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each new aircraft type is bigger and noisier. No intelligent future planning for

compatible land use can go forth until a limit on aircraft noise is established
and enforced. , o :
Considerable differences will, no doubt, develop on what the gpecific noise
level maxima should be. We urge that enactment of H.R. 3400 not be delayed
pecause of this. We feel confident that if the FAA is given the necessary authority,
it subsequently, in concert with industry, can arrive_at aceeptable.levels. ;
Thank you for the opportun‘ity to express our views on this: important bill

V' ruly yours, i . A
Very truly ¥ . R. Hoxr, Baeoutive Director.

N

BURLINGTON AIRPORT CoMMISSION,
South Burlingtomn, V., April 12, 1967,
Hon. HARLEY O. STAGGERS, . 3 oo o
Chairmomn, Committee on Tnterstate and Foreigh Commerce, House of Represent
“atives, Washington, D.C. ’ ’

DEAR MR. STAGGERS 2 The Burlington Airport C-’ommi—ssion, as a party .t«o the
resolution of the Airport Openators"@ouneiI International T Iaging to glrgrgft
noise, wishes to advise that they are in complete agreement with the vm.sr'tmn
taken by AOCI and hopes that you will see your way clear to support expeditious
achievement of the objectivesof the resolution.

Very truly yours,
' ol JorN-A. MAOKAY, Olerk.

ResoLuTIOoN NO. 3, A,nopmn AT THE MEMBERSHIP, MEETING oF (rim AIRPORT
OPERATORS’ COUNCIL INTERNATIONAL, ‘OCTOBER 14, 1966
‘Whereas, the Airport Operators Council Tuternational is deepiy'conc“em‘ed

about, and recoghizes that the Tederal certification and resulting use of jet

aircraft in interstate commerce has created @ serious national aireraft noise

problem, and ) . . S L i
Whereas, a solution to this problem has become most urgent with the expansion
of airline service with existing and new jet aircraft and the development O
potentially noisier aircraft of the future, including supersonic transports, and

‘Whereas, the aircraft noise problem cannot be solved at the local gqvernmentalv
level and properly is a subject of npational concern by virtue of the Federal statutes
defining airspace to be within the public domain and subject to the jurisdiction
of the Federal Government in behalf of all citizens of the United States, and

Whereas, a number of AOCI Members have adopted resolutions calling upon the
Federal Government through Congress and the President of the United States to
initiate steps towards the solution, and

Whereas, the President of the United States, in his message on Transporta-
tion delivered to the United States Congress on March 2, 1966, took coghizance
of the aircraft noige problem and the urgent need for its solution in the public
interest, and ordered the White House Office of Seience and Technology to
direct all interested Federal agencies in an action program to golve this prob-
jem—including the recommendation of all necessary legislative and administra-
tive actions, and

Whereas, the problem of aircraft noise has been recognized by the Congress,
.and numerous bills proposing solutions have been introduced : Now, therefore,

be it .
RESOLVED by the Members of the Airport Operators Council International,
in meeting assembled, That

1. Aircraft noise is a national problem affecting the national air transporta-
tion system and interstate commerce of the United States which must be
resolved at the national level;

2. Tt is imperative that the Congress and ‘the Federal Government of the
United States accept respongibility for the control and consequences of aireraft
noise because of the Congressional declaration that the airspace is in the public
domain, and enact legislation to (a) establish criteria_for levels of aircraft
noise aceceptable to persons on the ground, (b) assure thiat civil. transport air-
craft shall meet such standards as a condition to certification for airworthiness,
(¢) authorize establishment of such rules and regulations applicable to aircraft
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operations as may be necessary to conform to such criteria and (d). financially
assist municipalities  and other Dbublic bodies_;bperating airports in obtaining
adequate broperty interests for the acquisition and expansion of bublic airports
hecessary for resolving the national aircraft nioise problem : : s 3
8. With an effective solution of, the problem of aireraft noise within reach,
AOCI . pledges its assistance gnd. support to. .the achievement. of these ‘objec-
tives; and . : CHAL e G >
i'4, AOCT expresses:its appreeiation to‘the.President,of the United. States for
actions he already hag taken to attack the Droblem, and urgeg. and enlists his
Support .and that of the United Stateg Congress in the expeditious achievement.
of these objectives,

Borouer oF Woob-Ripgr,
. e - Bergen County, N.J., December 4, 1967.

Representative Harrey STaGeERs, :

hairman of House Interstate and Foreign Commerce C’ommitteq,,
House of Representatives Office Building, -Washington, D.¢. Ty :

DpaAr CONGRESSMAN STAGGERS : You will find here ‘g true copy of a resolution:
Passed by the Mayor and Council at the last regular eeting,

-'We respectfully request that you give its contents your generous consideration.

- Very:truly yours, . E ey

’ .ROBERT 1. STOESSER, Borough Olerk.
RESOLUTION No. 126 ;

Whereas, an’ Ad Hoe Committee known as the South Bergen Mayors’ Com-
mittee on Aircraft Problems has been formed by the Mayors of the Boroughs
of Carlstadt, ‘Wallington, Ruthforg, Hasbrouck Heights, ‘East Rutherford ang
Wood-Ridge,”and : : e
- . Whereas, the Mayors of Lyndhurst, Lodi, 'Moonachie,and North Arlington have
expressed an interest and A desire to Dbarticipate in the activities of the said
Committee,and . ; : . . » i

Whereas, the said Committee at g mmeeting held Friday, October 20, 1967 in
- the Carlstadt Borough Han reviewed the numerous complaints received by

various officials from South Bergen residents Drotesting low-flying Jet aircraft,
and o ! :

- Whereas, a review of these complaints revealed that numerous jet aircraft
have flown over South Bergen Communities in clear weather at altitudes the
- eomplaints: considered “low” and “dangerous”, and. Gie

hereas, several Mayors in attendance at the said meeting reported seeing
d 2 .

were making an approach to landing on Runway 22 at Newark Airport, and
. Whereas, in both .clear and inclement weather, complaints liave been made
concerning the excessive and disturbing noises caused by jet aircraft reported
. to be on an approximate course for Runway 22 at Newark Airport; Now there-
fore be it . : o _
Resolved by the Mayor and Councﬂ, of.the Borough of Wood-Ridg'e‘, That they
do herewith protest against the intrusion into the air space immediately above
the Borough of Wood-Ridge by jet aircraft flying at altitudeg 50 low as to cause
residents to be put in fear and apprehension and suffer from the intensive noiges

Resolved by the M, ayor and Oouncil of the Borough of Wood-Ridge to Jjoin with
the other communities of, Lyndhurst, Lodi, Moonachie, North Arlington, Carl-
stadt, Wallington, Rutherford, Hasbrouck Heights ang East Rutherford in re-
questing the Federa] Aviation Administration, the New York Port Authority. as
operators of the Newark Air Terminal, and the Aviation Development: Council, to

take immediate action to cause such low-flying’ aireraft to cease and desist from

they reach the instrument landing system outer. marker in their approach to
Runway 22 ait Newark Airport, and to take such fuxjthekr;cor‘reetive action with

port, removing insofar as practicable, these aircraft from the air space imme-
diately ‘above the communitieg involved anq moving said aircraft to the east

over the Hackensack River Valley; and it is further
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e Resolved by the Mayor. and Council of,the.Boz"ough of Wood-Ridge, That.a cOPY
“of this Resolution be forwarded to the office of the Secretary orfk'bl‘rapspottatipn
and request that the jet aircraft noise panel formed therein place the problem
of Newark Airport, its approaches, over South Bergen Communities upon its

priority list for investigation and action to alleviate the problem of low-flying
aircraft over these Communities, and the agttendant,glange_r and noise created by
them;anditisfurther R S L e L i

Resolwed by the Mayor and Coundil of the Borough of;Woo@-Ridge}, That a cOD¥
of this Resolution be forwarded to Congressman Henry Helstoski, Senators
Clifford P. Case and Harrison Wwilliams and Representative Harley Staggers,
Chairman of the House,lnterstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, and urging’
the passage of House of Representdti»ves Bill No: 3400 giving th Fedeml"Ayi'a-i
tion-Admﬁnis’hmtiiOu power o include in-mirre’mft;certiﬁe‘ :
.engine noise limﬂirb&tionsand‘speciﬁeaﬂ:ions;' T R

< Approved: . ‘ GpE e

| Attest:

ArRPORT OPERATORS COUNCIL TNTERNATIONA
R N “yWashington, D:Os Mar
Hon. SAMUEL N FRIEDEL, oo B P
Chairman, Subcommitiee O% Transportation and Aeranautics,,l‘nters,tate and
Foreign.vommerce Committee, L ouse of »Repre,sentatweus,,Washwgton, D.C.
DeAR MR. FrIepEL i We are submitting theenclosed comments on the ‘draft of
noise abatement Jegislation proposed by the Air Transport Assoeiation,and later
introduced by you'as H.R. 14146, to supplement our testimony of Novembér» 21. As
was sbated at the hearing; we nad no prior knowledge of the CATA draft bilk and
were unable to comment on its merits at that time“.cWe:a»ppreciad:e ‘thewppor:tunity'
to submit our comments for the record:” =777 : Vi :
The ATA’S pmposal,is completely unaccep‘r;able‘-to, the Members of the Air-
port Operators Couneil International. In egsence, it would destroy. the possi-
bility of effective gOvernment control over aircraft noise. Sl B
The premise of the ATA proposal is that it would empower the‘Administratoﬁv
of the FAA to set standards only for the 'm’e\asufemem of ‘aircraft mnoise and
gonic booms. It completely circumvents the ' intention of the Administraﬁoh
and eliminates the possihility of federal control over ajreraft noise during -
the m‘anufa‘cbure,and operation of aircnaft.:Addirtion&l details-are attached.
In our opinion, to achieve effective federal control over noise at its sourcey
it ig mecessary for: the D'epartzmen«t of ‘Tnanspormtion/Ffedéral Aviation Admiﬁis—
fcraﬁoh@haV'e‘authorityto: ot L e e :

a. Establi‘shaaifcnaft no&se’.measurement standards S Lt i L e
‘b. ‘Establish. criteria for determining acceptable ‘l'evels"ioﬁxairomft noise
c.- DeveloD,. apply and . enforce stvfmdardswf acceptable ‘moise’ levels to
present and future aircraft through type certificates, airworthiness certifi-
eatesandaperatingCertiﬁcates. = L RE S
The ATA bill will not do these things. The Administration pill will. We there-
fore again urge prompt passageof H.R.3400. O WA T
: Sincerely, it . ! e N v Tt ;
) 1. THos. BURNARD,
: . Baeoutive Vico President.
: e - AOQCI COMMENTS ox H.R. 14146 ;
. Section a of the ATA bill limits the “dministrat:ox"s authority ‘as follows
e 1. Provides gtandards only ‘;‘for“the:measurement‘ of aircraft noise and

sonie boom” ; s
. - 2. These measurement,standards would-be provided only if:the Administra-'

" tor finds such action ‘necessary and japprbpriabe to encourage progress in.
. aircraftnoise abatement” . .. i R Sedian «
.. ... 8. Aircraft type cerbiﬁcatés would be required to meet only noise “measure- :
 ment” standards. ... R e Ty T A
The noise measurement standards proposed by ATA are comparable to pro-
posing that a yardstick be developed to measure feet and.inches. There 18 nothing
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in their Proposal authdrizing. Or requiring the federal government to develop
criteria for acceptable levelg of noise; or for the application of such ecriterig
to present or future aircraft, : N : -

Section «p»

Section “¢» . o e B
"~ Thig section ‘completely removes from the autherity of the federal govern.
ment any power to mddify:a/h'worthineas certificates, S ! ‘
* Since “under the ATA Proposal: the type.cevtiﬂ'cat& (which ‘g issued to the
manufacturer) had no meaningfy] requirements init with réspect to noise, the
'A would then Preclude government control over the airworthiness certificate
Which the airline must have to prove that the aircrast has met all the safety
and noise stan, . :

be operateq in combliance wath any standards of acceptable noige levels

L. Prescribe and ameng standards for the measurement of aireraft nojse,
. Preseri Standards, Tules and regulations to Drovide for the control
and abatement of aicraft noise, ’ i s i
3. Apply such standards, rules and regulations to the issuance of all air-
~craft t’ypecevtiﬁcates, airworthinesg certificates ang airline operating cer-
tificates, ang T ORI : e i
4, Amend, modify, suspend OT revoke aircraft type certiﬂcatem airworthi-
ness certificates ang Operating certificates in order to insure the control and
abatement: of aircraft noise, = L B L ) .
—

NaTIoNarL AssocraTioy op Srate Aviarion OFFICIALS,

Washington, D.C., Novempe 14, 1967,
Hon, Harrpy O. Sracerrs, ) & e
Ohm‘rman, ‘O'ommittee, on Interstate gng Foreign, Ooﬁmnefrce, ;
House of Representatives, W(Lshing'tan, D.c. -
" DEAR MR, 'STAGGERS : The National Association of State Aviation Officials com-
mends you for scheduling hearings on H.R. 3400 and related biilsvefntad-ning to
aireraft noige abatement, AR RN i er

Enclosed for your information are several copieg “of a ‘resolution adopted
unanimously by NASAO members during the Association’s annual meeting on
September 28, 1967. The Tesolution urges enactment of legislation such as HR.
3400, which would authorize -ang direct the Secretary of Transportation to
regulate aireraft certification ang operation for noise abatement as well ag safety
purposes, :

During the hearings your Committee g urged ito give consideration to the
foll'owing: 3

(a) The aircraft, particularly the jet engine, creates the noise and the prob-
lem, anq therefore should be the DPrime target in any noise abatement program
Or regulatory action,

(b) Aircraft noise creates g very serious problem even in communities where
there ig bresently no airport. This oceuns when citizens who do not want to pe
Subjected to aireraft noise vote down, or by court or other action, Prevent the
development of 4 much needeqd ew airport, or the improvement, 'of one alreaidy
in existence. This iy particularly trye in the case of airports’ to accommodare
the genera] aviation type aircraft, in both smaj communities anq metropolitan

'(e) Apparently o priactical unit of noise measumement has been developed
or adopted which wiy Dermit accurate comparison of noise created by ¢ivil and
military jet Powered aireraft—smal general aviation iston 'ai.rferatt‘—and vari-
Ous types of surface noise. This is essential in order that citizens can pe intelli-
gently advised regarding the relative noise levels of various forms of transporta-
tion vehicles, ) . ' B . S
NASAO respectfully recommends ﬁavo:ra”ble’comrideraﬁon and an early report
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of H.R. 3400, or similar legislation, by the House Interstate and FPoreign Com-

merce Comvmittee,vamli enactment by the Congress. - = it : R

We would appreciate the enclosed resolution being incorporated in' the record

«of the hearings. i ; S R Jeaaat .
Respectfully, i e Lo

. A, B. MOMULLER,

‘ . Ewecutive: Viee President.

ATRCRAFT NOISE ABATEMENT, RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION

g OF STATE AVIATION OFFICIALS, SEPTEMBER 28, 1967 -

‘Whereas, The National Association of State Aviation Officials and its member
State Aeronautics Departments and Gommissions have a vital interest in the
prompt resolution of the aircraft noise problem;. - - s . -

Whereas, The _Association’s ‘mempbers, have -determined: that the noise ereated
by the operation. of some types .of aircraft is.-becoming an ever more serious
problem, and of proportions beyond the total sotution of loeal:and state governs
mental units, which: causes it to be properly one of national concern;

Whereas, In recognition of the need for aircraft noise abatement, the Presi-
dent of the United States, during ‘Mazch, 1966, directed ‘responsible Federal
Departments and agencies to— R s <

“study the development of noise standards and the compatible: uses: of land
near airports; . R T ; .
consult with local communities and. industry ; and :
recommflnd legislative or administrative actions needed to move ahead in this
area’”; an ) . e
Whereas, An orderly approach to :the problem noOw ):equir,e_s a prempt and
thorough evaluation of the efﬁegt,ot,aircraﬁt_nqise on persens and preperty, an
analysis of the means by which aircraft. noisg annoyance can: be reduced.  to.
acceptable levels, and the formulation and adeption of,a comprehensive integrated
program to expeditiously solve the problem in the interest of everyone concerned ;
Now, therefore, the National Association of State Aviation Officials,

(1) Urges prompt enactment of S. 707 and. H.R. 3400, as legiglative vehicles
needed to designate responsibility for, and to provide the Department of Trans-
portation specific. authority to regulate -the certification and operation: of air-
craft on the basis of noise as well as safety standards; ©

(2) Recommends to all Federal governmental agencies concerned. the immedi-
ate establishment, and official adoption of a realistic measurement standard for
aircraft noise in perceived noise decibels.or other accepted and practical unit of
measure ;

(3) For the. protection of property, and the health and comfort of persons on
the earth’s surface, urges the Qecretary of Transporta-ti(mww;egtabl&s*h"‘nﬁise‘ i
and sonic boom levels peyond which no aircrafit shall operabes;: and R T
(4) Further urges the Secretary of Transportation, after soliciting, receiving,
and evaluating the views and reco! imendations of other Federal agencies, State,
county, and municipal officials, and indastry organizations, to-adopt such stand-
ards, rules and regulations as will assure complianee with the maximum pre-
scribed and authorized noise and sonic boom levels;-and )

(5) Directs the ‘Association’s Executive Vice President to furnish copies of
+this resolution to Members of Congress, the President’s Qeience and Technolegy
Advisor, the Administrators of the Federal Aviation Administration and Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administration, the Secretary of Commerce, the
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development, and the Secretary of Transporta-
tion, and to inguire periodically as to any,aﬂimnative action or lack thereof on
this matter so as to keep the members of this Association informed concerning
the reactions of the recipients of this regsolution.

‘——‘ . H :
Cors Dywamrcs CORES, .

: i , : Elgq’/n,,ln.’, January 8, 1968.
‘Hon. CHARLOTTE T. REID, SRR S ‘
House of»Represenmti/ves‘, )

Washington, D.C. R . :

Dear Mgs. REID: Wwe feel the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee
should consider establishing the responsibility for aircraft noise monitoring in
some agency other than FAA. Our delay in writing you has been in part due to
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our taking the time to again monitor the control frequencies used by the FAA
in handling the O’Hare traffic. We did a considerable amount of .this prior to the
testimony we gaveubefore‘the*committe«e«sev,eral years ago. We find that while
they are Somewhat more considerate of beople on the ground by holding to higher:
altitudes angd allowing slightly higher ajircraft speeds, their Drimary responsi-
bility of handling trafic consumes their full time, We feel this is as it should be.
This is their Job and they are doing it well. : i ‘
To ask them to compromise the job they are doing to consider evaluation of
Dresent: practices from g hoise abatement point of view is really asking them to.
serve two conflicting purposes. At’the time we testified before the committee, we
were told to pass ordinances at the;, local level to control noise, The Drincipal of

legislation, and vest this power in an appointed agency with no ‘direct responsi-:
bility to the people, - ) ) e N oy
There is g further responsibility that ‘the Congress should ‘consider in this:

: matter, The cities' of Park ‘Ridge and Hempstead spent considerable time and’

money in establishing a reasonable comproimise between what people could stand
and what aircraft could accomplish in the matter of actual Db noise Tevels, These
noise levels ‘were actually too high for people on the ground to live with com-
fortably. They were established based on the'noise lévels of first generation jet-
aircraft. Present aireraft could operate reasonably at even lower levels than
those established. We feel that Gongr_‘e‘ss"should‘esmblish the rights of cities to .
- control both ‘noise and partially burned bydrocarbon pollutants with limits es-
tablished at reasonable and attainablelevels, e e -
- o Verytraly yours, Lot

' Jaums D.Coum, President.

Hon. Frep B. Roonry, s
House of R‘epresenﬁat%o&;‘ G gl
Washington, p.0. " | R el o
'- DEAR MR. Roonmy: A few ‘nights 480, about 3 :30 a.m., my wife and I awoke
to what sounded like an explosion, We checked our children’s room immediately
to see if all was in order there. T than ‘checked out the rest’ of our home, with
Special emphasis on the furnace and gas ' hot water. Bverything appeared in order
and. <o we tried to go 'to sleep, stillnotknoﬁwing‘the cause of the “explosion”.
Only the next day did ‘we learn that ‘many others had beern similarly awakened'
and that the cause was not ‘within our home, It was the resultiof the shock wave

" ‘Boraremew, Pa,; January 16, 1965,

set up by a supersonic overflight (apparently by a military plane),

I feel that this incident ig an example of what may be g comnion occurrence

for us if the stpersonic’ transport (SST) 1s built and allowed 'to fly over our
area. I find the idea of such a future very disturbing, 1 realize most of our past
advances in civilization, including vtran‘s‘portati*on; ‘have had to ‘comie at some
expense to the population, or at least some portion of the population. While it
undoubtedly may be argued that the population will get used to sonic booms and
that this is a worthwhile price to pay for the SST, 1 certainly feel differently at
this time and win continue to do so unti] convineing evidence of . the elimination
of the sonic boom is bresented. I cannot imagine that the saving 'of a‘.ﬁt;tle‘ﬂight‘
time and the possible slight reduction in cost of tra'nSporting{goods. is at alr
fommensurate with _the._psycuological,,phxsiomgical»)and',.n?:aterial damage to the
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general population. fThiégsaving,' in fact, may well be ‘il]eusimary,wjust as the
saving we have gained from massive truck, bus, andtautomobile, transportation
is now beginning to be eroded by the yast sums we must spend pow and in the
future to combat the effects on: oul health due to air pollution and ‘to control
future contributionsw-this pollution. y e : GG e

There is another aspect of this overflight which- 1 find disturbing. That i
the a’pparent disregard of the military for the civilian population;~ It may be
argued,fand rightfully g0 in’ some cases, that these annoyances are a small
price to pay for the proper defense of our country. On the other hand, there
appears to be little .consideration of‘whetherl orwn‘otntheseacts are in actuality
necessary for the defense. ALY J

This same 1ack of concern n the part of aviation, parti ularly miltary, comes
up oceasionally in another more distressing form, For' it involves the actual
loss of civilian lives. I am referring to the ‘abandonm’ent‘of disabled aireraft
by the pilot and crew. These abandoned aireraft occasi(inally make ‘peadlines,
as when they crash into homes OF schools. 1t geems to me that the general popu-
lation ghould have the right to ‘expect the pilot of 2 plane in trouble to make
every possible effort to avoid ‘¢rashing'in populated areas, even if it means riding'
the plane to earth and sgerificing hig’ own life. The people'of this country give

ilots the right to fly over their nomes and jands’ and thig'is at some ' CO§
to their own comfort and convenience,f'a’s ‘anyone who lives near an airport may
testify. The people thuas certainly. Tnave the right right to’ demand the utmost
regard for their rights on thepart of those who are granted this privilege. b

There are three major points 1 bave tried to make in this letter: First, I find the
prospect of supersonic transport overflights ,distressing and 1 fear the conse-
quences to the ‘general population. 1 furthermore question the overall Jdesirability

of such a program at the present state of the art of controlling gonic Hooms:

Allocation of this money to other'program‘s, guch as a program to reduce poverty,
to revitalize our cities and towns, and to reduce air and water pollution, might
make more sense. ; B
Second, I foel the military ought to be made’ more directly responsible for
their actions against the genefral population. There should’be'procedﬂres whereby
the military may be called upon to justify their actions. They should be accounta-
ble, in’ the case of this supersonic overflighty to a civilian wnd shounld have to
justify perpetrating this annoyance on the basis of defense need. From the news-
paper accounts, the military presently do not have to justify their actions at all,
althougha ‘civilian performing the same actis aécountablé.' SR o

;Thirdly, T feel it i8 only right.that.one of the responsibilities_;of those gaining
the privilege of flying 18 to. pr’o‘tect the populaton as fully as possible. 1 feel
the 1aw should set severe ‘penalties for those who do not. carry .out these respon-
sibilities. T further feel that these 'res’ponsibniﬂes‘are as rightfolly assigned to
military pilotsas to civilian pilots, and the 1ay should 0 read. ‘ s

1 would be very much k"nteres.‘ted‘ in ,1earnirig‘ your feelings on these matters
and in learning what i8 being considered by Congress pertaining. to these
questions. e ; R TS
very truly yours, . : / i ;
) o gaeLpEN H. RADIN.
j CoMMUNITY PLANS, INC., *
(i L RN ‘ Los Angeles, Calif.; March 8, 1968.
Hon. JouN D. DINGELL,; o ‘ b ¢
House of Remesentw@ives, ! ‘. : v
Rayburn ‘House Office Building, ,
Wausngttm,I).C.Z CER AR (S e gk 1y : :
Dpar Si: I am takin'gfthis dppbrtunity, ‘on ‘benalf of Comminity Plans, Inc.,
Westchester-Playa ael Rey, to ‘express to you. our ,_c(mce_rnsl'abdut aircraft-
generated noise and ‘fo' comment on pending fedéral noise jegislation. ‘
The problem of _aircraft—generated noige is reaching eritical propo«“tiOns at Los:
Angeles Intemational‘;&ifpomt as it is in most areas tnroughout the country where:
major airpdrtsai"e qocated. Passage of federal jegislation is a vital first step to-
ward the resolution of this very serious problem. b
Your bill R, 13919 incorporates items we feel are jmportant in dealing with

the overall px:oﬁl'em of ‘aircraft noise abatement. We support your efforts to ob-

_____-_



I am enclosing informatioy about Qommunity Plang, Inc., our nojge resolution,
the Los Angeleg City Qouncil’s resolution suppo:rting federal legislation, and an

ess our Support for ‘noise legislation and we woulq ap-
Dreciate any Suggestions yoy might haye on ways we might furthep Support thig

CARL B, NIELSEN, ‘Presiﬁlent.

-RESoLuTION ApopTED JANUARY 25,-1968, BY THE BoaRD op Dmmo'rons,, C‘OMMUNITY
‘ Prans, Inc, Log ANGELES, Carm, .

Federa] Doise legislation introduceq in‘“t:he 90th COngifess but not yet enacted
giveg recognition tg the serioug impact: aircraft-generated noise hag upon milliong
of persong who live in,(':lqs,e; DProximity to airports, The areg Surrounding T,og

Gommu.nity Plans, Ine,, Westchester—Playa del Rey recognizes the need for
federa) legislation to control aircraft-genemtedrnoise. By resolution of the Board
-of Directorg on 25 January 1968, Communi.ty Plang, Ine,, recommendy that the
following items pe includeq jn federal nojge control legigla tion : . .

Department of Transportation have overall responsibility for adminis‘tration
-of noise brogramsg, \

Standards fop measurement, of aireraft npige be established, S

Standardg for the correlation of aircraft noise with human discomfort be es-
‘tablisheq. . Ry

ide funds for Soundproofing bublic structnres that are adversely affected
by aircraft noise, k : . s
Provide funds for the acquisition of land Surrounding an airport where noige
levels exceed establisheq standardg, : : :

Whereas, HR. 3400 and 8. 707 authorizeg federal rules ang standardg to
regulate aircraft hoise abatement ; Now, therefore, e j+
Resolveq, That the City Couneil urge the Chairman of the House Interstate
Aand Foreign Commerce Committee to Schedule thig Subject for early hearing;
and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council urge the adoption of H.R. 3400, S. 707 or
similar legislation that wil provide an early solution to thig broblem angqg that
‘the City Clerk witp the assistance of the Chief Legislative Analyst provide
David I, Wallerstein, the City’s Legislative Representative in Washington, with
Sufficient copies of thig action for distribution to appropriate persons,
Presented by:
L B TIMBERLAKE,
Oouncilman, 6th Districy,
Secondeq by :
Jorn FERRARO,
Oouncz‘lman, 4th District.
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[From the Lios Angeles Times, Feb. 12, 19681

FEDERAL JET NoisE CONTROL NEEDED

The only things jouder than the roar of jet aircraft are the screams of property
owners and airport operators calling for quieter engines and noise controls.

Qo far their pleas have fallen on deaf ears.

The Airport Operators Council Intl, which represents an estimated 86% of
the domestic airline business, has broken a nine-year association with the in-
dustrywide National Aircraft Noise Abatement Council. They charge that air-
lines and aircraft manufacturers are not effectively geeking solutions to the
problem, which, operators insist, requires immediate federal standards and
controls.

We agree it is now time for such action.

Congress recognizes the national nature of the problem and is considering the
creation of maximum noise levels to be federally enforced. Research by the
government and private aireraft manufacturers is also under way to develop
quieter engines. :

In the meantime harassed homeowners, such as those around the Los Angeles
International Airport, are waging anti-noise campaigns and filing lawsuits
against airports and officials who do not have the power to effectively act to
control noise.

The problem is not a local one. This area of “poise pollution” ranks with the
air and water pollution problems now plaguing metropolitan areas across the
country.

It is conceded that there will always be aircraft noise. The challenge is to
reduceit toa livable level. .

There are geveral ways to approach the problem, These include noise sup-
pression devices on today’s engines, quieter new engines, revised flying opera-
tions and restricted land use and condemnation. Cost, safety and engineering
problems are involved inall of them.

In the next 10 years more than 1,000 new aircraft, including jumbo jets,
will be needed to meet the mounting passenger and air cargo demands. That
adds up toa lot of noise.

Standards to control the noise are needed now. To pe effective they must be
nationwide, realistic and give the airlines and manufacturers sufficient time
to meet the new rules. Research must also be stepped up on the quieter new
engines.

As technology improves, regulations may be modified and stricter standards
adopted. But the first step must be taken now to curtail the environmental
pollution that now plagues our airports—and the crowded communities around

them.
(Whereupon, at 11:05 am.,, the subcommittee adjourned.)
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