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stage, such as Boeing’s 747 and the super_sorii}é,‘tryan‘sport, yv_v‘ill be in
- Tegular service in the 1970’s. The SST, as one example, will utilize

- three times as much thrust per passenger as subsonicairdmf.t and the
noise nuisance increases In proportion to the Increase in daily thrust =

at an airport location, S e o s : e
~ Mr. Chairman, experts ‘testify that a very loud noise measuring

160 decibels will hreak a human being’s ear drum. Already, jet engine

and after-burners discharge up to 140 decibels of sound. A normal
- individual can experience “temporary hearing -damage when noise
Is at a level of 100 to 120 dgci}')els, and frequent exposure to such

~ over, anyone who has flown ‘or even visited a large airport, ought to

Tiolse must come primarily from a source not compromised. by eco-

nomic interests which: conflict with the welfare of our people, {In ler.
such criteria, both industry and local government are disqualified.
There is only one source—the Federal Government. T SR T
. Of course, the Federal Government already hags ‘assumed responsi-
~bility for many aspects of aireraft noise aba?temenbincludingg controls
~over air traffic and flight: patterns. ‘However, it is evident that these
' éﬁ?oll)vlts;f: while ‘commendable, ‘have proved JInadequate to solve the
rooiem, < -:ie S ! PO e LRI "‘;5??’:
P The pending legislation: would authorize the Federal Aviation
i &dministration,-'in‘:addfitionito' normal air worthiness tests, to. certify
aireraft on the basig of uniform noise control standards. T have no
- doubt that when 'aircraftnmahufascturersarecémpelled ‘to eut noise
levels, they will find a way to do so. Millions and millions of dollars

-are spent each year »devfeloping new, faster, and more luxurious planes.

If only a portion of the industry’s available pOO.lg!of«sci,entifﬁfQ!tal:en;t

and "ft‘eeh;nfea%l knOW;h@W‘;Were‘devot’ed*ti) ‘noise abatment, the. problem -

would uridoubtedly be alleviated inshort order,

hank you Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee f
- Opportunity to present my views on thig m ’
~ tully urgs your favorable consideration: o

[cmft"noise:;f' R
My Frieowr. Thank you for a concise statement Mr, Minish, i
 .Ifthere are no'questions, we shall hear next from Mr. W K. Mathe-
- sonydirector of operations ‘at the Minneapolis-St, Paul. Metropoli-
~ tan Airports Commission. Pleage proceed Mr., Matheson, .. =
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legislation to control air-

R

e

ost serious issue. I respect-

3 ‘ ST. PAUL METRQP@LJJTAN«MRPORT& COMMISSION, PRESENTED

-~ BYW. I;.“MATHESVTON{-DIRECTOR OF OPERATIONS; ACCOMPANIED
- BY ALBERT F. ‘BEITEL, AVIATION COUNSEL

-~ Mr. Marasson. Mr. Chairman, T am William\‘“Mathésc‘)‘n’, Minne-

apolis-St. Paul Metropolitan Airpforts,'Ciém'missidh;*On*rhy left T

would like to introduce my colleague, Mr, Albert Beitel, aviation

counsel for the Minneapolis-S; Paul Airports Commission. =
Mr. Frieper, You may proceed. ~  © TR




