. We also wanted some confirmation on the way we had done our monitoring to make sure we had done it properly and that we had done enough of it, and had enough data to really be able to draw some conclusion from and that we had interpreted our information correctly. So in the course of doing quite a bit of research over the summer on Motorsports Parks in general and noise controls and things of that nature for the Motorsports Parks I had come across Chris Menge’s name quite a bit. He had done quite a bit of research at other Motorsports Park facilities. Their firm has expertise in motorsports noise as well as airport related noise and seemed to be a good fit for us. His particular specialty also was in community response to sound and community response to noise and when you can expect that and why. So, this seemed to be a good fit for what we were looking for, searching for to confirm the type of work that we had done to date. In general we received this final report yesterday, we also had a fairly extensive phone conference with him several weeks ago. Let me just say in general we tried to ask him about community response to noise and why it’s so varied. He explained to us that noise can be very emotional issue for people. So, there’s very individualized responses to noise and you may remember at times

we had people from the street that come in and say they’ve had so much noise the windows are rattling in the house. We’ve had people just down the street saying I really don’t even notice it. He shared with us that it’s a very emotional reaction, there’s emotional response to noise, sometimes people can build up a tolerance and if that’s in their makeup and they build up a tolerance and don’t notice it as much. Sometimes people who are annoyed initially, it will continue to annoy them. So there just are individual reactions and sometime you can help with them by the noise abatement measure, sometimes you can help simply by giving more notice when there’s a louder race that’s coming. So, we discussed a lot of issues like that, but

basically it came down to you can expect this, this is an expected reaction when you have a noise generator that’s part of your business cycle. So, there are individual responses and individual tolerance for this varies quite a bit. What we asked the consultant specifically to do was to take a look at themonitoring that we had received. The early projections from the Motorsports Park as part of their approval process from their noise expert, as well as their one year monitoring and then to also look at the monitoring that the City had done just to compare them, to critique them, to look at them in a critical way and to see if there was anything we were missing, did we do a good job of collecting the data and what could be different to help us explain this. The conclusions that Chris Menge our expert drew were that he did have some professional differences with the consultant that had done the work for NJMP and it was mainly protocol differences, while both were accepted protocols, there’s some assumptions that are used in both professionals that differ and he called out two particular assumptions that were used in the Motorsports Park Studies that were done however, they offset each other. One was overly positive, one was overly negative, so they pretty much offset each other. The

real difference in the way the City had done their monitoring and the way the Motorsports Park has done their monitoring is in the reason for doing the monitoring. As you know we put a condition on the Motorsports Park that they made sure that the were conforming with the condition that was set at the time of their approval, which was 80 decibels sustained for 20 minutes at a residential property line. That’s precisely what they were monitoring for to make sure that they were conforming with that particular standard and that’s what their monitoring did and it confirmed that they were under the standard. What the City did in addition to taking readings was we also established a

benchmark of what the ambient noise level was when we were taking our readings so we factored in what the existing noise level was and then what the noise level was at the time of a race. This was the preferred method that Mr. Menge would prefer to see in the way he does his noise studies, because it’s much easier to measure what the actual impact was on a particular area, on a particular neighborhood if you know the background level from which they started. So, that was really the main difference between the two studies and the reason there was a difference was because we had different purposes that we were measuring. So, the City was able to establish a background noise level and then the noise level of indifferent areas ,particularly 4 receptor sites throughout the City of what the noise was when there was sounds generated from the park. So, that would be the main difference in what we were looking at. The reason that’s important, as I mentioned Mr. Menge’s main focus and his main area of specialty is when to expect community

reaction to noise. In his report in the conversations we’ve had with him, he explained to us if you have an increase between 5 and 10 decibels then you probably are going to get a reaction from a neighborhood, because it is at a level where people would notice it. It would be a noticeable difference. So, that was why it was important that we establish an existing level and then a level once the noise was generated. He did conclude we

had done our monitoring properly, we had enough measures, we had over 160 measures the way we had done our monitoring and why there were no violations to our standard, there were fluctuations in the average, which were well below our standard, but there were fluctuations between that 5 and 10 decibel level where it could be expected that you would have some reaction from the community. Of the four locations where we took measures, there were two particular locations at the end of Porreca Drive and Cedarville and Buckshutem, which he felt there were significant changes there and that people would bring them to our attention and there would be a reaction to that. We did have opportunity also, because there was the possibility of a future plan coming forward to ask for some guidance about sound abatement measures, sound mitigation measures, what works and what doesn’t. He informed us that earthem berms were really the best way to reduce noise in many situations and he also provided us with some guidance about what to look for or what to ask for in any future noise analysis or noise studies that were done.

So, it was a very limited focus that we asked him to key in on

and I think it became a very informative process for us to go through with his direction.”

Report from Harris Miller Miller & Hanson Inc. regarding review of New Jersey Motorsports Park Noise Study was ordered received and filed, by the following vote. Yeas: Finch, Quinn, Derella, Vanaman and Shannon.

Commissioner Finch: “Okay, Dr. Ayres thank you very much. It was a very concise report the consultant has done this across the country ??????. Very familiar with the racetrack operations and it’s a good tool for us to have ????? The other issue on the reports from Public Works is a report from the City Engineer regarding the certification of Phase I completion of the Motorsports Park as required through the amended MDA and I’ll ask Engineer, John Knoop for a brief summary and also if Mr. McCarthy would follow up as well I’d appreciate it.”

