~ can be handled by land u

159 . ; ‘
offect on the public and yo’,.u;‘are-from-t)hengmall jet people and, there- -
fore, can perhaps break <ome of these out forus. S
" Ten’t thete a difference in noise effect between: what we refer to as the
noise around the é,a,iﬁp'ort,a;the;imm iate landing and ;ta,kingioﬂ;which ‘

) 4 use technigques, and the noise that qausies;the' .
reatest amount of trouble in a city zareap,wihigh is the .a;ppro,a@h;()-f the :
 ircraft or this thing you referred to 88 ; oing into the daisy chain of.

the aireraft under “a lot of power at a Jow altitude for long segments i
over thecity.” B R T e e PO
" Doesn’t that have to be controlled not by land use.techmque_s,butfby‘

, air»tmﬁiacontrolw‘teehmiques;@;., RIS sk
" Mr. Woobs, Yes, sir, 1 think’ everything you say is very true inmy
ypinton. L think sometines it is hard. to-say that we- ac(:ompl;ish this
phase of the;programgvia;ﬁight; proc,eidure’amlithatph se of the pro~

gramev_imland:use and draw a hard line between them: -~ = R,
. What T wanted to know is this: T happen to favor the
for the end of the runways and. for.a limited area .
ou can’t with land use concepts attack the problem of over
ically the. pr0blem:forrexamp1ev at Washington -
N wve jets flying over the city at low altitudes with
~ flaps down, gear down often and under almost full thrust before mak-
‘ingrthe‘ir«approach,:_‘, et st T :
~ That bas to be handled by a traffic control technique : is that.cor
Mr. Woobs. Yes, sir. This would be ‘traffic control technique; to & et
small degree we think flight procedures; andalsotoa very large degree
H.R. 3400 and the benefits that it would bring tous. e D
" Mr. Apams. If we pass HLR. 3400, Wk at is going to happen if the
FAA decides ‘that, in order to. avoids a daisy ;Gha.inv;,qperatiou;zt;t..t;he .
places where we have the most trouble such.as T.aGuardia, O’Hara,Los -
~ ‘Angeles International,_and Wa‘shington,Natipnal,,th@t we not Jland
any jets that don’t have ‘compatible ‘equipment; at those close-1] ; i
_ports and jam the commercial‘jetswhich produces & daisy chain oper-
ation. S S e et d O
- Mr. FRIEDEL. You:iﬁehtimmd;'La(};uardia; Did you mean ;Kennedy' P
Airport? ‘ anh T aa e e G
M, Apams. Well, Kennedy, yes, but a little different p
am using TLaGuardia as an example because 1 have been
that it is 80 percent general aviation at the present time.
T want to know whether or not it is going to be possible
© . jam up to allow all equipment in. T think your equipmentm
“ably fit. What 1 am talking about, is the sort of thing hat -has been
done in Paris at Le Bourget where yourequi ‘ 1
~ equipment and two pilots in order to land at these airports.
 Mr. Woops. Qir;it1savery complicated question. L
. Mr. Apams. Tt is very difficult for you, T know. Sl TR
~Mr. Woops. Could 1 'take a couple of pieces of itapd%w,ould you be
the points that Tmissed? .

good enough to oive me again
Mr, ADAMS. Al right 0 o e S o
Mr. Woobs. Yes, sir. We think that there is centainly',same.«,;merit i
to the idea of compatible equipment pa ticular :

Qongestedairport. We feel and have gtated in our 21rpo
we think this1s reasonaible.:and.thatthis-is,r;xti'ohal,;.;j;, P b |
son it as having too much Signiﬁoa;ncef in connection o

rt policy that '

We don’t envision it

rectd

Anair-

'in pfdb— S

re compatible electromic -

rticularly in the very densely



