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The Committes recormends thai:

L.

L

7.

16,

the noise exposure forecast system of the United States of America
Federal Aviation Agency be adopted by Australia but used as 2
guide to noise exposure only. Cautious restraint is necessary when
town planning authorities apply the accompanying land use cate-
gories to Australian conditions. {4.4.43

the wearing of protective equipment by workers exposed to aircraft
noise on farmac and maintenance areas be rigidly enforced where
necessary. [6.2.3]

the building of hospitals and rest homes beneath flight paths be
avoided and that sound proofing should be installed in such
buildings in adjacent areas. 16.5.1]

architects and builders concerned with the design and construction
of buildings pear airports utilise available noise reduction
techniques. [6.3.3]

the Department of Air and the Department of Civil Aviation
institute an extensive investigation of complaints into the effects of
overflying aircraft on structures so as to establish the cause of
damage. [6.4.2]

education authorities pay greater regard to the interference caused
to class room instruction when planning buildings in noise sensitive
areas. [6.5.2}

airline operators investigate the feasibility of minimising dis-
turbance of church services by a re-arrangement of flight schedules
on Sunday. I6.5.31

there is a need for a social survey in Ausiralia to obtain factual
data on the magnitude of unrest and disturbance atiributable to
aircralt noise. It is recommended that this should be conducted
in the areas surrounding Sydney Afrport as being the area of
greatest exposure. [6.6]

the Department of Air and the Department of Civil Aviation intro-
duce a standard method of recording complaint information as
outlined in the text. [7.3.2}

the Department of Civil Aviation and, where appropriate, the
Department of Air pay continuing attention to the administrative
arrangements as set out in the fext, [7.3.3]
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15.

16.

1.

18.

19.

20.

21,

22.

23.

at Sydney during the hours of curfew (11.00 p.m. to 6.00 a.m.}
movemenis be confined to operations over Botany Bay except in
cases of emergency. [8.2.2]

criteria authorising jet movements in curfew hours be applied more
stringently to ensure the preservation of the original intention of
the regulation. {8.2.2}

the Department of Civil Aviation thoroughly examine Hight
patterns within a 5 mile radius of airports in order to avoid resi-
dential districts by directing aircraft over water, open spaces o
industrial areas, whenever possible. [8.2.2]1

the Air Co-ordinating Committee examine the feasibility of re-
allocating air space to facilitate the re-routing of flight paths to
minimise noise over residential areas. [8.2.21

pilots of heavy aircraft on visual landing approaches be required
to conform to a glide slope no less than the T-VASIS for the
particular runway. [8.2.3]

as a noisc abatement measure the glide slope at Australian air-
ports should be standardised at 3.0° wherever possible. [8.2.3]

there is a need for research into—
(a) the effect of meteorological conditions on the propagation of

sound near major airports. 14.5.24
(b) the potential physiological effects of typical exposure to air-
craft noise. [6.2]
(c) the effect of aircraft noise on sleep and rest. [6.2.1]7
(d} whether exposure to aircraft noise is a major factor in reducing
work efficiency. 16.3.2}

for the evaluation of community exposure to aircraft noise the
concept of EPNL seems most appropriate, [5.21

monitoring of aircraft noise should be introduced in Australia
with Sydney Airport as first priority. [5.4}

the responsibility for operating monitoring installations must rest
with the Department of Civil Aviation. [(5.4]

consideration be given to a variable airport charge related to the
noise level performance of each aircraft, the specific time of
operation and individual runways at each airport separately. (5.41

Australia should be represented on the ICAQ body being estab-
lished to formulate future developments in aircraft noise
certification, [8.21

the Department of Civil Aviation should press for the reduction
of aircraft noise certification limits and pursue a relentiess course
of imposing restrictions on any airline whose aircraft repeatediy
exceed acceptable noise standards. [9.2]
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25,

26.

27.

28.

29.

an appropriate land use policy is the most likely prospect for
reducing noise muisance. (110.2

each planning authority in Australia will need to develop its own
fand use classification. (10,21

land use zoning should have the statutery basis of State Govern-
ment enactment and not be subject to unco-ordinated change by
local authorities. [10.23

t.ocal Government Councils in airport neighbourhoods shounld issus
warnings to persons seceking permission to build and include suit-
able noise insulation techniques in building codes. [10.3]

proceadings of Airport Noise Abatement Committees should not
be on a confidential basis, and the Committees should remain
relatively small in composition. On matters concerning airport
development the Committees can serve in a useful consultative
capacity. [16.4]

accurate and regular records of monitoring, where carried oui,
should be supplied to the relevant Airport Noise Abatement Com-
mittees for information and comment, [10.41
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In the latter part of 1969 the then Commitiee, realising the impending
dissolution of the 26th Parliament, resolved to present an Interim
Report outlining its activities and place before Parliament preliminary
conclusions ot some problems of aircraft noise. That Committee also
recommended the appointment of a new Comumitiee to complete the
Inquiry.

The present Committee, appointed by the 27th Parliament, had
sufficient evidence to make suitable recommendations on certain aspects
of its Inquiry. It was therefore considered desirable to present a second
Interim Report recommending various measures for implementation
as soon as possible.

The Committee now reports finally having considered those areas of
the Inquiry not completed when presenting the June 1970 Iaterim
Report, Matter contained in the June 1970 Interim Report has been
incorporated in this Final Report though somewhat re-arranged and,
in minor respects, updated.

In this Report the Committee deals with the following areas of the
Inquiry:
Section 4 defines noise, identifies the sources of aircraft noise, its
critical aspects and its propagation.

Section 5 refers to aircraft noise measurement for various purposes.

Section 6 the effects of noise on persons, property, institutions and
community amenity.

Section 7 reactions to aircraft noise, setting out the manner in which
reactions are expressed and administrative arrangements for recording
complainis and effecting attention to them.

Section 8 procedures designed to lessen aircraft noise. A resume of
regulations and procedures is followed by consideration of their effective-
ness and of the effect of glide slopes on exposure to noise.

Section 9 techmological programmes to lessen aircraft noise including
quiet engine programmes and engine retrofit.

Section 10 land use, building and public relations programmes in use
and considered for the future.

Section 11 constitutional rights and responsibilities of Commonwealth,
State and Local Governments and instrumentalities.



2.1 General

3.2 The
Committee

Complaints about the nuisance inflicted on communities by the intrusion
of aircraft noise date from 1957. The problem has intensified follow-
ing the rapid growth in the number of aircraft movements combined
with the change over 1o jet engined aircraft.

On 26 November 1968 the then Minister for Civil Aviation (Hon.
R. W, C. Swartz, m.P.) moved for the appointment of a Select Com-
mittee on Aircraft Noise, the motion being agreed to unanimously
by the House.

The Committee ceased to exist on 29 September 1969 with the
dissolution of the 26th Parliament on that day. It was reconstituted
with some change of personnel on the first day of the 27th Parliament,
ceased to exist again when the 1st Session of the 27th Parliament was
prorogued on 23 February 1970, and was reconstituted on 11 March
1970.

On 1 May 1969 the procedural sections of the resolution of appeint-
ment were altered slightly fo insert a provision for the appointment
from time to time of a Deputy Chairman. Apart from this change
the original resolution of appointment has remained unaltered.

The resolution of appointment required the Committee to inquire
into and report on:

(a) the definition of the major forms of noise associated with air-
craft which cause complaint;

(b) problems which emerge from the incidence of the various forms
of aircraft noise;

{c) the effects of aircraft noise on persons, property, institutions and
communities;

(d) the sources of and extent of complaint arising from aircraft
noise;

(e) the units used for the measurement of aircraft noise and any
special factors peculiar to Australia which should be considered
in the application of acceptable levels of noise for varicus
sections of the community, having regard to the international
consideration of these matters:

{f) administrative procedures and regulations in the course of opera-
tion, designed to lessen aircraft noise, and their effectiveness
for that purpose;

(g) administrative procedures and regulations required to be formu-
lated and initiated to lessen aircraft noise nuisance now and 1
the future;



3.3 'Meeﬁngs of
the Committes

3.4 Hesearch
iVigterial

3.5 Inspections

(h) technological developments and programmes in course of opera-
tion to lessen aircraft noise and their effectiveness for this
purpose;

(i) technological developments and programmes required to be
formulated and initiated to motivate and expedite further pro-
gress in lessenming aircraft noise having regard to overseas
activities including those of the International Civil Aviation
Organisation and simiiar bodies; and

(j) the constitutional powers of the Commonwealth, State and I.ocal
Governments to legislate for the adequate control of aircraft
noise and the necessity for legislation for this purpose, having
regard to the fact that aerodromes may be owned or operated
by the Commonwealth, State and Local Governments as well
as private persons and organisations.

The Committee has taken evidence in all States, the Northern Territory
and the Territory of Papua and New Guinea. It met on 92 occasions
comprising 42 Public Hearings, 4 in camera hearings and 46 delibera-
tive sessions. There are 4,444 pages of trapscript of evidence. The
Committee took evidence from 209 witnesses [Appendix N] and
received 118 submissions.

The Committee found it necessary to supplement evidence from wit-
nesses with information gathered from a wide variety of sources. This
‘briefing material’ consisted of more than 250 items. Much of this
material will be of great value to others who, in the future, may be
concerned with investigating the problem of noise generally and aircraft
noise specifically. Therefore, the Committee has arranged for this
material, which is listed at Appendix A, to be available in the Com-
monwealth Parliamentary Library.

The Committee has carried out thirty-three inspections of Regular
Public Transport (R P T) airports, and twenty-five inspections of mib-
tary and/or light aircraft airports. These included observations of the
recording of noise levels, inspections of Control Towers and Arza
Approach Contro! Centres where first hand knowledge of the appli-
cation of noise abatement procedures was gained.

On many of the inspections, especially of the major airports, the
Comimittee gained additional insight into the effects of aircraft noise
on the community by observations and discussion near the particular
airport being inspected while aircraft operations were in progress over-
head, This, together with airborne inspections of several of the worst
affected airports and their environs brought inte sharp focus the very
real nuisance inflicted on a significant number of Australian citizens.

In early October a regular B747 (the ‘Jumbo Jet’) service was
inaugurated in Australia at Sydney (Kingsford-8mith) Airport. (Here-
after referred to as Sydney Airport). The Committee, mindful of com-
munity fears that this new aircraft might emit an intolerable level of



3.6 Evidence

3.7 Aims of the
Committee

noise, arranged [or noise measurements of the arrival and departurce
of the B747 as well as other aircraft types.

A procedure has been instituted whereby evidence taken at public hear-
ings of a Committee of the House of Representatives may be published.
The large volume of evidence taken at this Inquiry preciudes the printing
of evidence and arrangements have been made for the transcript to be
held at Parliament House for inspection by those with a genuine need.
To facilitate this procedure an index of this evidence is published at
Appendix B of this report. Following inspection, relevant portions of
this transcript may be released on written request.

To facilitate consideration of the problem the Committee, whilst allud-
ing to particular places in order to exemplify a matter, wishes to make
general recommendations about the incidence, effect and alleviation of
exposure to aircraft noise which should be applicable throughout Aus-
tralia and the Territory of Papua and New Guinea,

As extensive work is likely to be carried out in future on the appli-
cation of noise reduction to aircraft engine design, the Committee has
not scught to extend the scope of its inquiry into these technical aspects
beyond 1980. Nevertheless, the Committee has accepted, as one of its
aims, a responsibility to make such recommendations as are necessary
for the long term 1f the community is to avoid harmful effects of
exposure to aircraft noise,



4.1 Definition nf
noise

4.2 Sources of
alrcraft nolse

Moise is defined as unwanted sound. Sound, for the purposes of this
report, may be regarded as the minute fluctuations m ambient air
pressure which can be sensed by the human ear and becomes noise
only when a person finds it to be undesirable. Individual attitades
towards anmoyance vary greatly and what is sound to ome may be
noise to another.

Such judgments vary for each individual from time to time depend-
ing on the inter-relationship of many factors, and become significant
only when a large number of people are in agreement. This condition
applies to communities in the vicinity of airports where most people
regard the sound from aircraft as noise.

Noise generated by aircraft has special features related to the direc-
tional characteristics of the sound from each source and the way in
which the source moves.

While for airport workers aircraft noise may be regarded as just
another form of intermittent industrial noise, for communities living
beneath aircraft flight paths, the noise is quite different from that
emanating from other sources, because of its intensity, tonal charac-
teristics, frequency of repetition, lack of warning and the implications
of danger involved, and all these contribute to its nuisance value.

Aircraft noise is of a complex nature consisting of a mixture of two
or more of the following:

{a) Broad-band noise which is sound energy spread over a wide
range of frequencies.

(b) Narrow-band noise which is sound energy restricted in fre-
quency range. _

(¢) Tonal noise consisting of energy restricted to a single frequency
or separate frequencies some of which may be harmonically
related,

The sources of aircraft noise are associated with particular features
of aircraft propulsion systems such as jet exhausts, propellers, fans,
compressors, turbines and to a lesser extent gearboxes, generators and
other auxiliary equipment.

There are many sources of noise within aircraft engines. The strength
and directional characteristics of each source depend on the basic engine
design and acoustical treatment incorporated within the engine or its
nacelle. As each source is recognised, research and development con-
centrates on design changes to minimise it.

‘The noise characteristics are therefore undergoing progressive altera-
tion but some generalisation is possible for engines used now and in
the near future.



4.2.1, AIRCRAFT HENGINE TYPES

The main types of engine are turbo-jet, turbo-fan, turbo-prop and
reciprocating (piston). The first three types have a gas-generator section
which sucks in air, compresses it for combustion, and then extracts
mechanical energy from the expanding gases by means of the thrust of
its jet efflux. Turbo-fan engines apply most of their power by means
of the fan. The ratio between the fan and jet (bi-pass ratio) describes
the main characteristic of these engines. Turbo-prop engines apply the

major proportion of their power by means of the propeller.

Below is a schematic diagram showing the main features of these

engines.
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Reciprecating engines which use the basic internal combustion cycie
represent a declining source of noise. By far the most complaints arise
from aircraft using jet type engines.

The mechanisms responsible for the generation of aircraft noise are
calt with in the following sections not necessarily in order of
importance.

4.2.2. JeT NOsE is applied by many people to gll forms of noise from
turbo-jet and turbo-fan engined aircraft, but specifically it is the noise
caused when a high-speed stream of gas is discharged into the
atmosphere.

The acoustic power generated by the jet varies as a multiple of the
relative velocity between the jet and the surrounding air. The multiple
depends on many factors and in practice ranges from the cube to the
eighth power of jet velocity.

Stlencers may be used effectively to lower the relative velocity
between the gas-generator stream and the surrounding air, or for
inducing rapid mixing of the streams, or both, but are accompanied by
a loss of available power. The turbo-fan engine provides a second
stream of low velocity air surrounding the high velocity exhaust of the
gas-generator to obtain substantial noise reduction.

4.2.3. On present engines COMPRESSOR and FAN NOISE dominates dur-
ing landing approach but on later engines using high bi-pass ratios, fan
noise dominates for all aspects of flight inciuding take-off. Compressors
and fans produce tonal noise by interaction between rotor blades and
guide vanes. At blade tip speeds which exceed the speed of sound,
further noise is produced by the combination of pressure pulses caused
by each blade. The modifications made to reduce these sources are
an increase in the spacing between blades and guide vanes, the elimina-
tion of inlet guide vanes and the selective fitting of sound absorhent
linings.

4.2 4. TURBINE NOISE. Since the turbines are within the exhaust nozzlz
they radiate noise from the rear of the engine but this noise is usually
masked by jet or fan noise. On engines featuring low fan and jet noise,
turbine noise could become significant but may be minimised by
acoustical treatment of the exhaust duct.

4.2.5. COMBUSTION NOISE originating {rom the periodic expulsion of
exhaust gases is a major contributor to the noise from reciprocating
engines but is a declining problem for communities living near airports.

4.2.6. PROPELLER NOISE is of little significance near major airports
but will be a factor for some years in more remote arcas and for night
freight movements, The most important noise from propellers consists
of tones generated by the pressure field which surrounds cach propeller
blade as it moves through the air on the rotating hub. The sound power
generated by a propeller rises rapidly as the blade tip speed increases.



4.3 Flyover noise

4.4 Critical
Charactaristics
of Aircraft Noise

As well, the dominant frequency generated by the passing blades also
rises, so that major improvements can be made in the perceived noise
level of propellers by reducing propeller tip speed.
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Relative contribution to effective perceived noise
level for comiemporary 4 turbo-fan engined aircraft

The above diagram illustrates, in very simple terms, the major sources
of engine noise produced by aircraft using present day turbo-fan engines
and their relative contributions to the overall noise for take-off and
landing.

As an aircraft passes overhead the sound heard by an observer varies
both in level and frequency content. The contribution of the sources
identified above can be estimated and the significance of each for a
particular aircraft operation can be assessed. The diagrams on page 12
demonstrate the various elements in flyover noise generated by a Boeing
707 of the type currently in operation engaged in two mManoeuvres,

(a) Take-off

(b) Approach

Aircraft noise is significant because communities react adversely to it

and also because of possible hearing impairment to airport workers.
These effects are caused by combinations of the following critical

characteristics:

4.4.1. NOISE LEVEL

All investigations relating noise exposure to either hearing mmpairment

or annoyance indicate that noise intensity is a critical factor. Though

I
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people are unable to detect small variations in intensity, reductions
of even a few decibels should be pursued to lessen the cumulative effect
of successive exposures to aircraft noise.

4,42, PREQUENCY SPECTRUM

This term refers to the way in which noise energy is distributed over
the audible range of frequencies.

The manner of distribution is very important since there are wide
variations in the tolerable levels for different portions of the spectrum
and in the toleration of spectrum irregularities such as tones.

The most accurate available system for rating ‘noisiness’ of aircraft
and for indicating comumunity response to aircraft noise is the Effective
Perceived Noise Level (EpNL) system. This system, adopted at the
December 1969 meeting of the International Civil Aviation Organisa-
tion (1cA0), uses very complex methods for determining the fre-
quency spectrum characteristics.

For hearing conservation however simple methods are adequate fo
allow for these variations.

4.4.3, DURATION

The length of time during which people are exposed to aircraft noise
contributes to the effect on them. Annovance depends on the time over
which the noise disturbs activities or is noticcable and the EPNL
system has a method of correcting for duration. For hearing conserva-
tion simpler methods (described later in 5.3) suffice.

4.4.4, REPETITION

There is no doubt that the number of aircraft flyovers of any particular
area in a given period is a significant factor in determining the com-
plaints arising from aircraft noise. Communities are particularly sensi-
tive to this factor and all proposals for calculating the total effect of
aircraft noise include a means of summing the noise events which
occur as a result of a succession of aircraft fiyovers.

The Committee considers that abatement measures in the areas
-around present airports must proceed with urgency. It therefore recom-
mends that Australia adopt the Noise Exposure Forecast {(NEF) system
of the Federal Aviation Agency of U s A as a means of noise forecasting
conly. However, the Committee urges cautious restraint in local appli-
_cation by planning authorities of land use zoning categories employed
- overseas pending a critical examination of the requirements in Australia,

4.4.5, TIME OF DAY

The existence of ‘curfews’ at some Australian airports is an indication
that the community is sensitive to noise produced by aircraft at night.
"This applies not oanly to the noise from aircraft flying operations but
“also to the ground running of engines for maintenance at night or in
: the early hours of the morning.

13



4.5 Prepagation
of Aircraft Noise
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Restrictions aimed at alleviating community exposure handicap the
airlines and are a measure of the importance people place on the time
of day factor.

The position has been met in some countries by setting limits for
both permissible noise levels and numbers of operations differing
between day and night. As well, formulae are used for calculating
tetal noise exposure using different weightings for operations which
are often divided into three periods; day, evening and night.

Planning in Awustralia could proceed using the weightings developed
overseas for daytime and evening operation. Owing to the differences in
climatic conditions the Commiftee does not see any reason to adopt
seasonal weightings used overseas.

The propagation of aircraft noise is determined by three factors:
{a) the directivity of the noise source, determined in this case by
the type of engine used, and
{b) the attenuating and refracting properties of the atmosphere and
ground, and

(c) the presence of structures which change the flow of sound from
source to receiver.

Each of these factors is of importance in assessing the noise exposure
of people both from aircraft in flight and when operating on the ground.

4.5 1. DIRECTIONAL CHARACTERISTICS

The directional characteristics of aircraft engine noise alter according
to the power seftings and operational meodes. It is not possible to
generalise but a series of sketches is included in Appendix C to
Hlustrate in a qualitative way the rtelative importance and directional
characteristics of various noise sources associated with general types
of aircraft engines. A sketch showing the directional characteristics of
sound from an aircralt engine when operating on the ground is also
included as Appendix .

These diagrams indicate that it would be very misleading to con-
sider hearing conservation programmes for workers or the application
of noise control procedures without also considering the directional
characteristics of the source.

4.5.2. METEOQROLGGICAL EFFECTS

The meteorological conditions which have most effect on the propaga-
tion of aircraft noise are wind and temperature gradients. Evidence
placed before the committee of the typical conditions which apply
when aircraft cause most annoyance, and reference to the locations
from which complaints arise, lead to the conclusion that these condi-
tions, when combined with effects of terrain surrounding major Aus-
tralian airports, are significant In causing anpovance, particularly
when aircraft are operating on or close to the ground.



Diagrams are included in Appendix E to illustrate in a qualitative
way the manner in which wind gradients and temperature gradients
affect the spread of sound.

Considerable research is needed to obtain a quantitative evaluation
of these effects, but is justified as it would indicate to planning authori-
ties the areas likely to be critical for aircraft noise exposure, particularty
at night, and enable them to avoid the mistakes of the past by proper
zoning of land use.

4.5.3, SHIELDING EFFECTS

Large buildings and earth banks are sometimes used to change the
directivity pattern of noise from aircraft on the ground, so as to shield
a noise sensitive area and direct the sound in some less critical
direction.

The effectiveness of such treatment is doubtful and evidence given
to the Committee with reference to the height of engines above ground
level for future aircraft types shows that such devices would need to
be of most substantial dimensions o achieve a worthwhile result.

It would seem therefore that these are not cost effective structures
and should be used only if they are available for some reason other
than noise control.

15
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Adreraft noise is of widespread coocern to the community and is so
little understood that its characteristics must be carefully evalued to
relate noise exposure to the possible effects on people.

Evaluation of noise covers the complete process of measurement,
analysis and assessment. The purpose for which the noise is to be
evalued, 1e. prediction of community annoyance or damage to hear-
ing, determines the type of equipment together with the criteria for
assessment of effects.

Generally, aircraft noise measurements are undertaken to arrive at
numerical ratings for the possible effect on persons and communities.
There are two approaches to the derivation of such ratings, the first
involving highly complex equipment while the second uses quite simple
instruments and assessment methods. Both approaches have their place,
the complex approach is needed for research, while the simple systems
are adequate for the majority of other purposes.

The Committee understands that there are widely different individual
susceptibilities to hearing damage and in reaction to each kind of
noise. The results of measurements can therefore only be applied to
people on a statistical basis. Reasonable criteria set up to predict
reaction cannot ensure absolute freedom from complaint, nor can the
establishment of hearing conservation criteria guarantee complete
freedom from hearing damage to the more highly susceptible airport
workers.

In each case there is an element of risk involved which is similar
to that which the community as a whole accepts for all forms of daily
life. For hearing conservation the risk may be virtually eliminated if
the Commiitee’s recommendation for the use of ear protection is
strictly observed but for annoyance there is no simple solution and
uitimately the community must strike the balance between the economic
and environmental factors involved.

The characteristics of a noise measuring system should simulate, as
closely as possible, the known responses of people to noise.

The use of very complex systems is not warranted for relatively
simple tasks but research should continue on the effects of aircraft
noise on people, ultimately to derive simplified systems which can be
used for the benefit of communities living in the neighbourhood of
airports.

Included in Appendix F is some of the technical evidence concerning
units and standards used in this field.



B 2 Effective
Perceived Moise
Level (EPNL)

Of the various systems available for the evaluation of community
exposure to aireraft noise the concept of effective perceived noise level
(EPNL) seems most appropriate.

Although this system is not ideal, is subject to change and requires
complex equipment for ifs accurate evaluation, it is the best available
and capable of being approximated from simple measurement systems.

With its history of including new factors as they are found to be
important, e.g. tonal corrections after the introduction of turbo-fan
engined aircraft, and time corrections to allow for the duration of over-
flight, the system seems likely to be adaptable also to further new
factors as they appear.

The Committee finds that confusion has occurred due to these
changes and that some evidence did not differentiate between the
concepts involved:

-~ Perceived Noise Level (PNL)} is the measurement of the noisiness
of broad band aircraft noise expressed in the unit prde;

— Tone-corrected Perceived MNoise Level (TpNL) takes into account
the tonal components of aircraft noise expressed in the unit TPNdR;
and

— Effective Perceived Noise Level {EpNL) includes the effect of both
tonal and duration components and is expressed in the unit Epnds.

Similarly the wnits in which these levels were expressed, ie. pnds,
TPNdE and ePNdB were not always clearly differentiated.

It is misleading to regard these terms as interchangeable and care
must be exercised when using simple numerical correction factors for
situations other than those for which they were evolved.

The EPNL system, as detailed in Appendix 1A of the 1¢ 4 ¢ Report
{Doc. 8837, is very complex.

The frequency spectrum is divided into 28 one-third octave bands
and the sound Jevel is measured for each of the bands. The levels are
then combined in a manner which aflows for subjective ‘noisiness’ of
various portions of the spectrum. Differences between the levels of
adjacent bands indicate the presence of tones and corrections are applied
to allow for the increased response these cause. The results are now in
the form of Tone-corrected Perceived Noise Level (TPNL),

The measurements are repeated for each half second of the aircraft
flyover and from the series of results it is possible to derive a duration
correction based on both the time interval over which the TPNL is
within certain limits and the levels during this interval. (See
Appendix G).

The final result is Effective Perceived Noise Level (EPNL).

It is apparent that such a complex system requiring so many cal-
culations for each noise event is of limited usefulness unless high speed
methods are available for processing the data, Special real-time
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analysers have been designed to perform the spectrum analysis and
level measurements, When coupled to a computer the rapid determina-
tion: of EPNL is possible.

For maximum accuracy it is necessary to match the precision of the
processing equipment with a noise data gathering system of similar
refinement, This involves correct selection and orientation of micro-
phones in locations free from substantial reflecting surfaces, great
attention to calibration and testing of equipment, as well as the restric-
tion of measurements to times when the meteorological conditions are
most suitable for sound propagation.

Since these critical requirements are uniikely to be found in residential
arcas near major airports under normal conditions of terrain, weather
and background noise, measurements made in these situations are of
little use for scientific purposes or for comparison with the results of
aircraft noise certification tests.

The 1€ A0 meeting stated that such accuracy was needed only for:
scientific study of human response to aircraft noise; engineering research
and development; establishment of an aircraft noise certification system;
also, as necessary, for such purposes as the establishment and evaluation
of optimum operating noise procedures and accurate assessment of the
relative effectiveness of various noise abatement devices.

For valid comparisons to be made between the noise performance of
different aircraft under different circumstances it iS necessary to appiy
corrections for zircraft weights, engine power settings, climb and descent
characteristics, attenuation of sound in the atmosphere and distance of
the aircraft from the measurement location.

It is apparent that many witnesses did not appreciate the extent to
which weather conditions affect not only aircraft performance but also
the propagation of sound. Measurements made over a limited period
under conditions which are not ideal are of little worth for evaluation
of community noise exposure.

To be useful, measurements of atrcraft noise at specific airports must
be continued for sufficient time to sample the range of aircraft types
and operational performance as well as the range of weather conditions
which normally apply at that airport.

Because of its complexity and the possibility of modifications in the
overall system with consequent equipment changes, the Committee does
not advocate the adoption of the EPNL system within Australia for any
purpose other than research. For tasks, such as monitoring aircraft
noise, simplified systems using cither the ‘A’ or ‘DY standard sound
level meter weighting networks (see Australian Standards asz37 and
asz38) provide sufficient information to permit valid decisions to be
made from the results of such measurements. it is anticipated that

procedures for inter-relating the various systems will be further refined
in the future.



5.3 Measure-
ments for MHearing
Conservation

5.4 Aircraft Noise
Monitoring

in Australia research has been directed more towards the preservation
of hearing than to assessment of annoyance.

Measurements made at work positions with the simple sound level
meter, using the ‘A’ weighting network, are adequate for the prediction
of possible hearing damage from broadband aircraft noise.

Evidence shows that an acceptable compromise between the costs of
protection and minimal risk to workers’ hearing is obtained at a basic
level of 90 dea for regular exposure over the full working day. Since
exposure to aircraft noise is typically of an intermittent nature, it is
reasonable to allow an increase in levels to compensate for exposures
of less than the full working day.

in these circumstances the more conservative approach would per-
mit increased levels of 3 dBa for each halving of exposure time remem-
bering that the criferion of 90 dBa is set for the normal hours of
work.

Equipment such as tape recorders and statistical analysers enable a
more accurate determination of exposure rates.

If the aircraft noise contains audible tones, an allowance can be
made for the greater potential damage of such noise by decreasing the
permissibie levels by 5 dBa, ie. the criterion of 90 dpa for full-time
broadband noise becomes 85 dra for noise with audible tones.

Suitable instruments are available to permit evaluation of noise
exposure for those directly engaged in the operation and maintenance
of both service and civil alrcraft. There is, therefore, every reason for
proceeding with the implementation of hearing conservation pro-
grammes. Management and trade unions have a joint responsibility for
ensuring that such programmes are effective.

The R AAF has been active in this field for many vears, with other
organisations following as the importance of this work was realised.

Alrcraft noise monitoring systems are in use at overseas airports with
many more being planned for the near future.

Most use measurements in dBa with some, mainly in the Usa,
using the ‘D’ weighting network which is said to give a closer approxi-
mation to PNL than dba when the appropriate corrections are applied.
The ‘D’ network was also favoured by the 1 C A ¢ meeting.

It is apparent that there is no uniformity in this field with each
installation having unique features, This lack of uniformity stems in
part from particular requirements determined by the airport site, the
available communication facilities, the location of nearby communities
with respect to flight paths, the type of terrain and the range of
weather conditions in which the equipment will be expected to operate.
Differences are due also to the variation in concept and atms between
individual authorifies.
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The aim of amcraft noise monitoring, as outlined in the 1CaA G
report {Doe. 88357}, is:
monitoring compliance with and checking the effectivenes of such noise
abatement requirements as may have been established for aircraft in
flight or on the ground.
The noise abatement requirements usually call for the maintenance of
noise levels below specified limits at locations where microphones are
placed to sense the aircraft noise. Limits are set as a compromise:
between the noise created by normal aircraft when flown on correct
paths in a reasonable and prudent manner and the desire of each com-
munity to suffer as little as possible from exposure to aircraft noise. In
order to meet the required limit it may be necessary to call for reduced.
take-off weights or engine power reductions as the critical communities.
are overflown.

Where possible, noise abatement procedures call for aircraft o fly
along paths which avoid the most sensitive communities and the moni--
toring microphones are placed near the edge of the community closest:
to the flight path. When the airport is surrounded by communities of
relatively even population density, microphones are placed under the-
flight paths.

Mobile monitoring equipment is also needed to investigate conditions.
in complaint areas and to check the effectiveness of changes in noise:
abatement operating procedures.

Smce landing noise and take-off noise are of equal importance both
should be monitored. Limiting values could then be set separately for
each location for landing and take-off and for each aircraft type (or
general categories of aircraft) by a series of controlled flights suitably
corrected to allow for the variables previously listed in 5.2 or after an
extensive period of trial {say one year) in which the full range of
variables was encountered.

Monitoring should be introduced within Australia but its wide-~
spread installation is not yet warranted, ¥t is suggested that priority
be given according to the severity of the exposure commencing with
Sydney Airport.

The aim should be to reduce noise exposure particularly at times.
which cause most distress to communities. A system which provides
incentives to aircraft operators to reduce noise by the fitting of extra.
engine noise reduction equipment, by weight reductions or by opera-
tional techniques is most likely to be effective. The Committee recom-
mends consideration of a variable airport charge related to the noise
level performance of each aircraft, the specific time of operation and
individual runways at each airport separately. '

To be effective noise monitoring must be co-ordinated with air-
traffic control to ensure that noise factors receive adequate considera-
tion during planning of operations. Because of this, the responsibility
for operating monitoring installations must rest with the Department
of Civil Aviation.



5.5 Prediciion of
Aircraft Noise
Exposure

The use of automatic systems is indicated since the procedure, to be
effective, must be of a routine nature.

The co-ordination of noise monitoring with complaint analysis may
also be of advantage in the formulation of improved operational
procedures.

As more aircraft noise monitoring installations are planned the need
for further standardisation in the arcas of data processing and reporting
must grow and it would be wise for Ausiralia to encourage this process
through 1¢ A o and the International Standards Organisation,

To avoid the mistakes of the past it is necessary to predict future
noise environments near airports so that correct planning decisions
can be made.

The system which offers the best promise for satisfying Awustralian
conditions and requirements is, at present, the Noise Exposure Fore-
cast (NEF) system developed in the U 8 A. The reasons for this are:

(a) Itis based on EPNL.

(b} Australia uses similar aircraft types.

{c) Allowance is made for the number of aircraft per day.
(d) The time of day for each operation is also considered.
(e) Actual or projected flight paths are used.

The information is presented as a series of tables and graphs which
enable the determination of EPNL patterns for each aircraft under its
particular operating conditions. To simplify the procedure aircraft are
divided mto ten general categories and take-off profiles are determined
within five classes according to the proposed trip length.

A graph for the aircraft category then is used to derive the EPNL at
various stant distances from the flight path for both take-off and land-
ing operations. This information is also available in tabular form which
is more convenient for calculations by computer.

If night operations are to be considered a weighting factor may be
introduced to allow for the greater sensitivity of communities to aircraft
noise at night.

The total effect for each flight track is assessed by the addition of
all categories and operations using a formula which, in effect, combines
the noise energy from all flights, i.e. two flights are the equivalent of
one flight which is 3 rpNde higher in level; ten flights are equivalent
to an increase of 10 EpNdB and so on.

The system uses many approximations and must in time be refined
to allow for more detailed information on the noise output of particular
aircraft types, individual take-off profiles, the effect of engine power
reductions and more accurate determination of flight paths. Further
refinements should include a system for summing the individual events
and for weighting the time-of-day factor based on local sociological
and experimental evidence.
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The greater precision thus obtained will enable a better correlation
between NEF and the expected reaction of communities than can be
achieved with the system in its present state of development.

The most useful guide for prediction of reaction would be one
which allows for the wide range of reactions to aircraft noise between
individuals and between communities. This can be expressed on a slid-
ing scale adjustable for the community motivation toward the airport.

The arbitrary land use categories specified in the appendix to the
published MNoise Exposure Forecasts are not based on local building
structures or sociological factors, The Committee repeats its earlier
warning that this aspect of the NEF system should be treated with
caution until a more precise NEF is available and there is more evidence
of what land usages are compatible with the various levels of aircraft
noise within Australia.



8.1 General

6.2 Physiologicai
Effects on Persons

Effects of

Adrcraft noise influences many aspects of daily life and also the value
which the community places on living in areas adjacent to airports.
The effects are all those things which happen to people or objects as
a consequence of exposure to aircraft noise.

During the Committee’s hearings it became evident that aircraft
noise does constitute a nuisance to those living close to airports particu-
larly under flight paths. The Committee attempted to evaluate the
likelihood of permanent harmful effects,

At the November 1969 meeting of 1 ¢ A0 the results of which were
reported to the Committee, it was stated that hazards to health are
a highly emotive subject and the meeiing urged the highest degree of
objectivity in considering these questions. The Committee concurs with
these views and finds that the available knowledge on this subject is
incomplete. The Committee accepts the further view of the 1caA0
meeting that there 1s a need for long range research on the potential
effects of typical exposure to aircraft noise.

6.2 .1. EFFECTS ON HEALTHY PERSONS

The Committee concludes that at the exposure rates and noise levels
commonly experienced by communities living bemeath flight paths near
major Australian airports any effects on the physical state of persons
in good general health are negligible and it has not been given any
medical evidence to the conirary.

Reference was made to two authoritative studies, that of the Wilson
Committee (Noise, Final Report, H M $ 0, London, U K) and of Dr A.
Bell (Noise, and Occupational Hazard and Public Nuisance, World
Health Organisation, Geneva), neither of which supported the view
that the health of people living near airports is likely to be affected.

One aspect on which the Committee would have expected to receive
more submissions was the effect of noise on sleep and rest. In Australia,
the opportunity to carry out studies of this factor and its influence on
people is limited. The Comimittee agrees with the view expressed in
the Wilson report that ‘repeated nterference with sleep is least to
be tolerated because prolonged loss of sleep is known to be injurious to
health’.

The Committee commends further research om these aspects as it
would have wider application to the general community with particular
reference to shiftworkers and those living near major highways.

It is fortunate that aircraft noise exposure conditions in Australia
lag behind those experienced by communities near sOme major airports
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in other countries and it is expected that if harmful physiological effects
do occur, they will appear in overscas populations before our condi-

tions become critical, thereby giving time to avoid a similar situation
in Australia,

6.2.2. EFFECTS OM PERSONS WITH EXISTING MEDICAL CONDITIONS

People who are ill need conditions which ensure freedom from disturb-
ance of rest and sleep at all times of the day and night, Very little
guidance as to what levels of noise would be permissible to achieve
this end has been produced but it seems logical to avoid the place-
ment of hospitals or rest homes in the vicinity of flight paths. Although
many references were made to the possibility of those who are sick
being retarded in recovery due to exposure to aircraft noise, medical
evidence is not available which would support this contention.

6.2.3. EFFECTS ON HEARING

Numerous factors other than noise affect a person’s ability to hear.
The Committee is concerned with those changes in hearing acuity
brought about by environmental conditions, specifically exposure to
aircraft noise, but understands that it is often difficult to distinguish
between the effects of noise and those due to ageing because of the wide
range in individual susceptibility to these conditions.

Nevertheless, the relationship between exposure to industrial noise
and its effect on hearing are well established and the Commiitee thinks
it reascnable to regard the exposure of tarmac workers and those in
maintenance areas on airports as being a normal condition of indus-
trial noise of an intermittent character.

At airports many people exposed to high level aircraft noise for
relatively short periods suffer a temporary reduction to their hearing
acuity, but this loss is restored to normal over a short period and is
not to be confused with the permanent effects which are brought
about by habitual exposure to such noise.

it has been of interest to the Committee to note the more wide-
spread provision and use of ear protective equipment at Ausitralian
airports since the inception of the Inquiry and it is recommended that
the use of this equipment should be enforced where necessary. The
responsibility for implementing this recommendation rests equally with
the management of operating airlines and the industrial unions.

As a feeling of annoyance is more of a reaction than an effect, this
section refers to mental heaith, effects on speech communication and
efficiency of work.

6.3.1. EFFBECTS ON MENTAL HEALTH

As with physical health, persons suffering from a pre-existing mental
condition of either a temporary or permanent nature may be more
susceptible to further complications or retarded in recovery by exposure
to any noise including that made by aircraft.



Those suffering from a subclinical condition of stress could be the
first affected by the onset of noise.

In summary, the Committee finds that aircraft noise is a factor
which cannot be ignored in the deterioration or recovery of those who
are suffering from mental disturbances but research data which sub-
stantiafes this view is not available.

6.3.2. EFFECTS ON EFFICIENCY OF WORK

On the evidence available no general conclusion can be drawn that
aircraft noise has any effect on working efficiency, except in those
cases where communication is concerned.

If the efficient performance of a task requires the ability to com-
municate by voice or telephone and is of such a nature that short
interruptions could cause misunderstanding, it is obvious that reduced
efficiency must occur.

However the popular supposition that noise is a major factor in
reduction of efficiency due to its disturbance of concentration, is not
supported by the results of carefully controlied reported experiments.

It seems that this general assumption would not be held unless it
had some basis in fact and consequently we commend this field for
further study.

©.3.3. EFFECTS ON SPEECH COMMUNICATION

In contrast to the effects referred to in the preceding sections, the
effects of noise on speech communication are known with some cer-
tainty. There are well established methods for measuring the levels at
which communication of information, either by direct speech or by
artificial means, becomes critical,

After consideration of the levels of aircraft noise heard under flight
paths and the lack of noise protection afforded by normal houses, the
Committee finds that complaints concerning interference with speech
within the home and of interruptions to felephone usage are valid.

For most indoor activities speech communication is not a vital factor
and aircraft noise has the advantage of being of relatively short dura-~
tion. Nevertheless, such disturbance, as stated, represents a major
factor in causing annoyance, particularly during the peak periods of
aircraft landing and take-off,

Interruption to radio listening and the aural segment of television
programmes also coutribute to the annovance of people affected by
aircraft noise,

Since noise reduction techniques are more effective for high frequ-
encies, and most interference with speech is caused by noise in the
middle to high frequency range, the adoption of noise reduction tech-
niques should greatly reduce disturbance from aircraft noise and is
commended to all those concerned with the design and construction of
buildings near airports.
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6.4.1. EFFECTS ON VALUES

The Committee has sought advice from the Valuer-General in cach
State about criteria used when appraising land in noise sensitive
suburbs close to airports. Without exception these authorities have
advised that exposure to aircraft noise is not a criterion in valuations,
which are based solely on the precept of market value.

Market value and demand for land are determined by many factors
and it has not been possible to isolate aircraft noise as a decisive
element in property valuation. Nevertheless it seems certain that values
are affected in some areas by aircraft noise. In Perth and Sydney it
was alleged that aircraft noise caused changes in values in noise
sensitive areas, Confirmation of this would require a detailed and pro-
tracted survey beyond the scope of this Committee. The Committee
has evidence of new residential and other urban development within
a mile of airports despite warnings by airport authorities.

Frequently, complaints about noise come from persons who become
disturbed subsequent to occupation of new or established homes.

6.4.2, EFFECT ON BUILDING STRUCTURES

Complaints have been received that buildings and interior fittings in
the Newcastle N sw area have been damaged by sonic boom caused
by R a4 A F afrcraft.

Complaints have also been received in other areas that overflying
aircraft have disturbed roofing or ceiling materials or fractured windows.

The Department of Civil Aviation has mvestigated many of these
complaints and denied liability. Claims for compensation have been
rejected. Terminal buildings have been repaired by Department of
Civil Aviation personnel but such damage has been attributed to air
blast and/or ground vibration caused by movement of heavy aircraft
rather than by noise.

Experiments on the effects of vortices caused by air disturbance fol-
lowing aircraft movement indicate that this is the more probable cause
of damage to buildings, particularly of roofing. Some affected buildings
about which complaints have been lodged are relatively old and/or
not constructed to withstand this factor in the hazards to which build-
Ings are exposed.

From the Committee’s observation it appears that investigation of
comptlaints has not been as intensive as would clearly establish the
actual cause of damage. This has prevented complainants from secking
compensation for alleged damage.

it is recommended that the Department of Air and the Department
of Civil Aviation institute an extensive investigation of complaints into
the effects of overflying aircraft on structures so as to establish the
cause of damage.

This sectionn considers the effects of alrcraft noise on such institutions
as hospitals, places of learning and of religious worship.



6.5.1. EFFECT ON MEDICAL INSTITUTIONS

Bvidence of the effects of exposure to aircraft noise on hospitals and
the like has not come from persons directly affected but are the
opinions of authorities responsible for the care and treatment of
patients, The Committee acknowledges the assistance of the Rockdale
Municipal Council and Rockdale Citizens (Noise) Committee as well
as others for gathering together evidence of noise nuisance from many
of these sources.

There is evidence of difficulties in hospital administration due to
aircraft noise. Problems arise from the inability to hear instructions
given by doectors and interruption of conversation between patients and
nuarsing staff. Telephone communication also is interrupted. Conversing
with persons handicapped by imperfect command of the English
language is made more difficult. There is a loss of time waiting for
the passing of noisy aircraft.

The Secretary of the Arncliffe Occupational Centre for Moderately
Handicapped Persons wrote:

Our supervisors find that aircraft noise not only interferes with trainees

concentration . . . it is always some time before peaceful working
conditions are restored in the workshop,

Letters of complaint about aircraft noise have been addressed to the
Rockdale Municipal Council from responsible officers at various hos-
pitals and convalescent homes in the area west of the Sydney Airport.
In every case it is claimed that aircraft noise is injurious to patients
and staff. Administration is more difficult than in similar institutions
not so exposed.

The Department of Civil Aviation has produced diagrams showing
the number of hospitals within a radius of 5 and 10 miles of most
major Australian airports. In the case of Sydney Airport there are
89 hospitals within the critical 5-mile noise sensitive circle and more
than half of these lie in the northern sector with 15 per cent in the
western sector. See Appendix H.

It seems desirable that hospitals, including those for the treatment of
mental conditions, should not be built in the vicinity of aircraft flight
paths, and that in adjacent areas, noise insulation should be introduced
to buildings which house patients who may be sensitive te noise
disturbance.

&.5,2, EFFECT ON EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS

Evidence has been given of interruptions to classroom insiruction at
primary and secondary school levels. Reference was also made to dis-
turbance of presentation of educational matter by television and other
audio-visual teaching aids, and of adverse effects on out of door school
assemblies.

Protracted and repeated daily interferences of this nature create
difficulties in communication which give rise to grave cause for
complaint.
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The Committee has been dismayed to learn of decisions to build new
schools in acutely noise sensitive arcas despite prior warnings of both
the effect of exposure to aircraft noise on learning situations and of the
prospect of increasing intensity of such exposure.

A diagram produced by the Department ot Civil Aviation gives the
number of schools in the area around Sydney Airport (see Appendix 1).
in the critical 5-mile circle there are 242 schools, few of which are
likely to be insulated against noise and many are subject to acute noise
exposure. Diagrams prepared for the other major cities in Australia
show a similar condition of potential exposure to aircraft noise which
should be considered by educational authorities when planning new
school buildings. Establishment of schools and other educational build-
ings under flight paths should be rigorously avoided.

6.5.3. EFFECT ON RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS

There is evidence of significant interference with religious worship in
churches and similar places.

As with hospitals and schools the Department of Civil Aviation has
supplied a diagram (see Appendix J) giving the number of churches as
361 within the critical 5-mile circle around Sydney Airport. The Com-
mittee is satisfied that religious worship 15 seriously disturbed and
measures should be taken to minimise such exposure.

Whilst community amenity 18 not ecasy to define, nevertheless, it is’
the context in which most people express their feelings of resentment
towards the intrusion of aircraft noise into daily living. The Committec
is impressed by the many complaints of disturbance of living conditions
and considers these disturbances as part of the general problem.

These complaints have been reinforced by the Commitiee’s own
observations of such noise sensitive environments.

Standards of comfort {or those living near airports have been eroding
gradually under the influence of noise and other forms of poilution, The
forecast of an increasing number of aircraft movements suggests pro-
gressive  deterioration in urban amenity unless more ameliorative
measures are instituted. The intrusion of aircraft noise seems to be
more unwefcome in the home, in recreation areas and institutions of a
medical, educational and religious kind than in work places and indus-
trial environments.

Disturbances associated with aircraft operation are:

{a) Interruption to communication between persons and families, and

to telephone conversation.

(b) Interference with television and radio reception.

{c) Distress to the aged and the very young.

(d) Disturbance of rest and sleep.

(e) Disturbance of the guiet of hospitals.

(f) Interruption of school lessons and religious worship.

(g) Damage to building structures.



(h) Interference with comumercial transactions and business adminis-
tration.
(i) Intrusion into open air recreation and other such activities.

If these intrusions continue at a rising rate of intensity some living
areas near airports can become intolerable even if only in the minds of
the people involved.

The Committee has often been informed that ‘people get used to
noise’ and there is evidence that the essential services and other benefits
accrummg from the heightened commercial and industrial activity
generated by a busy R P71 airport may lead to acceptance by many
people,

The Committee has not been able to secure from any source an
accurate measure of the magnitude of the social unrest attributable to
aircraft noise. One witness has given evidence of a partial examination
of the probiem and it is understood that this study is unique in Aus-
tralia. A social survey of the noise problem in the U x was undertaken
by the Wiison Committee.

‘There is a need for a similar study in Australia before the full
nature and extent of the problem is understcod and judgment of the
level of community tolerance can be established, but information
obtained concerning a later survey at Heathrow Airport (U k) and an
American report published by the Tracor Corporation emphasises the
need for extreme care in selecting population samples and the necessity
for professional supervision at all stages, particularly in interpretation
of resulfs.

Where new airports are to be buiit, the problem of aircraft noise
can be avoided if local authorities co-operate to apply proper zoning
of land use and the provision of buffer areas. In densely populated
suburban communities such as exist around Sydney Adrport, it may be
appropriate to assist persons who are acutely affected to move to more
suitable neighbourhoods. It may be less disruptive to move the airport
to a more suitable site. Consultation between Commonwealth and
State Ministers may be necessary to determine the best course, but it is
stressed that the responsibility for action requires the co-operation of
the State authorities concerned.
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eacticns to

In this section the Committee deals with reactions of the public to
aircraft noise.

7.2. 1., COMPLAINTS

The most common avenue of complaint is to the local airport authority
in various forims inciuding telephone, letter, personal appearance, or by
a local Association, Council, or Member of Parliament acting on behall
of one or more citizens.

7.2.2. CIVIC REACTION

Another reaction manifests itself in protest meetings. In some cases
these meetings have resulted in the formation of permanent citizens
groups which meet regularly to discuss their grievances and formulate
joint action. One example is the Rockdale Citizens (Noise) Committee,
Sydney.

7.2.3. LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACTION

Another reaction occurs when local government authorities acting in
the interests of their constituents make representations to responsible
authorities.

‘The Committee has received evidence from many local government
authosities throughout Australia and its Territories on behalf of local
communifies,

7.2.4. PAREIAMENTARY ACTION

A significant form of reaction is undoubtedly representation to Mem-
bers of Federal, State and Territory Legislatures many of whom gave
evidence to the Committee arising from these representations.

7.2.5. PRESS AND OTHER MEDIA

Both Press and T v have conducted vigorous campaigns highlighting
aircraft noise nuisance.

7.2.6. LEGAL ACTION
iegal action is as yet insignificant in Australia because of the difficulty
of establishing lability and of instituting action.

The Committee has taken evidence of the manner of recording, investi-
gating and analysing complaints,

7.3.1. PRESENT METHODS

At those airports controlled by the Department of Civil Aviation com-
plaints are recorded either in a log book or on a proforma. Summary
diagrams are prepared {see Appendix K).



Department of Civil Aviation officers have advised that complaints
are referred to the Airport Mapager who has the responsibility of
investigating them and, if possible, instituting appropriate remedial
action. Where action would result in significant operational changes,
the Akport Manager refers the matter to a higher authority for
consideration.

At those airports controlled by the Department of Air, complaints
are recorded in a log book and referred to the Officer Commanding
whose responsibilities concerning complaints about aircraft noise are
the same as those of Airport Managers.

7.3.2. SUGGESTED IMPROVEMENTS
The Committee recommends that a Standard Complaint Pro-Forma
should be devised which includes information showing:
(a) the complainant’s name;
{b) whether the complainant is speaking for himself alone or for
another or for a group which can be identified,;
{c) the type of complaint, i.e. letter, telephone, eic.;

(d) the severity of the complaint (a numerical scale which raies
according to degree of support);

{e} the location of the complaint (as specific as possible);

(f} the type of noise which causes annoyance;

(g) the time of day;

(h} meteorological conditions;

(i) action taken as a result of the complaint.

At regular intervals a map should be prepared showing the location,

number and severity of complaints, which would indicate clearly where
attention must be focussed.

7.3.3. ADMINISTRATIVE ARRANGEMENTS FOR NOISE ABATEMENT

The Committee commends continuing attention of the Department
of Civil Aviation and where appropriate the Department of Air to the
following matters:

{a} Supervision of noise abatement procedures and their review.
{b) Investigation and analysis of complaints.

(¢} Public relations.

(d) Technical aspects of measuring and reducing aircraft noise.
{e) Hearing conservation programmes.

(f) Liaison with Local, State and Commonwealth authorities on
fand use and other policies relating to aircraft noise nuisance,
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‘This section deals with existing noise abatement procedures and their
effectiveness.

8.2 1. RESUME OF PROCEDURES AND REGULATIONS

Regulations to abate or attenuate noise are administered by the Depart-

ment of Civil Aviation which has the effectiveness of procedures con-
stantly under review.,

Measures to attenuate aircraft noise are grouped by Ic¢ A o into two
sets of regulations, viz.:

(a) those which apply to engine running for test and mainienance
purposes on the ground, whether the engine i8 in the airframe

or not, known as ‘Ground Run-Up Noise Abatement Pro-
cedures’; and

(b) those which apply to engine running whilst the aircraft is in
operation either on the airport or engaged in take-off or landing,
known as ‘Aircraft Noise Abatement Operating Procedures’.

The Department of Civil Aviation instructions applicable at each
major airport in Australia are set out in Appendix L although some
of these are designed for other than noise abatement purposes.

Instructions differ between major airports, and hours of the day,
for example restriction on the operation of jet aircraft (the jet curfew)

between the hours of 11.00 pun. and 6.00 am. applies at Sydoey
but not at Perth,

Adrcraft operators and pilots are informed of the regulations and of
changes from time to time.

In general the procedures are as follows:

{a) Running of engines in test ceils when the engine is out of the
airframe and when such test celis are available.

(b) Inframe ground engine running for test purposes is restricted o
such times of the day and such places on the airport as will
minimise community noise ¢xposure,

{c) Operating instructions provide for curfews on jet aircraft where
necessary during normal sleeping hours.



(d} The strict use of preferred runways to minimise exposure io

aircraft noise and make a more equitable distribution of such
EXPOSUrE.

(e) Departing aircraft are required to reach regulation height after

take-off as carly as practicable and within a specified distance of
the airport.

(f) Pilots of outbound aircraft are required to establish their aircraft
on course for their destination within a radius of 5 nautical
miles of the alrpoxd.

{g) The courses taken by R P T ajrcraft in controlled air space
Department of Civil Aviation. Specified lanes or corridors for air
traffic ensure lateral separation between departing and arriving
aircraft on different tracks,

{h} Flying training operations are kept to a minimum at airports
which have extensive noise sensitive areas around them.

These operating procedures coupled with the use of approved glide
paths for landing aircraft, set the current [imit of aircraft noise abate-
ment procedures. The Committee has been told that this limit is governed
largely by safety factors, workload capacity of air traffic controllers,
availability of aircraft navigational aids, limitations of shared air space
and pilot tolerance.

8.2.2 EFFECTIVENESS OF PROCEDURES AND REGULATIONS

(a) Engine ground running is necessary for maintenance and the regula-
tions aim at reducing noise exposure for airport workers and those in
the immediate neighbourhood. The use of test cells for engine running
satisfies these aims where such cells are available,

Engine munning in the airframe and opn test trucks presents a more
difficult abatement problem. Where such a noise problem is likely to
exist at an airport, regulations restrict the amount of running during the
major slecping period (nominally 11.00 pam. to 5.00 am.}. These
regilations ensure that if engine ground running is necessary during the
most sensitive periods of the day, it is performed for only a limited time
and in locations as remote from noise sensitive areas as possibie.

Druaring the day ground running of engines does not present a major
noise problem because of the much higher background noise which
tends t¢ act as a ‘mask’. However, because of operational necessity,
much maintenance must be performed at night when aircraft are avail-
able. Since many flights are scheduled for departure at an early hour, it
is inevitable that some ground running has to be done in the early morn-
ing hours. There is thus a conflict of interest between the desire of the
public for minimum noise nuisance, and the amount of ground runming
necessary to satisfy aircraft safety standards.
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(b) Operating procedures to ensure aircraft noise abatement have been
introduced progressively since the late 1950s following the introduction
of jet aircraft, first by international and later by domestic operators.
Many restrictions have been placed on schedules, landing and take-off
techniques and flying routes to give relief from increased exposure to
higher levels of aircraft noise.

‘Curfew’ regulations restrict jet aircraft movements between the hours
of 11.00 p.m. and 6.00 a.m. at most major Australian airports. The
restriction allows for approval of special jet movements in curfew hours
only by the Minister and other essenttal jet flights by local Airport
Managers. The Commitiee is concerned at the frequency of such
approvals and it is recommended that such movements at Sydney be
confined to operations over Botany Bay except in cases of emergency.

The Committee further recommends more stringent application of the
criteria guthorising jet movements in curfew hours to ensure the preser-
vation of the original intention of the regulation.

‘The Committee has noted that a number of new instructions has been
developed following consideration of evidence during the progress of this
Inquiry. For example a minor variation in the flight path of aircraft
using Avalon Airport has produced marked relief for residents of the
nearby township of Lara in Victoria. At Sydney, extension of the north-
south runway permitting stricter use of the preferred runway system has
resulted in the spreading of the pattern of exposure and given some
relief to the residential areas to the west and north.

A numbering system is used in identifying runways and has ifs origins
in the concept of assisting aircraft pilots to aveid error. When a pilot
aligns his aircraft with a runway preparatory to landing or take-off, he
observes that the number painted on the runway threshold corresponds
with the first two figures on the compass which indicate the aircraft
heading. Thus an aircraft landing into the north on the north-south
runway at Sydney Airport uses runway 34 and the (approximate) bear-
ing of approach is 340 degrees. The opposite end of runway 34, will of
course, be the reciprocal, and is identified as runway 16. The urban
arcas exposed to overflying aircraft as a consequence of using different
runways at Sydney Airport are:

(i) landing on runway (7 and taking-off on runwayv 25 take place
over Rockdale, Banksia, Bexley and Hurstville;

(3i} fanding on runway 25 and taking-off on runway 07 take place
over Botany, Mascot, Daceyville, Kingsford and Coogee;

(iii) landing on runway 16 and taking-off on runway 34 take place
over 5t Peters, Sydenham, Marrickville, Leichhardt and
Lewisham; and

{iv) landing on runway 34 and taking-off on runway 16 take place
over Botany Bay; such suburbs as Kurnell and Cronulla are
affected during turning operations to come on to course.
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This analysis of aircraft movements at Sydney Adrport demonstrates
the reason for making the use of runway 34 for landing and 16 for
take-off the preferred runways for ail movements.

Comparative uwsage of runways at Sydney (Kingsford-Smith) Adeport 1969

Runmways
o7 23 16 34
Take-off percentages
Actual 1.7.70t0 7.7.70—
(a) Day 0645-1900 1.4 19.7 76.6 2.3
{h) Evening 1900-2200 0 0 98.2 1.9
(¢) Night  2200-0645 0 0 96.3 3.7
() 24 hours 1.2 16.1 80.4 2.3
Actual month of November 1969 19.5 3.9 75,7 0.9
Landing percentages
Actual 1.7.70 to 7.7.70—
(a) Day 0645-1500 3.4 22 38.7 5.9
{b) Evening 1900-2200 4.1 39.5 4.6 31.8
(c) Night 2200-0645 3.5 5.2 0 807
(d) 24 hours 26.4 27 30.4 16.2
Actual month of November 1969 40.2 Q.5 42.8 7.5

in April 1969 alter extension of runway 16/34, revised aircrait noise
abatement procedures were implemented. A consistent pattern of over
75% wusage of runway 16 (over Botany Bay) for aircraft take-offs
underlines this change. The effect was to give pardal relief {o areas east
andd west of the airport. 1t is impracticable to use runway 34 [or landing
aircraft (over Botany Bay) at the same rate as for take-offs. The
maximum usage of the preferred runway system generating traffic over
Botany Bay is the result of the combination of meteorological conditions,
navigational aids, air traflic controller workloads and vestraints arising
from the sharing of air space for military and civil purposes.

A more thorough examination of the procedures in other places in
Australia could further effect relief from aircraft noise. In particular
exposure to aircraft noise in the neighbourhoods of Adelaide, Perth and
Arisbane airports will increase in the near future and a more crifical
evaluailon of instructions in these places is needed to evolve optimal
procedures,

Adoption of principles embodied in procedures specifically ccv* foped
{or one place will provide relief in others.

Distribution of flight patierns within the 5 mile radins of airporis
nezds the closest scrutiny.
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Aijr traflic controllers have to guide arriving and departing aircraft to
ensure lateral and vertical separation and at the same time achieve
straight-in approaches and take-offs in relation to the runways being
used, Because of meteorological conditions or traffic density it is not
always possible to direct aircraft to the most desirable runway and
turning patterns which unduly cause exposure to residential areas are
used. In many cases the overflying of residential areas is unavoidable, if
height can be maintained at over 1,500-2,000 it the impact of noise
is tolerable.

Considerabie relief may be given to people by establishing turning
patterns in areas of least density of population wherever possible. For
example at Sydney Adrport turning aircraft should avoid residential
arcas by tracking over Botany Bay headlands and flying along the coast-
line. At Darwin, aircraft circuiting west of the airport currently fly over
the city arca when a simple deviation to the west would take them over
water and considerably reduce noise exposure.

in many parts of Australia it is necessary to share air space to pro-
vide for military and civil usage. For convenience of operation this joint
usage sometimes requires civil aircraft to use flight lanes over com-
munities that would not have been exposed had the whole of the air
space been available solely for civil use. For example at Brisbane alter-
ing southern arrival and departure tracks to the east would mean less
exposure to the densely populated suburbs to the south and west of the
airport,

Multiple use of air space cannot be avoided but with joint control
personnel operating wherever necessary, the result is a satisfactory com-
promise which permits the optimum in meeting both service and civil
requirements.

The joint Committee of Department of Civil Aviatien and Service
Departments (Air Co-ordinating Committee) should examine the
feasibility of re-routing flight paths to minimise noise over residential
areas.

8.2.3. CONSIDERATION OF GLIDE SLOPE AND TERRAIN CLEARANCES

A vital factor in exposure to atrcraft noise arises from the relationship
between glide path, and the nature of the terrain. The Committee has
sought to apply general principles of glide path useage by taking the
specific example of aircraft landing at Sydney Airport,

Where an Instrument Landing System (1Ls) is installed the pro-
cedures to be adopted in an approach to landing are prescribed for
aircraft using such an approach. The places where these systems are
wnstalled in Australia and the angle of the glide path with respect to
the relevant runway are set out in the table below. It should be noted
that the glide path of an atrcraft landing under iLs conditions is



designed to put it on the runway about 1,300 feet from the approach
threshold.

Australian Ynstrument Landing System (JLS) Glide
Stopes for Approaching Afreraft

Runway Glide slopes

Degrees

Cairns 13 2.75
Brishane 22 2.60
Sydney 07 2.67

16 2.75
Canberra i3 3.00
Tullamarine 16 2.75

27 2.75
Essendon 26 2.80
Avalon 18 2.73
Launceston 32 3.4Q0
Hobart iz 3.00
Adelaide 23 2.73
Darwin 29 2.75
Perth 24 3.00

MN.B. These are all ILS runways only.

In the absence of an 1rs, R P T aircraft use the T-shaped Visual
Approach Slope Indicator System (71-vasis). This system is an aid
which directs the pilot onto a particular landing glide path by a system
of varying colours and visibility of lights which indicate the position of
the aircraft in relation to a fixed approach. The glide slope resulting from
the T-vasis is 2.86° though this angle ‘may be raised slightly having
regard to the approach gradient available’ (b ¢ A publication No. 44,
1963 Pilots’ Notes on the Visual Approach Slope Indicator System ).

Pilots on a visual landing approach normally use the T-vasis or 1L$
slope. However this is not always observed and it should be a require-
ment that pilots of heavy aircraft on visual landing approaches conform
to a glide slope of no less than T-vasis for the particular runway.

These two sets of glide slopes, the 1Ls and T-vasis, indicate the
range of official glide slopes which are used in Australia.

The effect of these glide slopes on the height of approaching aircraft
is demonstrated in the diagram below. The diagram and the accom-
panying table show the height of aircraft above the runway at varying
- horizonal distances from touch-down using glide slopes of 2.5°,
2.775° and 3.0°,

The height of approaching aircraft has a considerable bearing on
the noise at ground level and the angle of glide path determines the
height above any particular spot. The diagram and table below indicate
the possibility of noise reduction by keeping glide slopes to the upper
range of tolerances promulgated by 1cao (2.5° and 3.0%).

Actual noise levels beneath the landing glide paths depend on the
terrain and height of buildings at the point of flyover. Altitudes given
in the above table and calculated at varying distances from touchdown
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Effect of GlHde Slope Angle on Alrcraft Height

RUNWAY

statute miles

Fig, 8.2
Height of aircraft in feet ar a distance from touch-down
On a glide slope af— 1 nile 2 miles 3 mules 4 miles 3 miles
(a) () (@) {a@) {a)
feet feet feet feet feet
2.5° 230 460 690 920 1,150
2.75° 253 506 759 1,012 1,265
3.0° 277 554 831 1,108 1,385

{a) Miles are statute miles of 5,280 feet.

do not take into account the uneven topography beneath most approach
paths. Any elevated terrain along the extended runway line brings
people in such areas closer to overflying aircraft resulting in greater
noise exposure.

Areas on the north, east and west of Sydney Airport within five
nautical miles of the centres of the runway are as much as 400 feet
above the runways. Elsewhere elevations of over 200 feet occcur within
three miles of the runway centres. Given glide slopes of 2.75° the
consequent aircraft height above ground level 1s about 550 feet (at
3 miles) and high rise buildings plus pilot errors of judgment often
reduce this height to less than 500 feet. Even a small increase in glide
path will result in worthwhile attenuation of noise and provide welcome
relief close to airport boundaries.

It is recommended that as a noise abatement measure the glide slope
at Australian airports should be standardised at 3.0° wherever possible.

8.2.4. FREQUENCY OF OPERATIONS

The Committee draws attention to the projected increase in irequency
of operations, and the proposed increases in the types of aircraft
using engines most likely to generate noise nuisance. No conclusive
evidence is available as to the potential of new aircraft types but it is
expected that under proposals for certification of aircraft, the total
noise factor is unlikely to go beyond present limits.



Evidence of projected aircraft movemenis at Sydney Airport have
been supplied and the relevant statistics are given below:

Actual and projected R.P.UT. alveraft movements(a)

at Sydney Afrpgort 1968-80

R P.T. aircraft movements(a)

Year
Domestic International Total
Number Number Nuirber
000 000 000

1968 66 10 76

1970 70 12 82

1975 a2 17 99

1980 97 26 123

(a) Movements inciudes landings and take-offs and refers
to freighter and passenger aircraft.

The figures given in the table above confirm the belief of the
Committee that the degree of exposure to aircraft noise at Sydney
and elsewhere in Australia will greatly increase in the next decade.
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The administrative procedures already introduced have been effective
to some extent in reducing aircraft noise exposure, though this has
been achieved mostly at the expense of the aircraft operators. Engine
manufacturers also have taken steps to reduce noise emission in spite
of the greater thrust required to Lift the heavier aircraft of the future.

Evidence was produced of aircraft engines which could be less noisy
than those presently in use and the table below shows this possibility.

Comparison of present day aireraft engines with future engines regarding thrust and
estimated sideline noise level

Take-offf Perceived

thrust noise
per engine  level
Engine type Aircraft type (Ib) (£ 35 PNdB)
Present day P&EW JTED-1 [ Douglas DECY [ 14,000 123
engines P&W JT8D-7 [ Boeing 727 7|
P&W JT3D-3B  Boeing 707 18,000 127
New engines P&W JT9D-3 Boeing 747 43,500 124
G.E. CF6-6 Douglas DCI0 45,600 120

The above table demonstrates that, although the new generation of
turbo-fan engines will produce approximately three times the take-off
thrust of the present day turbo-fans, the noise levels are expected to
be guite comparable—in fact slightly less.

Engine manufacturers are undertaking considerable expenditure on
the research effort to produce less noisy engines. Noise reduction has
now been given a higher rating in the prime deésign objectives of manu-
facturers of the new jet engines.

The new attitude to the development of future engine design is
commended and should be pursued most vigorously. These matters are
extremely technical and the Committee is confident that the expertise
so apparant in the aircraft industry wili ensure their adoption for our
own R P T fleet at the earliest opportunity.

An added impetus to this development has been the introduction of
aircraft noise certification to limits set by 1 C A 0. An explanatory graph
i5 inchuded as Appendix M.

Ajrcraft manufacturing countries, including Britain and the us 4,
have passed domestic legislation enabling their aviation authorities to
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prescribe noise certification standards (U s 4 Federal Aviation Regula-
tion No. 36 and United Kingdom Air Navigation (Noise Certification )
Order 1970 No. 823),

Though not a manufacturer of large civil turbo-jet aircraft, Australia
will, however, need to take local regulatory action to put the 1CAQ
requirements into effect after a new annex has been issued and becomes
effective. This is not expected to occur before August 1971.

Australia is obliged to recognise international conventions on this
matter but separate certification for Australia is inappropriate at this
stage., The Committee considers that Austraila should be represented
on the 1¢ 4 0 body being established to formulate future developments
in noise certification.

The Department of Civil Aviation should press for the reduction
of noise certification limits and pursue a relentless course of imposing
restrictions on any airline whose aircraft repeatedly exceed acceptable
noise standards.

The Committee, recognising that existing aircraft will be operational
for many years, examined the feasibility, cost and effectiveness of fitting
some form of silencing or mufffing material to existing jet engines. This
is known as ‘retrofit’ and proposals included exhaust and intake noise
suppressors. These devices appear to be only marginally effective,
increase the aircraft weight, reduce engine efficiency and are quite
costly.

The 1¢ A © special meeting on Aircraft Noise held at Montreal in
November 1969 discussed in detail the problems associated with
‘retrofitting’. It concluded that such action would involve technical,
economic and regulatory problems of great magnitude and that there
was not yet sufficient reliable data available to enable soundly based
decisions to be made.

In the case of Boeing 707 aircraft, used for international operation
by Australia’s major overseas airline, evidence given indicated a capital
cost of $900,000 to $1,100,000 per aircraft for a quiet nacelle retrofit
kit, estimated by 1 ¢ A 0 to achieve noise reduction of up to 4 EpNdB on
take-off and up to 15 EpNds on approach. Additional operating costs
in the case of the company involved would be up to $7.3m per year
which is more than its 1968-69 net operating profit of $7.1m.

The B727 and DC9 aircraft used by Australia’s major domestic air-
lines are also fitted with noisy jet engines, for which actual retrofit cost
figures are not available. However from evidence of a recently com-
pleted programme of research, carried out by the Rohr Corporation of
California, into the economic feasibility of maodifying existing aircraft,
it was concluded that refrofitting of domestic jet aircraft is not
economically feasible.
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Lan se Plannin

Areas adjacent to airports, particularly those immediately within the
flight corridors for landing and take-off, will inevitably be subjected to
a noise nuisance detrimental to living conditions.

Ideally, airports should be of sufficient size and lecated in such areas
that a natural buffer zone of space insulates the neighbouring residential
community from noise exposure.

In seeking the most effective method by which the conflict between
the requirements of modern air transport and occupiers of nearby land
may be resolved, the Cominittee invariably came back to appropriate
land use zoning as the key to the problem.

1t is conceivabie that a limited amount of further reduction in engine
noise is technically possible at a price in both initial cost and economy
of performance, and some attenuation is also feasible by adding to the
complexity of operating techniques by pilots, but of course, complete
elimination of noise is impracticable. The Committee finds that through-
out the world the solution is being sought in land use planning.

The 1cac Report of the Special Meefing on Aircraft Noise in the
Vicinity of Aerodromes published in December 1969 (I ¢ a ¢ Document
8857 Noise (1969) Montreal, Canada) notes that

the Meeting did agree on the desirability of the following general

recommendation, vijz:-—
that States should take action to ensure that, to the extent it is
practicable, the uses of land for aerodromes and in the vicinity of
aerodromes be optimised through comprehensive planning so as to
attain mutual compatibility with regard to aircraft noise exposure,
other effects on the local community, and the recognised interests
on the development of civil aviation,

The aircraft industry has undertaken considerable expenditure to
reduce the noise at its source, as well as accepting a pay load penalty,
The operators have accepted considerable increased operational costs
together with inconvenience in respect of ground and air procedures
aimed at attenuation of noise in the vicinity of airports. Service air-
cratt do not conform in the same degree to these procedures, The
Department of Civil Aviation has undertaken extensive research into
appraisal of noise nuisance associated with operating and ground run-up
procedures.

In contrast, municipal authorities, who control airport neighbour-
hoods, have not kept pace over the last decade with developing
problems and taken effective steps to reduce necise exposure by appro-
priate planning.
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The Comumittee finds that an appropriate land use policy is the most
likely answer to reducing noise nuisance. However, insufficient attention
has been given by municipal, State and Commonwealth authorities to
the zoning of areas in the vicinity of airports to ensure compatibility
with civil aviation operations.

The initiative in this area lies with those respossible for town
planning and supervision of urban development, i.e. with State Govern-
ments. These authorities must be supported by Local Government
authorities in full consoltation with the Department of Civil Aviation.

The two photographs—7Fig. 10.1 and Fig. 10.2 (Essendon airport
epvirons 1948 and 1968) demonstrate most clearly the problem con-
fronting the community in airport neighbourhoods. The photo Fig. 10.1,
shows development around Essendon in 1948 to be sparse and
resembles, in a general way, the situation around Tullamarine Alrport
at present. Fig. 10.2, shows development twenty years later in 19638
when Essendon Airport has become embedded in intensively developed
residential areas so exposed to aircraft noise as to be incompatible
with the operation of a major airport,

Similar extremes of development in airport neighbourhoods in Aus-
tralia today are exemplified by Meibourne (Tullamarine) Airport with
its vast areas of surrounding rural properties and Sydney Airport in the
midst of an intensive residential land use with high population density.

It is not possible to lay down in simple terms a detailed statement for
guiding Tand use policies which can be applied to all communities. State
Planning Authorities have indicated that land use zoning should be put
into practice immediately at all existing airports to prevent any intensi-
fication of the density of residential development.

The Commitiee has already recommended that the N E 7 system of the
United States of America Federal Aviation Authority be adopted in Aus-
tralia. 1t is once again emphasised that the associated land use classifica-
tions are based on an American concept and are meant only as a guide
for planning. The classifications only reflect the relative sensitivity to
aircraft noise exposure and define, by coarse gradation, stages of com-
patibility of different land use with airport operation. Each planning
authority in Australia will need to develop its own classification.

Zoning shounld have the statutory basis of State Government enact-
ment and not be subject {o unco-ordinated change by local authorities.
For example, the present intention enunciated by the Victorian Govern-
ment in regard to Tullamarine envirens needs the backing of legisiation
to ensure avoidance of fater change to incompatible vse which would
result in the sort of problem that now exists arcund Essendon, Sydney,
and to a lesser extent around Perth, Adelaide, Brisbane and Darwin
Alrports.

The Committee commends the various State Planning Authorities
for the constructive thought given to forward planning., For its par-
ticular meed the Nsw State Planning Authority has appointed =z
specialist town planner experienced in airport neighbourhood planning.
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in its publication Sydney Region Outline Plan 1970 to 2000 A.D., it
proposed the expansion of Sydney Airport to include runways at Towra
Point so that most aircraft take-offs and approaches would be either
over the sea or over Botany Bay, rather than over residential areas.
This proposal was intended to avoid building paratlel runways on the
inadequate area available at the existing site and to reduce the noise
nuisance from the increasing number of jet aircraft movements expected
in the future.

Very little information is available in Australia regarding insulation
of residential buildings against aircraft noise. Fxperimental work
carried out in respect of large commercial buildings indicates that the
achievement of a worthwhile reduction would be costly but nevertheless
merits serious consideration in areas of acute noise disturbance.

The normal fibrous insulation against temperature change is not
effective against the penetration of noise unless sheathed with im-
pervious material.

The fellowing preliminary estimates give some idea of the costs
involved in providing double glazing of windows, solid outer doors,
blocking off ventilators and solid barsier in roof construction:

(1) New 11 inch brick residence with 6 inch reinforced concrete
roof—%§1,960.

(2) New 10 inch brick veneer residence with “Woodtex’ msulation
over a plaster ceiling under a tiled roof—3§1,120.

(3) Existing 11 inch brick or 10 inch brick vencer residence with
% inch plasterboard over existing ceiling under a tiled roof-—
$1,850.

{(4) Existing 4 inch timber walled residence similarly treated-—
$1,850,

‘The effectiveness of these treatments would vary from a possible
reduction of 25 dBaA in existing buildings up to 45 dsa in new brick
construction and would, to that degree, alleviate neise for indoor living.

To attain a worthwhile result in areas of acute noise it is essential
to seal off interiors from outside noise. This in turn calls for mechanical
ventilation for which an economic unit could be designed readily at an
approximate cost of $150 per room. If full air conditioning, with
ducted distribution to living areas, was required to achieve optimum
results the cost could be as much as $4,000 for an average 12 square
home.

While it is most desirable that local Councils should issue warnings
to persons seeking permission to build and include suitable noise insula-
tion techniques in building codes for all areas of acute noise sensitivity,
there is some difficulty in modifying existing dwellings owing to the
structural types of Australian buildings. Many are too old to warrant the
expense and/or are so constructed as to render effective insulation
against noise impossible.



10.4 Consultative
LCommitiees on
Moise Abatemeni

The Committee considered the experience of schemes for insulation
in other parts of the world but found that they were not applicable
to Australia owing to consfruction of houses and mode of living,

In London (Heathrow Airport) where a subsidy scheme was intro-

duced the community response has been poor; only 10-15 per cent of
the 4,000 people whe qualified for assistance having taken advantage
of the offer.
Following the recommendation of this Commitiee in its Tnterim Report
of August 1969, the Department of Civil Aviation has established Air-
port Noise Abatement Committees in noise sensitive areas. This has
been done at key airports. The Committees, comprising representatives
of airline companies, the Department of Civil Aviation, State Planning
Authorities, the Federation of Airline Pilots and Municipalities, are
now meeting regularly under the chairmanship of senior Department
of Civil Aviation cofficers who also supply secretarial services.

The terms of reference of the Committees include:
informing the public regarding airport and aircraft operations,
liaison with airlines and community groups,

discussing problems involving the community and afrport
operations,

— acting as a clearing house for complaints,
- recommending additional investigation into local noise problems.

‘The Committees are already performing a worthwhile public relations
role in bringing together around the same table the aviation industry
and representatives of airport communities. Noise Information Centres
have been set up at major airports to provide complaint centres and to
facilitate collecting and processing all inquiries about aircraft noise,

The Committees and the Noise Information Centres have made
progress in examining noise abatement programmes and dispelling
doubt about the effort being directed towards alleviation. They have
ensured a better understanding of the situation and problems con-
fronting the Department of Civil Aviation and the air transport industry.

it is considered that proceedings should not be conducted on a con-
fidential basis, that the composition of Committees should remain
relatively small and that they can serve a useful purpose in a consuita-
tive capacity on matters concerning airport development.

Elsewhere in this Report mention i3 made of aircraft noise monitoring
and the Committee suggests that accurate and regular records of moni-
toring, where carried out, should be supplied to the relevant Airport
Noise Abatement Committees for information and comment.

43



11.1 General

11.2 Control In
respect to Places
Acquired for Public
Purposes

11.3 Interstate
and International
Aviation

11.4 International
obligations
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1M Constitutional
fov

owers to Legislate
e Control of . |

The Constitution does not give to the Commonwealth an express power
over civil aviation. Its interests in the development of the industry are
maintained by reason of the power of the National Parliament to make
laws with respect to interstate and overseas trade and commerce,
external affairs and the Territories of the Commonwealth,

The principal airports in Australia are established on land acquired by
the Commonwealth. Section 52 (1) of the Constitution provides—
32. The Parliament shall, subject to this Constitution, have exclusive
power to make laws for the peace, order, and good government of the
Commonwealth with respect to—-

(i} The seat of government of the Commonwealth, and ail places
acquired by the Commonwealth for public purposes.

Consequently it would appear that the Commonwealth can legislate for
the control of noise made by atrcraft on or over that area,

However such legislation can only be applied to airports owned by
the Commonwealth. In another part of this report reference is made to
the noise certification requirement of countries manufacturing aircraft
which the Commonwealth is obliged to accept because of treaty obliga-
tions. There can be no advantage atfained in utilising power available
under 52 (1) at present.

Under Section 51 (1) the Commonwealth has power to make laws for
the regulation of interstate aviation and flights to and from other
countries, for providing aviation facilities such as airports and
navigational aids.

it should be noted that only the States have the dual legal power
to deal with purely intra-state aviation.

The Commonwealth has control over importation of aircraft.
Although this might prevent the entry of an aircraft which generated
noise above a certain level it would not extend to the later modifications
of such an aircraft.

Under Section 51 {XXIX), the Commonwealth has power to make
laws in order to carry out any international convention to which Aus-
tralia is a party. As a party to the Chicago Convention of 1944 Aus-
tralia is required to collaborate in securing the highest practicable
degree of uniformity in regulations, standards, procedures and organisa-
tion in relation to aircraft, personnel, atrways and auxiliary services o
improve air navigation.



11.5 The Air
Navigation Act of
1920

11.5 Supersonic
aperations

11.7 Claims for
damage

Such amendments as might be adopted by 1 ¢ A0 in regard to rules
of the air and air traffic control practices, airworthiness of aircraft, and
‘such other matters concerning the safety regularity and efficiency of
air navigation as may from time to time appear appropriate’ would
require supporting legislation. There is no Annex to the Convention as
yet on aircraft noise and as a consequence there is no power under this
heading by which the Commonwealth may override the sovereign
powers of the States in respect of land under their control.

[1.5.}, THE AIR NAVIGATION ACT OF 1920 with subsequent amend-
ments, is the main source of regulatory power at the disposal of the
Commonwealth. While action residing in the Department of Civil
Aviation In respect of operating and other procedures has been used to
provide some relief from noise nuisance over built up areas, no Com-
monwealth power is available to control such nuisanse through land
use pianning in the neighbourhoods adjacent to airports. Commonwealth
legislative power is inadequate to deal with problems of aircraft noise
resulting in noise nuisance, personal injury and/or property damage.
Responsibility in these matters cannot be identified and separated from
that of the States in such a way as to exclude transgressing the powers
of State and/or Local Government instrinmentalities.

[§.52. THE POWER TO ISSUE PERMITs under Regulation 320a of the
Air Navigation Act is available to regulate activities of aircraft on air-
ports so as to reduce the incidence of noise. After consultation with
the airline companies arrangements have been reached for restricting
the night time arrival and departure of jet aircraft at certain airports and
also the night time ground running of aircraft engines at airports. In
the case of Commonwealth airports these conditions could, if found
necessary, be formally imposed as conditions for the use of aivports
so making any breach of these conditions an offence.

Where the person or persons causing a noise that might constitute a
nuisance or annoyance is a lessee, the Commonwealth, as lessor, has
certain rights within the boundaries of its property.

Air Navigation Regulations prohibit the flying of aircraft in such a
manner as is likely to cause avoidable damage to property. If civil
supersonic flight with its accompanying significant impact known as
‘boomy’ is sought within Australia, the Commonwealth wili be able to
regulate supersonic operations by measures directed to the prevention
of discomfort and inconvenience of persons on the ground, and to the
prevention of damage to surface property.

Proceedings by a plaintiff seeking a legal remedy in respect of alleged
nuisance in the form of noise made by aircraft have not as yet been
litigated. Tt would appear that nuisance must amount to an inconvenience
materially infringing the physical comfort of human existence to become
actionable at law and that liability attaches to the person who actively
creates it. In certain circumstances the occupier of the land may be
held liable. 1t is however a defence to an action for nuisance that a
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11.8 Conclusion
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statute authorises the particular activity and that this activity inevitably
involves the creation of a nuisance.

It is felt that this defence is open to the Commonwealth in respect
of airports within its controt.

The Civil Aviation Damage by Alrcraft Act 1958 (Commonwealth)
does not have any application to nuisance by noise not causing direct
physical injury or property damage.

The State Acts provide for a right to damages without proof of
negligence where loss or damage is caused by an aircraft or articles
falling therefrom to persons or property on the surface. However the
State Acts first declare that no action lies in respect of frespass or
nuisance by reason only of the flight of an aircraft over any property.

In the case of proceedings against the operator of an aircraft in
regard to noise produced in flight, an adequate defence appears to be
that the noise in question could be demonstrated to be ‘an ordinary
incident of the flight’. Action could only be taken against the Common-
wealth if the aircraft in question was the property of the Common-
wealth and then the same defence is applicable.

Generally it seems unlikely that the problem of aircraft noise may be
satisfactorily solved by legislative action on the part of the
Commonweatth.

A, A, BUCHANAN, m.P.

Chairman
October 1970



nendices







Curfew

international
Civil Aviation
Organisation

Appendix A References and Briefing
Material

AIRCRAFT.

Aljrport curfew holds back our aviation development. 1 p.
Extract from Afrcrafi, vol. 48, no. 8, May 1969.

QANTAS.

A list of night operating restrictions for noise reasons.
Sydney, 1969. 6 pp.

ICAQO SPECIAL MEETING ON AIRCRAFT NOISE IN THE VICINITY OF
AERODROMES, Montreal, 1969.

Australian brief.

ICAO SPECIAL MEETING ON AIRCRAFT NOISE IN VICINITY OF
AERODROMES, Montreal, 1969.

Delegate’s report. 11 pp.

Summary of recommendations. 11 pp.

J.eader of the Delegation: J. H. Harper.

1CAQ SPECIAL MEETING ON ATRCRAFT NOISE IN THE VICINITY OF
AERODROMES, Montreal, 1961,

Report.

Chairman: §. H. Harper.

Doc. 8857. Noise (1969)".

ICAC

Material relevant to technological developments and programmes concerned
with lessening aircraft noise.

IC A Q-Assembly,

Introduction into Commercial Service of Supersonic Aircraft Noise in the vicinity
of aerodromes,

(Presented by Australia.) 4 pp.
Draft resolution. {Presented by Australia.) 1 p.

At head of titles:

Agenda item 16: Consideration of any proposals arising from the annual reports
or any other reports of the Council to the Assembly.

Agenda item 20: Consideration of any proposals arising from those parts of the
Annual reports or from any other veports to the Council referred by the
Plenary to the Technical Commission.

AL6-WP/T8. EX/24, TE/10. 9/5/6%".

INTERNATIONAL CIVIL AVIATION  ORGANIZATION — FErecutive
Commiteee,

Aircraft noise in the vicinity of airports. 3 pp.

At head of title:

Agenda ifem 16; Consideraticn of any proposals arising from the annuzl reports
or any other reports of the Council to the Assembly.
‘Presented by the Chairman of the Execntive Committee’.
‘AT6-WP/147, p/37. 18/9/68%.
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ANSETT AIRLINES OF AUSTRALIA,
Boeing 727 noise contour for Sydney KS.

MNorth Essendon, Vic., 1970,
Letter and map.

AUSTRALIA—Department of Civil Aviation.
{Correspondence on Aircraft Noise.}

Contents: History of proposed Strath Park School Site to the north of Hssendon
Ajrport—ILS installation programme for Awustralian airports as atf
April 1969--Estimatles of number of houses . . . entitled to a subsidy
at Sydney {Kingsford-Smith) and Essendon Airports if the London
scheme were applied—Information supplied by Br D. Carr of the
Perth, Metropolitan Regional Planning Authority concerning land
around Perth Airport—Housing information in respect to Adelaide
Adrport, being within the 110 ¥ML of a Boeing 727 . . .

AUSTRALIA-—Departinent of Works.
Neise in buildings; Commonwealth Building Research Exhibit. [Melbourne, n.d.}

AUSTRALIA—Laws, statlites, elc.

Air Navigation (buildings control) Regulations.
(Statntory rules: 1966, no. 6.)

Regulations under the Air Navigation Act 1920-563.
~Amendments.

{Statutory rules: 1967, no. 66.)

Regulations under the Air Navigation Act 1920-1966.

AUSTRALIAN BUILDING SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY, vol 6, no. 5,
May 1966.

{Official journal Building Science Forum of Australia,
MELBOURNE AIRPORT (Tullamarine), map only.

NEW SOUTH WALES—Departiment of the Valuer-General.

Sutherland Street totals.

Svdney, 1969.

3 pp. letter, maps, tables.

Fand values in the Kurnell areas.

AUSTRALIA—Department of Civil Aviation.

Noise exposure forecasts,

Maps.

Contents: Adelaide
Brishane
Darwin

Hobart-Cambridge
Melbourne—Fssendon and Tullamarine
Perth

Sydney

AARCN, Irving D. plaintiff.

Irving ©. Aaron et al., plaintiffs, versus City of Los Angeles, a municipal
corporation, defendant, Theld in] Superior Court of the State of California for
the County of Los Angeles.

No. 837 799—memorandum opinion.



Miscellaneous

AEROSERVICE.

Noise exclusion clause; aircraft and airport operators—primary and excess
linbility policies. Archerfield, Queensland, 196%. 2 pp.

AUSTRALIA—Department of Civil Aviation,
Recent United States decision on aircraft noise (from 1962). 3 pp.

AUSTRALIAN COUNCIL OF TRADE UNIONS.

[Copy of a letter of further evidence and detail of compensation claim: R. G.
Cook v. Commonwealth of Australia.] Carlton, 1969. 9 pp.

AIRPORT maps; Sydney, Melbourne, Brishane, Adelaide, Perth, Hobart,
Canberra.

AUSTRALIA—Department of Civil Aviation.

[Advice on aircraft accidents arising from observation of noise abatement pro-
cedures in Australia, USA, UK.] Ip.

AUSTRALIA—Department of Civil Aviation.

[information on Los Angeles Aircraft Noise Abatement Co-ordinating Com-
mitiees—suggestion for structure and functions of Awustralian Airport Noise
Abatement Committees.] Melbourne, 1969, 2 pp.

AUSTRALIA—Department of Civil Aviation,

Preliminary thinking for setting up Airport Noise Abatement Co-ordinating (or
consultative) Commiftees, where so required. 1 p.

AUSTRALIA. Commonwealth Parliamentary Library—~Research Service.

Motes on aircraft noise and investigation into its abatement. [Canberra, n.d.]
12 pp.

JOURNAL OF THE TOWN PLANNING INSTITUTE, vol. 55, no. 4, April
1969.
London, Town Planning Institute, 1969, pp. 139-184.

MURRAY, N. E.

Adrcraft noise around Sydney Airport, by N. E. Murray, R. A. Plesse and L 5,
Docherty. Sydney.

Commonwealth Acoustic Laboratories, 1957,

41 pp. fold. map, diagrs, tables.

(Commonwealth Acoustic Laboratories, Report cal, 11, July 1957.}

PUBLICATIONS of Aircraft Noise held by caL.

Bibliography with Abstracts (with Addenda).
Commonwealth Acoustic Laboratories—Sydney.
Bibliographical Report No. 5, May 1968, 1. Cordell,

QANTAS AIRWAYS.

Alrcraft noise review. February 1969,
27 pp. diagrs.
ROSE, J. AL

Growing problems of aircraft noise. [n.p., n.d.]
i1 pp. illus.
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Operational

SOME Aspects of the Aircraft Noise Problem in the Vicinity of Sydney
(Kingsford-Smith) Airport.

Doctoral Thesis C. £. Mather Dept of Architectural Science. The University of
Sydney,
{Not held at Parliamentary Library.)

SYDNEY (KINGSFORD-SMITH) AIRPORT.
Staff employed by various employers (excluding pea). See sheet (6). 7 pp.

WESTERN AUSTRALIA—Parliament—ZLegislative Assembly.

Letter on aircraft noise and comments in respect of the various headings under
whichk the Select Committee on Aircraft Noise will inguire into and report
upon the general subject of aircraft noise. Perth, 1969. 2 pp.

NOISE and vibration bulleting a weekly digesi; 12, 19 March 1970, {London]
Multi-Science Pub. Co. 1970. pp. 168-186.

AUSTRALIA—Department of Civil Aviation.

Summary of aircraft noise tests conducted by Department of Civil Aviation
at Moorabin Airport. 1 p.

AUSTRALIA—Deparnment of Civil Aviation.

re House of Representatives Selecr Committee on Aircraft noise,

Letter: ‘It is not expected that B747 scheduled services will pass through Port
Moresby (Jacksons) before the mid 1970s.

Dated 14.7.69,

AUSTRALIA—Department of Civil Aviation.
re House of Representatives Select Conumitiee on Aircraft Noise.
Letter: ‘On the normal tolerances of an aireraft making an approach on an

instrument landing system.’
Dated 30.12.68.

AMERICAN METAL MARKET.

Alrport concept detailed.
Extract from American Metal Marker. Tuesday, 28 January 1969,

AUSTRALIA—Depariment of Civil Aviation.

Furopean glide slopes,

1. Glide slopes at London (Heathrow} and London (Gatwick),
2. Steepest glide slope in Europe—DNaples Airport—3.6°.

GREAT BRITAIN-—RBoard of Trade.

Action against aircraft noise, prepared by the Board of Trade and the Central
Office of Information.
London, anvso, 1968, 16 pp.

LERNER, Lawrence,

Scrap every New York airport and substifle one mega-airport and harbor 3
miles out to sea.

Extract {from Saphier Lerner Schindler Environetics Division of Litton Industries,
pp.-104-106.

ODELL, Albert H.

Tet noise at John ¥, Kennedy International Airport. pp, 162-167.

Extract from United States—Office of Science and Technology-—ler Aircraft
Noise Panel. Alleviation of jet aircraft noise near airports; a report.

Washington, Govt Print, Of., 1966.
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CQANTAS—-Sydney Airport Noise Abaternent Commitiee.
Noise displaced landing threshhold, Runway 16, Sydney Airport. Sydney, 196597

UNITED STATES—Federal Aviation Agency.

Graph: Perceived noise level contours for take-offs of light aircraft.
1 fold. leaf.

UNITED STATES-—Office of Science and Technology—Jet Aircraft Noise Panel,

Alleviation of jet aircraft noise near airports; a report.

Extract: pp. 1.9.

Contents: Panel members—Report of the Panel—Principal conclusions-Principal
recommendations.

AIRPORTS INTERNATIONAL.

Largest detuner installation.
Circle rsE no. 22.
Extract from Airports International, January 1969, pp. 2.

AUSTRALIA—Department of Civil Aviation,

Letter: dated 27.10.69.
Jet and Piston Engine Freighters; [graphs].
Melbourne. 5 pp.

AUSTRALIA—Department of Civil Aviation.

Report on Avalon, Berwick and Mangalore Alirports, April 1969, noise abate-
ment procedures.

[Melbournel 1969.

lv. (varicus pagings) fold. maps.

BRITISH AIRCRAFT CORPORATION,
Concorde; an aide memoire; (by) British Aircraft Corporation [and] Sud
Aviation, France, London, [n.d.] 10 pp.

CIVIL ATR ATTACK’, Washington, 1968.
QOctober 1968. 5 pp.

CLARKE, Basil.

‘The much-maligned sonic boom came of age on 14 October 1968, and this
affords and opportenity to take a long look and listen what supersonic flight
has meant and will mean to people in all walks of life.

Extract from Air B P, no, 44, pp. 28-25.

FLIGHT INTERNATIONAL.
Noise; the unwanted sound. 11 June 1970, pp. 965-979,

GENERAIL ELECTRIC COMPANY.

The CF6. [Brochure giving a general description of the General Flectric CF6
Turbofan engine.]

‘General Electrics high bypass turbofan for the McDonnell Douglas DC-10

Trijet’.
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY.

The CF6 story; effective fan noise stppression. 2 pp.

‘General Electrics high bypass turbofan for the McDonnell Douglas DC-10
Trijet’.
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GENERAL FLECTRIC COMPANY.

The CF$ story; turbofan noise reduction program. _

‘General Flectrics high bypass turbofan for the McDonnell Douglas DC-10
Trijet.”

GERBER (Oskar).

{Additional information concerning the noise contours with the ground engine
running Gerber noise suppression facilities at Zurich.] 3 pp.

GREAT BRITAIN—Parliament—House of Commons. Technology—Sonic boom
tests (Complaints).

Mr Whitaker asked ihe Minister of Technology to make a statement on the
results of the sonic boom tests.

Mr Benn replied.

Extract from House of Commons—FHansard pp. 370-372, 17 December 1968—
Written answers.

HAMBURG AIRPORT.

World Alrports’. November 1961.
Noise-proof hall at Hamburg. 3 pp.
HUNTER, Fred S,

L a X studies house insulation as way to decrease jet noise; also experiments with
glass fiber sound shield to cut engine noise on night runups.
Extract from AA.

INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON THE REDUCTION OF NOISE AND
DISTURBANCE CAUSED BY CIVIL AIRCRAFT, London, 1966,

Adrcraft noise; report. London, B M s ¢, 1967,

At head of title: Board of Trade.

Chairman: Roy Mason.

KRYTER, Karl D.

Sonic booms from supersonic transport; the operation of supersonic transport is
considered in the light of the effects of sonic booms on people.

Extract from Science, vol. 163, pp. 359-367. 24 January 1969,

MYERS, David.

Otologic diagnosis and the treatment of deafness, by David Myers [and others].

Extract from Clinical Svmposia, vol, 14, no. 2, April-May-June 1962, pp. 39-73.

MURRAY, M. E.

Aircraft take off and landing noise annoyance criteria, by N. E. Murray and
R. A. Plesse. Sydney, Commonwealth Acoustic Laboratories, 1964.

16 pp. diagr., tables.

(Commonwealih Acoustic Laboratories. Report caL: 22, kMay 1964).

NUSSBAUMER, W.

New Swissair noise suppression installation for long range jet aircraft at Zuyrich
Alrport. 4 pp.

At head of title: zri Airport: September 23, 1968, Tus/NU/be.

SOUND -+ IMAGE

Hamburg Airport suppresses jet noise. Eindhoven, 1967,

Extract from Sound 4+ Image, 2 October 1967. pp. 4.

SWITZERILAND—Federal Laboratory for Testing Material and Research.

Shorthaul—MNoise suppression installation of SWISSAIR.



United Kingdom

Heading on letter: Acceptance test of Swissair Noise Suppression Installation of
4 Engine Long range jet aircraft.

TABLE of comparative noise levels [from different sources in the environmentl.
1

UNITED STATES—Department of Transportation—Office of Noise Abatement.

Summary status report, Federal Alrcraft MNoise Abatement Program. 1 April
1968. Washington, pC 1968,

UMITED STATES- Department of the Interior—Special Study Group on Noise
and Sonic Boom in Relation to Man.
Report to the Secretary. [Washington, n.d.] 52 pp.

UNWITED ETATHS—Federal Aviation Administration.
Comment time on noise rule extended by raa/por; [graphs]. 2 pp.

At head of title: Faa Information.
Area code 202-962-6461.

UNITED STATES—Federal Aviation Administration.

Moise standards: aircrafl type certifications; noise of proposed rude making,
[Washington, 196%.1 13 pp.

(As published in the Federal Register [34 FR 433) on 11 Japuary 1969.)

YAFFEE, Michael L.

Faa noise cerfification seen inevitable; however unsolved issues include how
transport soand levels will be reduced and how the reductions will be financed.

Transport noise reduction: part 1.

Extract from Aviarion Week & Space Technology, 25 Navember 1963, pp. 39-50.

YAFFEE, Michael L.

Quiet engine search focuses on nacelles; acoustical treatment viewed as least costly
means of reducing noise; retrofit of four-engine jet seen requiring $545,500,

Fransport noise reduction: part 2.

Exitract from Aviation Week & Space Technology, 2 December 1968, pp. 61-72,

ZURICH INTER-COMTINENTAL AIRPORT.
Engine mufflers for maintenance runs.}

Extract from the 1967 Annual report of the Zurich Inter-Continental Alirport.
pp. 19-20.

GREAT BRITAIN-—Commitiee on the Problem of Noise. Moise; final report.
Fondon, pMso, 1963.

{Reprinted 1968.)

{Cmnd. 2056.)

Chairman: 5ir Alan Wilson,

GREAT BRITAIN—Parliamentary commissioner for Administration.

Second report. Session 1967-63. London, HMS0, 1967.
11 pp-
Parliamentary Commissioner for Administration: Edmund Compton.
GREAT BRITAIN—Social Survey of Aircraft Nolise.
Annoyance Around London (Heathrow) Airport.
Questionnaire used for 1961
21 op.

GREAT BRITAIN—Sccial Survey of the Effects of Aircrvaft Noise around
Heathrow.
Terms of reference and questicnnaire for 1967,
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McKEMNNELL, A, C.

Aircraft noise annoyance around London (Heathrow) Airport; a survey made
in 1861 for the Wilson Commiitiee on the problem of noise. [London] Central
Office of Information, 1963,

-------- ~Appendices, [London] Central Office of Information, 1963,

NOISE abatement—Heathrow. 2 pp.
The NOISE number index (NNI) 1 p.

SURREY—County Council,

MNoise at Gatwick Airport. fold. map.

Chairman; Howard Roberts,

Extract from the Report of the Surrey Town and Country Planning Committee
presented to the County Council at their meeting on 30 April 1968,



Appendix B

index of Evidence

Where practicable the iranscript page numbers of the major evideance relevant
to each heading are shown. Evidence relevant to certain headings may occur

in many places in the transcript but these are not identified in this index.

VARIOUS AIRPORTS

Evidence on aspects of the Committee’s terms of reference was taken in relation
to the following airports:

P 1121 : P 3430
P 1165
P 1168
Pit71
P1113
P 10352

P 1541
P 1541
P 1583
P 1570
P 1588

P 1578
P 2231
P 2269
P 2276

P o34
P 634

P 293
P 1253

P 481
P 360
P 584
Poli
P6io

P 3242-84
P 3250
P 2007
P 2007
P 2066
P 2104
P2218
P 2226
P 2224
P 2226
P 2226
P 2503

Sydney
Bankstown
Camden
Hoxton Park
Pelican Point
Williamtown
Richmond
Essendon
Melbourne (Tullamarine)
Berwick
Moorabbin
Mangalore
Point Cook
Laverton
Avalon
Brishane
Archerfield
Coolangatta
Amberley
Mt Isa
Adelaide
Parafield
Edinburgh
Perth
Fandakot
Pearce
Hobart
Launceston
Devonpart
Wynyard
Queenstown
Darwin
Alice Springs
Port Moreshy
Goreka
Madang

Lae

Rabautl
Kavieng
Momote (Manus Island}
Wewak

Mt Hagen
Canberra
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DEPARTMENT OF CIVIL AVIATION
In-flight noise abatement procedures
ground run-up noise abatement procedures.
Relative ‘noisiness’ of various engine types.
Noilse Abatement Committees {the ‘Airport Noise Comunitiees’),
Flight paths arrangements, e.g. p. 4143,
Technotogical aspects and problems associated with noise abatement.

DEPARTMENT OF AIR, DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY,
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY

Fvidence similar to Department of Civil Aviation which comes within their
furisdiction, e.g. p. 92,

AIRLINE OPERATORS

Technological possibilities and limitations for noise abatement, e.g. p. 134,
Economic effects of proposals for noise abatement, e.g. p. 1837,

Measures taken by airline operators for nolse abatement, e.g. p. 3704
COMMONWEALTH ACOUSTIC LABORATORIES

Psycho-acoustical aspects of aircraft noise, ¢.g. p. 3778,
Physiological effects of aircrafi noise nuisance, e.g. p. 3778,
Hearing conservation programmes, e.g, p, 3778.

VARIOUS METROPOLITAN TOWN PLANNERS

Tand use compatibility in airport neighbourhcods and related problems, e.g.
p. 1687, p. 2764,

YARIOUS MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES

MNature and extent of complaints received, 2.g. p. 4017,

Suggested solutions for noise abatement problems which confront municipalities
in the neighbourhood of airports, e.g. p. 4264

Effect on homes, schools, hospitals and individuals.

VARIOUS LIGHT AIRCRAFT OWNERS AND

OPERATORS ASSOCIATIONS

Problems which aircraft noise abatement procedures cause to their membership.
VARIOUS TRADE UNIONS AND PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATIONS

Problems that aircraft noise cause to their membership.
Problems which nolse abatement reguirements cause to their memnbership.

YVARIOUS PROGRESS ASSOCIATIONS
Evidence relating io the extent of nuisance caused by afreraft noise.
BUILDING INSULATION

Evidence relating to the cost, effectiveness and feasibility of insulating residential
dwellings in airceraft noise affected areas, e.g. p. 3909, p. 4194,

LEGAL

Lvidence relating to the relative power of Commonwealth, State and Local
Governments to institufe nolse abatement procedures either by legislation or
administrative ararngements, e.g. p. 1000, p. 4400,

VARIOUS MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

Extent and nature of complaints lodged by their constituents,
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Appendix F Units and Standards used in
Sound and Noise Evaluation

Noise measurements can be made for many purposes but are unsually related io
subjective effects or judgements. The units are chosen to scale these effects and
therefore are based on an approximation of human perception, which in this
and other fields usuaily have a logarithmic reiationship.

(1) THE DECIBEL

The term decibel is used in many fields when there is a need to express in a
logarithmic form the ratio between two values and, strictly speaking, the kind
of decibel should be stated whenever this term is used.

Even in the field of acoustics the decibel is used to express the results of
measurements for:

{a) Sound Pressure Level {spL)

(b) Sound Level

£c) Sound Power Level

(d) Sound Intensity Level.

The inciusion of the word ‘Level’ indicates that an arbitrary zero has been
selected and, for each unit, all other levels are related to the respective zero
in the manner shown in the following series of formulae:

{a) Sound Pressure Level
SPL =20 log,, P
Py
where p, = 2 X 10~% Newtons per square metre (N/m?) r.m.s. (sometimes
referred to as 0.0002 dynes/sq cm or 0.0002 microbar)

and p == r.n.s. pressure of the sound in question in N/m?2

See 150 Recominendation RI3I 1959 () ‘Expression of the Physical and
Subjective Magnitudes of Sound or Noise’.

{(b) Sound Level

The term ‘Sound Level is used to describe measurements which allow partly
for the variations in the judgement of subjective loudness for sounds of different
frequencies. Measurements made using the weighting networks of the standard
sound level meter {a, 8 and ¢} are referred to as ‘sound levels’, The results of
such measurements should be quoted in (dsa) (dsm) etc. depending on which
welghting network is used.

(¢) Sound Power Level
Sound Power Level = 10 logy, P in decibels
7
(i}
wherg P = the sound power in question

P {reference Sound Power) — 1012 Watt {1 picowatt).

el

See asz44-—1969 ‘Expression of the Power and Intensity Levels of Scound or
MNoise'.
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{d) Sound Intensiry Level
Sound Intensity Level = 10 logy, /
I

b}
where / — sound infensity in gquestion

I, (reference sound intensity) == 10-I12W/m?2 ([0-16W/cm?3)

See aszd44—1969 ‘Expression of the Power and Intensity lLevels of Sound or
MNoise’,

{2) HERTZ

The frequency of sound (akin lo sensation of pitch) is guoted in ‘hertz’ and
this term replaces the formerly used expression ‘cycles per second’

(3) THE PHON

The subjective loudness of sound is determined by its level, frequency spectrum
and time characteristics.

VWhen loudness is expressed in logarithmic form the term ‘Phon’ is used and
by international agreement the ‘loudness level’ of any sound no matter what its
frequency spectrum or temporal charactertistics is the sound pressure level
{erL) of a 1,000 hertz pure tone which is judged to be of equal loudness.

Sets of curves are included which illustrate how sound pressure levels (sPL)
of sounds of differing frequency are judged by ‘average’ ears to be equally lound.

The first set shows the equi-loudness curves for pure tones (1s0 Recommenda-
tion R226--1961. ‘Normal Equal-Loudness Contours for Pure Tones).

The second set shows one method for determining the equi-loudness of bands
of noise and this can be extended to also include & method for calculating the
overall loudness of broad-band noise (rso Recommendation ®332-—1966.
‘Method for Calculating Loudness Level’).

(4) THE SONE (5)

Unfortunately loudness levels do not adequately scale the relative magnitudes
which people use to describe the difference in loudness between sounds which
differ only in intensity. Over most of the audible range ‘average’ persons judge
an increase of 10ds in intensity to be a doubling of loudness. Similarly a halving
of loudness is judged from a decrease of 10dr in intensity of sound.

This relationship extends over a wide. range of intensities and for sounds of
different frequency characteristics. It can be taken as a linear relationship over
the range of 20-120 phon.

To express this relationship the term ‘Sone’ is used. The sone scale was
developed to provide a numerical designation that is proportional to the subjec-
tive magnitnde as estimated by normal observers for the loudness of sounds or
notses. An arbitrary value of 40 phons was chosen for unity in the Sone scale
and the expression:

S =2 (P-40)/18

may be used to calculate the loudness in Sones from the loudness level in phons,
see 180 Recommendation 150/R131—1959 ().

{5} SPEECH INTERFERENCE LEVEL (SIL)

To rate the difficulty of communicating either by voice or telephone or con-
versely to express the comfort of background noise conditions for certain activi-
ties the Speech Interference Level (s} is often used.

Derived initially as a simplification of a more complex method for rating
communpication conditions, it averages the noise level in the octave bands of the
frequency spectrum which are most concerned with speech communication.



Standards

Though there is not general agrestment on which octave bands are best indi-
cators of difficulties in communication it is usual to average the noise level in
the octave bands centred on 508, 1,060 and 2,000 hertz to derive the Speech
Interference 1evel (siL).

{1} GENERAL

To permit a logical and uniform study of the physical characteristics or effects
of sound or noise il is necessary to have standards which specify basically the
term, units and symbols together with the expressions which inter-relate them,
For research and application to real life sitnations it is necessary also to
standardise instruments, equipment and the techniques of measurements.

Standardisation makes an essential contribution to solution of the problems of
noise by enabling the realistic specification of acoustical requirements, the setile-
ment of legal disputes and the exchange of data on an international basis.

The main standardising organisations whose spheres of activity impinge on the
problems of aircraft noise are:

(a) International Standards Organisation (150).

(h} International Flectro-Technical Commission (F C).

(¢) International Civil Aviation Organisation (1¢ca©).

The Standards Association of Australia is also interested in this field as part of a
general programme of acoustical standardisation.

It is difficult to decide the lines of demarcation between the interests of all
these organisations as standardisation, to be effective, relies on a great deal of
co-operation, but in general it would seem that 150 is responsible for conceptual
matters, facts, scientific data and techniques, 1 £ ¢ for instromentation performance,
1¢ a0 for matiers concerning noise of civil aviation where there are international
legal or economic implications and sA A to promote Australian interests inter-
nationaily and to provide standards suitable for local conditions.

These organisations allot projects to commitiees and working groups which
produce documents covering the specific subjects.

In the field of aircraft noise 150 has a particular group—wac2 of Tc43/8CE—
working on the measurement of aircraft noise and it is understood that 1Cca o is
moving towards permanent arrangements io deal with the problems of aircraft
Nnomse,

Current 15 o document In aircraft noise are:

1s 0 Recommendation R507, Procedure for Describing Adrcraft MNoise around
an Alrport.

1so Doc. 5208, Draft 1so Recommendation MNo. 1760 Procedure for
Drescribing Alrcraft MNoise around an Airport—Revision rR307.

150 Doc. 521E, Draft 1 s 0 Recommendation No. 1761, Monitoring Aircraft
Moise around an Adrport.

150 Doc. 503, p and w-weighted Sound Levels,

iso/sc 1 Doc. 8, Dwaft Proposal for Description and Meagurement of
Physical Properties of Sonic Bangs.

180/TC 43/s¢r (Sec, 22) 228, Drafi Proposal for Description and Measure-
ment of Physical Properties of Sonic Bangs (Sonic Booms)—rev. of Doc.
8 above.

I E ¢ recommendations used in this field are:

1E ¢ Publication 123-1961 ‘Recommendations for Sound Level Meters'.

15 c Poblication 179-1961 ‘Recommendation for Precision Sound Level
Meters’.

r2¢ Publication 225-1966 ‘Octave, Half-octave and Third-octave Band
Fifters, intended for the Analysis of Sound or Vibrations'.

o7
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Australian standards related to this field are:

45233 Preferred Cenites for Frequency Bands used in Acoustical Measure-
ments.

45737 Sound Level Meters, Type 1, General Purpose.
45738 Sound Level Meters, Type 2, Precision.

asz41 QOctave, Half-octave and One Third-octave Band Pass Filters—Intended
for Analysis of Sound and Vibration.

aszdd Expression of Power and Intensity Levels of Sound and Noise.

The 1¢ a0 Meeting on Aircraft Noise in the Vicinity of Aerodromes held in
Montreal late in 1969 called for the standardisation of a complex procedure
basically for poise certification of certain categories of aircraft. It alse recom-
mended simplified systems for monitoring aircraft noise and for land vse planning.
Details are available in the report of the meeting, but the systems adopted were
based to a great extent on the prior work of other standardising organisations.
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Appendix G

AIRCRAFT MOISE CERTIFICATION
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Appendix L Department of Civil Aviation
MNoise Nuisance Regulations

SYDNEY HINGEFORD.SMITH) ARPORT

NOISE NUISANCE/AIRCRAFT GROUND MAINTENANCE

The prolonged high power running of aircraft engines in the mainienance areas
adjacent to terminals causes needless public complaint and considerable incon-
venience generally to the conduct of the aviation industry on the Airport.

Whilst the Department accepis thai it cannot prohibit all ground runmning for
maintenance purposes between the hours of 2300 and 0500, it is satisfied that
more can be done to restrict such runming to a minimum consistent with safery
requirements.

Therefore, as from the date of receipt of this instruction the following require-
ments are to apply:

(a) Aircraft engine ground running, adjacent to maintenance sareas will not
be permitted between 2300 and 0500,

{(b) When aircraff engine ground running, for unscheduled maintenance
purposes, is essential between the hours of 2300 and 0500 such running
may only be performed after towing the aircraft to one of the dispersal
positions shown below.

{¢) To minimise the amount of ground running that may commence at 0500,
aircraft scheduled for departure between 0700 and 0900 hours will noi
be permitted to commence runmning more than two hours prior to the
scheduled departure time.

{(d) Adrcraft engine ground running, for scheduled maintenance purposes, will
be restricted to that period 0500 to 2100 hours delay.

(e) Aircraft engine ground rumning for amy aircraft scheduled for departure
after 0900 hours may be done at any time afier 0700 hours within the
limits of this administrative order,

(f) The prolonged high power running of aircraft engines for any purpose
immediately adjacent to the passenger terminals should be avoided ai
all times. In the case of the interpational terminal, such ruoning will not
be permitted at any time.

{g) Every endeavour is to be made to limit ground running of engines in the
period D300 to 1000 hours on Sunday to an absolute minimuam.

The Senior Operations Controller will nominate the dispersed position io be
used. As Qanias engine testing during the hours in guestion is now negligible,
however, any such Qantas iesting required, whilst being subject to the restrictions
outlined herein may be done in the Qantas test bay which is acceptable as a
dispersed running position. Otherwise the positions nomipated by the Senior
Operations Conirolier will be guided by the following considerations:

(i} For calm or light and variable wind conditions the dispersed running
position will be 16 Run Up Bay with the nose of the aircraft pointing
Morth.
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{ii) For winds oiher than in (i) above anywhere from 000° to 135° the dis-
persed running position will be 16 Run Up Bay with the nose of the
aircraft pointing info wind.

{iii) For winds other than in (i) above anywhere from 136° to 3359° the dis-
persed running position will be 34 Run Up Bay with the nose of the
ajrcraft pointing into wind.

As from 2300 hours | May 1969 each Airline Operator is to supply the
following information to the Airport Manager daily for all ground running
during the period 2300 to 0700 hours:

(i) time and date of aircraft ground run,
{11} type of aircraft,
{iii) reason for rum,
{iv) duration and power output used, e.g., low, medium, high,
(v} time aircraft required on schedule,
{vi) location and orientation of aircraft during engine run.

Additionally, a log of all ground maintenance running during the period 2300
to 0600 will be maintained by the Aijrport Fire Service who will make the
information availablie to the Airport Manager daily.

Whilst the measures outlined above will not eliminate noise nuisance their
implementation will materially help to alleviate the problem. The support of
all persons in the aviation industry is therefore earnesily sought. '

This instruction supersedes Section 5.3, No. 12, dated 18 April 1969.

AIRCRAFT MNOISE ABATEMENT OPERATING PROCEDURES
Avoldance of Moise Nuisance (GEN. 10.1)
10.1 GENERAL

10.1.1 A preferred runway and fiight path system shall be applied at Sydney
{K..5.} Alirport.

10.1.2 The preferred runway system shall not apply:

(a) when safety reasons, including inadequate runway lengths, demand;

(b) when the radar and/or approach aids are unserviceable. The Senior Air

Approach Controller will be responsible for determining the degree fo
which these procedures may be varied under these conditions.

10.1.3 The preferred ronway system for landing shall not apply when the
clotd base is less than 2000 ft and/or the visibility is less than 4 MNM.
10.1.4 The preferred runway system for fake-off and landing shall not apply:
{a) when a cross wind exceeds 15 knots and/or the down wind component
exceeds 5 knots,
(b} to a Department of Civil Aviation aircraft which is testing an approach
aid.
10.1.5 During any period of abnormal traffic such as may be experienced
in holiday periods the procedures for 0645-2100 may be applied.
10.1.6 The following procedures shall be applied at all times:
10.1.6.1 Turn requirements shall not be given by DEP (R) on his
frequency to departing jet Aijrcraft until such time as the
aircraft has passed a poini two miles from the upwind
end of the runway used.

10.1.6.2 Departing jet aircraft shali not be held below 3000 ft over
built up areas.



10.2  Peyiod 22006-8645

10.2.1  Preferred Runway: During this period the preferred runways are, in
order:

Take-off Landing
{i) Runway 16 {i) Runway 34
(i1) Runway 07 (ii) Runway 25

equal {iii) Runway 52 and 34 equal (iii} Runway 07 and 16

10.2.2  Aircraft shall be delayed as necessary to comply with the preferred
FUNIWAY in use.

10.2.3  Preferred Flight Paths: Arriving aircraft shall be directed over less
sensitive noise areas,

(See Attachment)

Jet Aircraft shall not be permitted to descend below 3000 ft, and other aircraft
exceeding 12,500 lbs all-up weight not below 2000 ft, over built-up areas until
aligned with the runway centre line at the ‘gate’ tc the various runways.

10.2.4 Departing aircraft shall be directed over less sensitive noise areas.

(See Attachment)

10.2.5 Departing jet aircraft shall climb straight ahead at a speed not
exceeding plus 20 knots (or such other speed approved by the Department) or
limiting body angle using take-off thrust to a height of 1200 ft (International)
or 1000 ft (Domestic).

10.3  Yeriod 1%066.2200

10.3.1 Whenever possible the procedures for the period 2200-0645 shall be
applied for any sequence of iraffic offering.

10.3.2 The preferred runway system shall not apply when the average delay
to individual aireraft in the sequence would exceed 5 minutes,

10.3.3 The preferred flight path systern shall be applied to arriving Inter-
national Jet Aircraft during this period and to other aircraft as controller work
load permits. '

10.3.4  The procedures for the period 0645-1900 shall apply in other circam-
stances.

104 Peried 0645.190¢¢

10.4.1 Preferred Runway—Departing aircraft take precedence over arriving
aircraft in the selection of a preferred runway. A rumway is not usable for landing
aircraft when the opposite ditection runway is in use for departing airveraft.

{a) Departing Aircraft

{i) Runway 16 shall be used by all aircraft other than piston engine
aircraft below 12.500 1b all-up weight whenever this runway is usable
having regard to the conditions stated in para. 10.1.2 to 10.1.4.

(i1) During the heavier fraffic periods aircraft other than international
aircraft may be direcied to use another runway as follows:

{a) Runway 25-—aircraft bound for western and northern ports.

(b} Runway {7-—aircraft bound for eastern, western and northern
norts.

{iii} When Runway 16 is not usable for departing aircraft no special
procedures apply in respect of other runway preferences. The normal
traffic requirements will usually mean that Runways 07, 25 and 34
in that order will be in use.
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{b) Arriving Aircraft

(i) Control procedures for aircraft other than piston engine aircraft
below 12,500 1b all-up weight shall ensure that the ruaway affording
a straight-in approach shall be used having regard te the conditions
in paras. 10.1.2 to 10.1.4 and 10.4.1.

(ii) When a straighi-in approach is not possible the landing runway shall
be selected having regard for the conditions in paras. 16.1.2 and
10.1.4 to 10.4.1 on the basis of the least flight time for the pilot
and the minimum traffic confliction as follows:

(a) Arrivals from the south-west:

{Runway 07 not usable)

Runway 186, 34 or 25 in that order.
(b)Y Arrivals from the novth:

{Runway 16 not usable)

Runway 7, 25 or 34 in that order,
(¢) Arrivaly from the east:

{Runway 25 not usable}

Runway 16, 34 or 07 in that order.

10.4.2 Preferred Flight Paths

10.4.2.1 Departing Adircraft—At Controller discretion when work load permits,
the following procedure shall apply to other than piston engine aircrafi below
12,500 1b all-up weight.

(i} Runway 16—Turn right heading 170 to 5 NM or until reaching 3000 ft
{turbo-jetsy or 2000 ft (others) whichever is first reached.

{ii) Runway 07-—Morthern Departures—irack 072 until the coastline thence
atong the coast until reaching 3000 ft—ijet aircraft—or 2000 ft for other
types.

10.4.2.2  Arriving Aircraft—The preferred flight path stated in para. 10.2.3
shatl be applied to International jet aircraft.

10.5 Tratming Flights
10.5.1 Conditions governing training at Sydney shall be as follows:

{i} Training is permitted at Svdney only between 0845 and 1900 Monday
to Saturday inclusive except that airwork may be conducted at any time
provided the iraining is not over built-up areas. Training on the approach
aids ghall not continue for more than one hour during any one period,

{ii) No asymmetric {raining is permitied below 1500 ft over built-up areas
except as set out in para. 10.5.1 (iv).

{iii) Practice descenis on approach aids shall be confined to Instrument landing
system or Localiser training.

{iv) Asymmeiric practice descents on ILS or Localiser aids to the minima
specified for such aids may be carried out provided that in the simulated
failure the engine is not shut down.

(v} At any iime arriving RPT (Regular passenger transport) and Charter
aircraft may be permitted to carry out a practice ILS or LOC approach
at the conclusion of each leg of flights io Sydney provided that:

{(a) The Pilot-in-Command hag stated that the approach is required for
licence renewal purposes, or

(b} The aircraft lands straight ahead and does not use other than the
runway currenily in use merely for the purpose of carrying out the
practice.



(vi) Examiner of Airmen Test and Check Flights on any of the aids in the
Sydney Terminal Area. (These flights are subject to appropriate warning
and to traffic handling capacity}.

{vil) Airline Companies may carry oul aircrefr checking and testing flights,
other than under asymmetric conditions, on Runway 16, bui thess will
be limited to two citcuits by any one company in one day,

{viii) All training is at the 5.A.A.Cs discretion as traffic and work loads
permits,

10.5.2  Military aircraft on practice TLS or LOC approach must intercept
the aid at or above 3000 ft.

10.5.3 WVisnal Flight Rules and Night Visual meteorological conditions cate-
gory shall not be permitted to make practice ILS or Localiser approaches unless
VMC exists from ground level 1o 3000 {1

10.5.4  Aircraft not intending to land straight ahead at the conclusion of an
approach will carry out the following procedure:

(iy RUNWAY 07
{a) Climb straight ahead until reaching 1200 f1,
or
(b} when over the centre of the aerodrome turn right over Botany Bay
climbing to a minimum of 1280 ft before crossing the western shore
of the Bay.
(ii) RUNWAY 16

(a) Climb straight ahead until reaching 1200 ft,
or

(b) turn left over the industrial and open land to the north of the Airport.

10.6  Brheduded Civil Jet Operations

10.6.1  Airline Companies are not permitted to schedule turbo-jet operations
at Syduey Airport during the hours 2230-0800 without prior approval of the
Regional Director,

10.6.2 Controllers will accept that schedules showing arrivals and/or
departures during these hours as having this approval,

10.6.3 Off-schedule civil turbo-jet movements operating to or from Sydney
Ajrport between the hoors 2230 to 0600 require the prior approval of the Airport
Manager or his deputy.

10.7  Compiainis

10.7,1  Details of noise nuisance complaints received from the public, shall
be recorded on a pro forma made available in Operations and this shall be
forwarded to the Alrport Manager. The complainant shall be advised that the
matter will be referred fo the Airport Manager for subseguent action.

10.7.2 The Airport Manager shall be informed of all turbo-jet operations
which land or take off between the hours of 2300 and 0800. (A standard pro
forma is available for this purpose).

10.8  Variatiens to Proceduores

10.8.1 The Superintendent of Operations [S.0.] is responsible for the over-all
policy in respect of these procedures. Any requests for variation should be
handled by the SOC (as representative of the Superintendent of Operations) in
respect of all matters other than requests falling into the category specified in
para. 10.6.3 above. Any major variation to procedures should be referred to
Superintendent of Operations prior to reaching a decision. In his ahsence, the
SOC will make any necessary decisions on his own Initiative,
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ATTACHMENT “A°

DEPARTURES—RADAR

SERVICEABLE

R‘_ﬁ.n" ‘ Northbound
WAY |
16 Turn right heading 170
to 3 nautical miles then
*Eee left turn onto 090 to
Motes 2 nautical miles sast of
the coast then infercept
the 228 at 15 nautical
mitles
34} bhaintain ronway heading
o 5 nautical miles then
urn onio irack
o7 Track 072 until 2 nautical
L miles enst of coast then |
i ntercept the 022ZR al
i L3 navtical miles
25 Laft turn then through
Botany =ads o 2
i nautical miles ea
‘ coast  then  intercept
i 0228 at 13 stical
| miles

SWestbound

Basthound

Turn right heading 170
tiy 7 nautical miles then
intercept the 185R or
2198 at 10 nautieal
miles

4

to § pautical miles then
turn onto track

Frack 072 until 2 nautica

mites east of const then
track off coastto abeam
Kurnell then intorcept
the 1238 or 2I19R 4t
20 nautieal miles

G

3
i

aintain runway heading

Turn right heading 170
o § nautical miles then
ieft turn onte 000 to
climb over water o
3,000 etsy or 2,000 8t
{ather typesy left or
right turn o intercept
asparture track

Maintain vunway heading |
to § nautical miles then
furn onto irack |

Track 072 unul cast Gf"i
coast then chimb over
water  until  reaching
3000 1 (ets) or 2,000 1t
{other typest fhen turn
right onto frack

Maintain runway heading
o 5 nautical m
left turn o indercent
the 2191 at 10 nautical
miles or (95R 5
nautical miles

31

ay

Maintain runway headin
until 5 nauticai mile
then right turn

g
5

Tuarn yight heading 176
to 5 nautical miles then
turn left onto 090 o
2 nautical miles east of
coast, ihen  intercent
departure track af 15
nautical miles

Maintain runway heading
to 5 nautical miles then
right turn onto track

Track 072 ontil east of

coast then tarn o 1nter-

cept departure track by

15 nawtical miles

Left turnn then through
Botany Heads 0o 2
nautical miles east of

coast then turn to inter-
cept departure track by

15 nautical miles

FRores: (1) When an arriving aiveralt is awafting landing

to commence turn at 3 nantical miles.

on Runway 34, the departing aireraft may be instructed

(iiy Departing aireralt proceeding north, west or east may be turned before 5 nantical miles vrovided they
have veached 2000 & or 3,000 £t as applicable.

ATTACHMENT ‘B’

DEPARTURES-—RADAR UNSERVICEABLE

Run- | Northhound
way
16 Left turn 10 intercept the
039R
34 Maintain runway heading
i 10 5 nautical miles then
L right tumn
07 Track 072 to 5 nautical
I miles then intercept the
039R by 10 nautical
i miles
25 ! feft turn to intercept the

039K

Southbound Westbound | Eastbound
Right turn to intercept . Left turn onte 090 and ¢ Left turn
the 195K i reach 3006 v (ets)
i 2,000 ft {other iypes)
before tarning left to
intercept departure !
¢ track i
Right turn to Intercept 1 Left turn Right turn
: the 195R :
I Right turn to intercept Track 0072 and reach 3,600 | Track 072 to 5 nautice]

the 195R

Maintain runway heading
to 5 nautical miles then

o219k

left turn to intercept the .

fr (jets) 2,000 fi (other
i types) before turning
right to infercept de-
parture track

. Maintain runway heading
! to 5 nautical miles then
right turn

miles then turn to inter-
cept departure track by
15 nautical miles

Left turn

&0



ArTacHMENT T

AREIVALS —RADAR SERVICEABLE

Runway South-West North Eeast
15 Yector west of Bankstown and | Radio Mavigation Chart route Vector east of coast to North Head
Parramatta
34 Yector vin FRngadine and Port | Vector via Calga, Barrenjoey then | Vector via Kurnell
Hacking i east of coast to Kurnell
o7 Hadio MNavigation Charf routs .. é Yector West of Parramatta and | Vector via Kurneli
¢ Bankstown ¢
23 Yector vig Kournell thence gast of | Vector via Calga, Barrenjoey then | Vector to final east of coast

coast to final

east of coast to final

Norg: or
consistent with

Th

e are no special routes fov arriving alreraft when the radar is unserviceable, Circuit directions should be
the general noise abatement procedures.
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REGULATIONS AT ESSENDON AIRPORT
A, GROUND RUN-UP NOGISE ABATEMENT PROCEDURES

Alrport

‘Enclosed’
engine
test colls

Ovpen air piston
engine lest bays

Fssendon

No restriction

0700- 2100 Mon-
day to Satur-
day otherwise

seek  Adrport
Manager ap-
proval

in-frame turbo
jet planned
mainienance

In-frame turbo
jet fauit
correction

In-frame prop jet
and piston engine
planned
maintenance

In-frame prop jet
and piston engine
fault correction

Compass
swinging

Remarks

Q500-2100 daily
but where
possible delay
to 1000 Sun-
days

0300--2300 other-
wise limited
to one hour
per operator*

0500--2300 daily
but where
possible delay
to 1000 Sun-
days

0300-2300 other-
wise limited
to one hour
per operator®f

06002300

*Requires engineering manage-
meni approval and runs re-
corded if outside 0500--2300

TWith aircraft not required for
service before 0900 defay engine
test to ETD less two hours

DRAFT FUTURE AIRCRAFT NQISE ABATEMENT ARRANGEMENTS: GROUND ENGINE RUNS

ATrpuort

[Fssendon

‘Enclosed’
engine
test cells

Open air piston
engine test bays

in-frame turbo
jet planned
maintenance

!

In~frame turbo
jet fault
correction

In-frame prop jet
and piston engine
planned
maintenance

In-frame prop jet
and piston engine
fauit correction

Compass
SWInging

Remarks

Mo restriction

Weekday  day-

light in desig-

nated remote
aiwrport areas

0700-2000  but
where pos-
sible delay to
1O00 Sundays

0700-2000 other
wise limited
to one hour
per opcrator®

Q700-2000 but
where pOSs-
sible delay to
1000 Sundays

0700-2000 other-
wise limited
to one hour
per operator®

0700--2000%

*Reguires engineering manage-
ment approval and runs te-
corded if cutside 0700-2000




2. AIRCRATT MOIBE ABATEMENT OPERATING PROCEDURES
AVOIDANCE OF NOISE NUISANCE

1 Geoperal

1.1 The foilowing are the noise abatement procedures for Essendon Adrport
Any departure, whether due to pilot request or Air Traffic Control convenience,
from these procedures must be notated in the appropriate Airways Cperations
Journal by the officer initiating or approving such procedure.

2 Operations

2.1 Fupway nominstion for nolse nolsance consideration

2.1.1 The runway nominated for take-off and landing shall be in accordance
with the following:

{a) runway 26 is the primary runway as regards avoidance of noise nuisance
and should be used whenever possible, A down wind of 3 knots is con-
sidered suitable. Requests to use runway 08 for operational reasons shall
be granted;

{b) when the crosswind component is above 15 knots all aircraft shall be
offered the runway nearest intc wind;

(¢} when the crosswind component is between 6 and 15 knofs on runway
08/26 all turbo jet aircraft and other types in excess of all-up-weight of
40,000 ibs shall normally be required to use runway 26. Other aircraft
shall use the runway nearest into wind;

{d) when the crosswind component is less than 6 knots all aircrafi other than
light aircraft shall normally use runway 26;

{e) when runway 26 is in use landing aircrafi, when traffic conditions permit,
may be offered the use of runway 17 providing the track would not
involve a greater distance over buili-up areas than if the landing was
conducted on runway 26.

Note—The above procedures do not preclude the use of ruaway 17/35 when
sun glare is excessive on the other runway, or delays in excess of five minutes
would result in respect of aerodrome works etc.

2.12 Between the hours of 1300 and 2000 Air Traffic Control will insiruct
departing aircraft using runway 08/26 to turn right or left after take-off so that
aircraft avoid the polse sensitive areas {o the south of the field. The turns to be
specified are as follows:

Runway 08 Al turns to be left

Runway 26 All turns to be right
Adrcraft proceeding on the 160° DIV are to set course not below 2000 over the
field, or when departing runway 26 may maintain heading to 2000 and then turn
left.
2.2 Restrictions on Turbo-jet take-ofs and londings

2.3.1 (Circuits and landings are not permitted,

2.3.2 Except for B727 simulated engine failure any other exercise requiring
introduction of emergency conditions during take-off or landing is not permitied.

2.3.3 Repetition ILS approaches are permifted between 2100 and 1200.

2.3.4 Traffic permitting and without a request for a holding pattern by the
pilot, aircraft on itraining I1S approaches shall be routed for a normal right
cireuit,

2.4  Bcheduled early morning Perth/Hssendon Hights
2.4.1  Aircraft on these flights are not permiited fo pass the threshold of the

runway in use before 1953 unless operational reasons such as extraordinary high
and unforecast tail winds dictate otherwise.
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2.42 Unless there is a need for a very urgent check, a practice ILS approach
shall not be vsed as a means of absorbing time before landing. Notice of the
urgent need shonld be given prior to reaching YWE so that AT.C. can ensure
that the other aircraft in the sequence is mot inconvenienced by the practice TLS
approach.

2.4.3 Pilots-in-command and the operating companies are responsible for the
observance of the considerations.

2.44 ATC is responsible for accommodation of pilot requests for delaying
action and, where traffic, operational and weather conditions permit, routing the
aircraft on ifracks which provide for the minimum of time over the built-up
areas i.e.

Runway 26  Right circuit

Runway 08 Left circuit or straight-in if acceding to a pilot’s requesti.

2.5 Resirictions to South East built-up ares

2.5.1 Between the hours of 1300 and 2100 the following restrictions shall
apply:
(a) Inbound aircraft shall proceed Wonthaggi-Plenty-Essendon,
{b) Outhound aircraft shall proceed on the 160 Radial for 20 miles thence
direct Cowes,

2.6 Publc Gatherings

2.6.1 When requested, aircraft shall be diverted around public functions such
as Music for the People in order to elimipate noise nuisance,

3 Groved Runsing

3.1 Application of the avoidance of noise nuisance policy with respect fo
ground running, is the respomsibility of the operators.

3.2 The running of aircraft engines associated with compass swinging shall
be restricted to the period between 2000 and 1300 daily.

COMPASS SWINGING B727 AIRCRAFT

I. (a} The existing compass swinging base on the southern end of 04/22
runway can be used for B727 aircraft.
(b) The companies have been advised that the AUW of the aircraft is not
to exceed 112,000 lbs. and the tyre pressure is not to be more than
135 pounds per square inch,
(¢) Should pavement damage become excessive then the use of this area
should be discontinued.

DAMAGE TO PUBLIC PROPERTY

1. {(a) When a report is received by any officer that public property has been
damaged by aircraft fiving in the vicinity of the aerodrome the follow-
ing action is to take place.

(b) All complaints of alleged damage in respect of dislodged tiles or in
any other form should be referred to the Airport Manager for further
investipation and consideration and care should be exercised to ensure
that there is no inference as to an acceptance of liability,

(¢) The question of this alleged damage is a delicate one and staff should
not hesitate to contact the Airport Manager at any time and make him
aware of the facts as early as possible,

NOISE COMPLAINTS

1. In the event of any noise nuisance complaints being received by operations
outside the normal hours of the Airport Manager the Senior Operations Con-
troller shall record all relevant details on the comptaint form and advise the



person concerned that the Airport Manager will consider the matter when he
resumes duty. Controllers shall not become involved in detail other than that of
accepting the complaint.

BRISBANE AIRPORY, QLO—MNOISE ABATEMENT PROCEDURES
0 INTRODUCTION

0.1 The following noise abatement procedures are effective at Brisbane Air-
port as from Ist January 1970.

i PREFERRED RUNWAYS

i.1 The preferred runways which are applicable to jet aircraft and ail other
aircraft over 12,500 Ib maximum AUW are:

TAKE-OFF—Runway 04
LANDING—Runway 22
1.2 Aircraft will be delayed as necessary to comply with the preferred run-
ways except for the joliowing reasons:
(a) Safety;
(B) In conditions of low cloud, thunderstorms and/or poor visibility;

() When the crosswind exceeds 10 knots and/or the downwind component
exceeds 5 knots.

2 PREFERRED FLIGHT PATHS
2.1  Awrivieg Alvcerafi
(a) Landing Runway 22. i
Adrcraft from the south can expect to be instructed to track for a left
base. Aircraft from the north can expect to be imstructed to track for a
right base. Should a right base be wnavatlable, aircraft will be instructed
to overfly for a left base.
(2) Landing Runway 04.
Ajreraft from the south can expect to be instructed to track for a right
base or a direct approach, Should either be umnavailable, aircraft will be

instructed to overfly for a right base, Aircraft from the north can expect
to be instructed to overfly for a right base.

2.2 Departing Alrcraft
(ay Take-off Runway 22.
Except for traffic and/or weather reasons, right turns are not permitied.

When a right turn is authorised it shall not be commenced until 3 DME
Brisbane.

() Take-off Runway 04.
Except for traffic and/or weather reasons, left turns are not permitied for
southbound aircraft.

2.3 ATC may vary preferred flight paths as required by weather and/or traffic
congitions.

3 CURFEW-—JET MOVEMENTS

3.1 Jet aircraft operations are not permitted at Brishane Alrport between
2300 and 0600 and without the specific approval of the Regional Director or the
Superintendent of Operations. This includes the departures of jet aireraft which
have landed using Brisbane as an alternate.

32 Merey flights and the planned or unplanned uvse of Brishane Airport as
an alternate are excluded from this resiriction,

3.3 Approved southbound jet flights within curfew hours will be reguired to
accept radar vectoring clear of coast until abeam of Redland Bay.
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4 TRAINING FLIGHTS

4,1 Circuit training will be permitted at Brisbane Airport only between 0700
and 2180 and is limited to Runway O4—vight circuits, Runway 22--left circuits,
Runway 13—Ileft circuits and Ruaway 3 1—right circuits.

4.2 No jet flying training, except that authorised in paragraph 4.3 is per-
mitted without the specific approval of the Superintendent of Operations.

4.3 Practice TLS/L.LZ approaches by civil or military jet aircraft are permitted
subject to prior arrangements and observance of the following:

{4) Between the hours of 0800 and 2130;

(g} All aircraft shall break at the Myrtle locator on completion of each

approach and re-position over Moreton Bay, On completion of the exer-
cise, military ajrcraft shall depart for Amberley from the Brisbane NDB

at a minimum aliitude of 5,300 feei.
4.4  Asymmetric take-offs or overshoots are permitted only on Runway 04.

BRISBANE
Ground Fogine Running
. .| Cpen air
Airport E::i?izd Piston In frame all engine types planned Compass
P & engine mainienance and fauli correction swinging
test cells
test bays
Brisbane .. NiA N/A Up to 5 minutes adjacent to main- | Daylight hours
tenance hangars on retained
section  of
! Runway 07

3530 to 2360
EST must be carried out on or n.e. of
centre taxiway north of control
tower or associated loop.

2300 to 0530
EST a senior engineer must decide
that run up is essential and advise
SOC who will designate area.
Record of these runs logged by
watchman at fire station,

Sunelay limit renning between 0530
EST and 1060 to minimum

ADELAIDE AIBPORT--MNOISE ABATEMENT PROCEIDNUIRES

4 INTRODUCTION
0.1 The following noise abatement procedures are effective at Adelaide
Alrport.

1 PREFERRED RUNWAYS
1.1 The preferred runways, which are applicable to jet aircraft and io other
aircraft over 30,000 1b AUW, are:
TAKE-OFF-—Runway 23
LANDING-—Runway 03,
1.2 Adreraft will be delayed as necessary to comply with the preferred run-
ways except for the following reasons:
{a) safety; .
(5} in conditions of low cloud and/or poor visibility;
{¢) when the cross wind exceeds 10 knots and/or the down wind component
exceeds 5 knots,



2 PREFERRED FLIGHT PATHS

2.1 Arriving Afrcrafi: When preferred runway procedures ave in use, arriving
jet aircraft will not be descended below 1500 ft until established over the sea and

the subsequent flight path, except for the final approach leg, will be clear of
built-up areas.

22 Departing Aircraff: Jet aircraft departing runway 23 will maintain run-
way heading until 3 DME or, if non-DME-equipped, until 3 miles from the south
west end of runway 23, before commencing 2 turn.

3 TRAINING FLIGHTS

3.1 Circunit training will be permitted at Adelaide only between 0630 and
2100,

3.2 Auwork flying training clear of buili-up areas is permitted at any time,

3.3 No jet flying training, eXcept that authorised in paragraphs 3.4 and 3.5,
is permiftted without the specific approval of the Superintendent of Operations.

3.4 Unless arrangements have been made through the Airport Manager
before take-off, practice ILS/LLZ appreaches by civil jet aircraft are not per-
mitted except when runway 23 is the duty runway for landing jet aircraft. Non-
jet scheduled arriving aircraft are permitted to make one practice instrument
approach at any time,

3.5 Simulated engine failures after take-off, or on overshoois, are permiited
only on runway 23 or 30.

4 CURFEW-—IET MOVEMENTS

4.1 Jet aircraft operations are not permitted at Adelaide Aifrport between
2300 and 0600 without the specific approval of the Regional Director. This
includes departures of jet aircraft which have landed using Adelaide as an
alternate.

4.2 Mercy flights and the planned or unplanned use of Adelaide as an alfer-
nate are excluded from this restriction.

ADELAIDE GROUND MAINTENANCE RUNNING

1. Ground operation of all engines is normally prohibited between the hours
of 2300 and 0300, however, if an operator considers he has a vital need to depart
from this prohibition he may:

{a) Operate a farbo-prop or piston engine in the vicipity of the maintenance

apron for a single period not exceeding 5 minutes and at not more than
50% power;

(b) operate a turbo-prop or piston engine for a single period not exceeding
5 minutes at more than 50% power provided the aircraft is towed to an
area on the airpori designated by the DCA Senior Operations Controller
on duty;

{c) operate a pure jet engine in the vicinity of the maintenance apron not
above ground idle power;

{d} operate a pure jet engine for a single period not exceeding two minutes
at above ground idle power provided the aireraft iz towed (o an area
on the airport designated by the DCA Senior Operations Controller on
duty.

PREFERRED RUNWAYS-—JET MOVEMENTS

1. In the interest of noise abatement preferred runways are Take Off/23,
Landing/05 provided that:

(a) Crosswind component dees not exceed 10 knots,

{(b) Down wind component does not exceed 5 knots, and
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weather conditions for landing are egual fo or better than:
{a) Cloud base 1,500 fi.
{b) Visibility 3 miles.

CAMNBERRA'S CIVIL TERRAIMN CLEARANCE RULES AND MOISE ABATEMENT
PREFERENCES

Runway I Aldreraft : Nowse abatement preference 2200-0a00

12 F27 and Viseount .. | Runway 12 is THIRD preference for nolse abatement
| iake-off, but requires RUNWAY HEADING to be
U maintained o 1,200 0t

3¢ F27 Mk 1 .. ¢ Runway 30 is FOURTH take-off preference; the right
f o turn is some help in Hmiting noise nuisance to Campbell
and castwards; the [eft turn 15 adverse

30 Yiscount .. Runway 30 is FOURTH take-off preference; but left turn
; ! takes aircraft over Canberra

17 vt . .o Rupway 17 is SECOMD take-off preference, subjsct to
| LEFT turn on take-off

17 DS .. .. | Runway 17 is SECOND take-off preference, subject to
: LEFT tarn on take.off

35 F27 . .\ Runway 35 is FIRST preference, subject to RIGHT

35 Viscount .. 'if turn after take-off

Nore: In many cases the rate of turn or anele of bank is stipulated; the heights are given
above an aerodrome level of 1,800 1.

HOBART
Uperational and Cround Running Moise Abalement Arrangemenis

No procedures exist in refation to noise abatement either on the ground or in
the air, and no complaints of aircraft engine noise have been received by the
Department of Civil Aviation.

The ground running of aircrafl engines has not created a problem at Hobart
Alrport, Isolated instances of in-frame ground rusning of the larger itvpe of
piston engine do occur, sometimes al night. General aviation maintenance at
Cambridge creates the main source of noise in this respect, occurring in day-
light only and of comparatively low frequency and intensity.

PERTH—AVOIDANCE OF MNOISE NUISANCE
I. The foliowing operational procedures are currently in force at Perth Airport
10 alleviate noise nuisance.
2. The procedures reguire that all hospitals and high density residential areas
be avoided wherever possible.
3. A preferred runway systent is in operation 24 hours of the day.

4. This preferred runway system operates up to a maximum cross wind com-
ponent of 10 knots.

5. The preferred runways are for landing 24, 20, 02 and 06 in that order.

6. The preferred runways for take-off are 20, 02, 06 and 24 in that order.

7. To reduce turbo jet noise from aircraft approaching Perth Airport they are
required——

(2) when approaching from the Fast to enter direct from a right hand base

leg,

(b) when approaching from the Morth or Wast to approach via the PH WNDB
or a long final approach.



3. When International turbo jei aircraft take off from Perth Alrport they must
maintain the runway heading at a speed not exceeding ¥2 plus 20 knots using
take-off thrust to a height of 1,200 ft.

9. It is expected that domestic turbo aircraft will also comply with similar

procedures to those applicable to International turbo jet aircraft within the near
future,

10. Perth-Mauritius flights during the hougs 2200-0600 are required o comply
with noise abatement procedures as follows:

TAKE-OFF

RUNWAY
20 Clearance 51 mainfain runway beading until reaching 4,000 ft

or DME 7 whichever is sooner then iturn right heading 310—
intercept VOR 285 radial.

02 Clearance 51 maintain runway heading until DME 5 then tumn
left heading 275 until DME 15 then turn left—intercept YOR
2835 radial by DME 25.

11, All Jet aircraft departing Perth for Sydoey, Melbourne or Adelaide are
required to comply with noise abatement procedures appropriate to the take-off
runway as follows:

TAKE-OFF
RUNWAY

20and 24 All § DCs

Maintain Runway Heading untit DME 3 then turn left Heading

125 at DME7.

Crossing VOR 150 Radial turn left

CLEARANCE 64, 67 or 81 HEADING 095-—Intercept VOR 125
Radial

CLEARANCE 66, 71 or 77 HEADING 060 Intercept VOR 097
Radial

G2 AllS DCs

Maintain Ronway Heading until DME 4 then turn right Heading
140

CLEARAMNCE 64, 67 or 81 Intercept VOR 125 Radial

CLEARANCE 60, 71 or 77 Intercept VOR 097 Radial

06 CLEARANCE 64, 67 or 81 —Maintain runway heading to a mini-
mum of 500 feet when ferrain clearance assured
turn right Heading 095 until DME 6 then
turn right Heading 165—Intercept VOR 125 Radial
CLEARANCE 66, 71 or 77—Standard procedures apply.

The procedures are effective 24 hours per day.
t2. Flying training circuits are not permitted between 2300 hours and 4700,

13. Low level circuits are not permitted between 1800 and 0800, When these
low level circuits are permitted they are restricted to left hand circuits on Run-
way 20, right hand circuits on Runway 02 and must be carried ont not below
a height of 500 fi.

14. Any instrument approaches which are carried out between 2300 and 0700

are limited to procedures which terminate with a straight in approach and landing
vn the preferred runway.
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15, The Noise Abatement Procedures for ground engine runs are as follows:

(a) ‘Enclosed’ Engine Test Cells

{b) Open Air Piston Engine Test

Bays

{c) In frame turbo jet planned
maintenance

(dy In frame turbo jet fault
correction

(e) In frame prop jet and piston
engine planned maintenance

(f) In frame prop jet and piston
engine fault correction

{g) Compass swinging
Remarks

0600-2300 Monday to Saturday otherwise
Airport Manager approval reguired.
0700-2100 Monday to Saturday otherwise
Afrport Manager approval reqguired.
0600-2100 Monday to Saturday; 1000-2100
Sunday.

£500-2300. Dutside these hours 16 minute
limits,

#* Periods in excess of 10 minutes with
engineering management approval o 20
minutes.

0600-2100 Monday to Saturday; 1000-2160
Sundays,

0500-2300. Outside these hours 10 minutes
limit.

* Periods in excess of 10 minutes with
engineering management approval to 20
minutes.

0500-2300 daily.

* == t0 be recorded and co-ordinated with
the Airport Manager.

16, Complaints—Details of noise nuisance complaints received from the public
are tecorded on a form and forwarded fo the Airport Manager who in turn

takes the appropriate action.



Appendix M F.AA Noise Certification
Requirement. New Subsonic
Transport Aircraft
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Appendix N Persons and Organisations
from whom the Committes Received

Evidence

Alan, Mr E. R.
Alderman, Mr G. T.

Ammerman, Mr F. L, ,
Anderson, Mr C, .
Anderson, Mr 1. P.
Apperley, Mr O. B,

Apitz, Mr N. N. .
Ashton, Mr T,

Austin, Mr F. W, .
Austin, Capt. R. I
Axon, Mr D. H. .

Baddeley, Mr 1. G.
Ball, Capt. F. J. .
Barclay, Mr K. M.
Barter, Mr G. M. .
Bassetlt, Mr D. C. .

Bastow, Mr J.
Bear, Dr V. I
Bechtel, Mr L. C. . .
Bell, Mr T. A., M.L.A .

Beiton, Mr R. I. .

Begg, Mr 8. W.

Benson, Mr 2. D, .
Bermann, Mr 1L .
Bibo, Mr J. H., M.B.E. .
Bohman, Mr F. C.
Bormann, Mr 7.
Bosher, Mr V. J. M.
Boud, Mr W, E. .
Boult, Mr L. A. .
Brough, Mr J. F. .
Brown, Mr F. W. .
Brown, Mr W. L. . .
Brownbill, Miss XK. C. M.
Bulteau, Dr V. G, .

City of Keilor

Royal Aero Club of South Australia {represent-
ing the Royal Federation of Aero Clubs of
Auwustralia)

Pinkenba Progress Association

Eastlakes Progress Association

Flectrical Trades Union of Australia

Association of Commercial Flying Organisations
of Australia; Adrcraft Owners and Pilots’
Association and the Roval Federation of
Aero Clubs of Australia

Randwick Municipal Council

Roval Federation of Aero Clubs of Australia

Trans Australia Adrlines

Australian Federation of Aifr Pilots

Tullamarine Progress Association

Mewcastle City Council

Trans Australia Airlines

Pepartment of Civil Aviation

ALP. {(Gymea Branch)

District Commissioner of the Territory of
Papuz and New Guinea

Madang Chamber of Commerce

Otalaryngotogical Society of Ausiralia

Department of Civil Aviation

Member of the Morthern Territory Legislative
Council

The Administration of the Territory of Papua
and New Guinea

Tullamarine Syndicate

Rockdale Citizens' {Noise} Commitiee

Corporation of the City of Salisbury

Amnsett Airlines of Australia

Madang Chamber of Commerce

Corporation of the City of Salisbury

Private Citizen

Department of Civil Aviation

Melbourne Chamber of Commerce

Department of Civil Aviation

Federated Clerks Union of Australia

Brain & Brown Airfreighters Pty Lid

Former M.P. for Kingston

Commonwealth Acoustic Laboratories {Con-
sultant)



Bunting, Mr B.

Burke, Mr A, C. .
Butcher, Mr B, 1. .
Butlers, Mr R. 1. .

Cairns, Mr K. M. K., M.R.
Caldwell, Mr 3. 1.
Cameron, Mr C. E., M.p.
Cameron, Mr D). M., nr.
Cameron, Mr B, A. €.
Carr, Dr D .

Carr, Ald. ].

Carter, Mr ™. 1. .

Carter, Mr R. G. V.

Cass, Dr M. H., M.P. .

Challis, Mr L. A. .
Cleaver, Mr R.

Cohen, Mr K. D. .
Coleman, Mr D. G.

Coleman, Mr R. G.
Collett, Mr R, H. .
Conley, Mr R. G. .
Cook, Mr 1. 1L
Coombes, Mr B. B.
Costello, Mr B. F. .
Crampton, Mr K. B.

Danijel, Mr W. P
Pawes, Mr K. 7. .
Dent, Mr A. H. .
Dingle, Mr W, A. .
Douglas, Mr G. .
Doyle, Mr ¥. E. .,

Dovyle, Mr I, M.L.A
Dubout, Mr P

Dunn, Mr M. D. .

Duthie, Mr G. W. A, MP. .

Fddy, Mr K. .
Fdey, Mr R. J. M. ;
Edmunds, Mr C. T., M.L.A,

Edwards, Mr L. R,
Ellictt, Mr D. 1. .

Fahey, Mr I. C.

Fardon, Mr R. H. .

Forster, Miss A, L. .
Francis, Wing Cdr J. M.
Franck, Mr M. .
Fullarion, Crelr G. G, .

Deputy District Commissioner, Terrijory of
Papua and New Guinea

Goroka Chamber of Commerce

Ansett Airlines of Australia

Department of Civil Aviation

Member for Lilley

1ake Macquarie Shire Council

Member for Hindmarsh

Member for Griffith

Warden of Evandale

Town Planning Department {W.A.)

Marrickville Municipal Council

Commonwealth Acoustic Laboratories

Private Citizen

Trade Union Clinic & Research Centre Limited.
Now Member for Maribyrnong

Rockdale Municipal Council (Consultant)

Former M.P. for Swan

MacRobertson-Miller Airlines Ltd

Australian Licensed Adircraft Engineers’ Asso-
ciation

ALP. (Leichhardt Branch)

Department of Civil Aviation

Trans Australia Airlines

Qantas Airways Timited

Department of Civil Aviation

Madang Chamber of Commerce

Depariment of Civil Aviation

Gold Coast City Council

Department of Civil Aviation

Department of Works (Commonwealth)

Private Citizen

Department of Civil Aviation

Australian  Federated Union of Locomotive
Enginemen

Member of the
Gishorne

Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial
Research Organisation

Department of Civil Aviation

Member for Wilmot

Legislative Assembly for

Department of Civil Aviatien
Department of Civil Aviation
Member of the Legislative
Moonee Ponds
Attorney-General’s Department
Ansett Airlines of Australia

Assembly  for

Royal Wewcasile Aero Club {representing the
Royal Federation of Aero Clubs of Aus-
traliz)

Belmont Shire Council (W.A.)

Private Citizen

Department of Alr

State Planning Autherity (M.S.W.}

City of Keilor
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Garlick, Mr R. 1. .

Garrett, Mr J. I, M.JLA

Gibbes, Capt, P. 1., M.v.0,

D.EC, ARD. .
Giesberts, Mr H. .
Gillan, Mr C. 1. .

Glassey, Mr G, A. .
Graham, Mr . .
Green, Mr A. H. .
Green, Mr R. M, .
Gun, Dr R, T., M.p.

Hain, Mr R. . .
Haines, Cnclr M. W.
de Hamel, Mrs J. B.
Harper, Mr J. H., 3720
Hart, Mr 8. B.

Head, Mr W. R,
Hepburn, Mr 1. A,
Higgins, Mr T. ¥. .
Hill, Mr W. F. M. .
Honan, Mr R. F. .
Honn, Cnclr

Howells, Capt. A. D.
Howison, Mr L. J.
Huggett, Mr J. W. E.

Irvine, Mr 7. A.

James, Mr L
James, Mr R. A, .
Famieson, Mr C. Y., M.L.A.

Jauncey, Mr L. R.
Feffery, Mr E. R. .

Johnson, Mr C. R.
Jones, Mr A. T.
Jude, Capt. G. M. .

Kelly, Mr R. F. B.
King, Mr R. B.

Knight, Mr §. W. .
Kolau, Mr L.

tam, Mr R. C.
Lawrence, Mrs A, B,
Leplaw, Mr P. . .

Lewis, Mr N. B. .
Lewis, Mr R. G, .
Leslie, Mr D. G. .

Lindeman, Mr A. .
Logue, Mr S H. .
Long, Mr H. H

@

a

Civil Air Operations Officers” Association of
Australia
Madang Chamber of Commercs

Ansett Alrlines of Australia

Social Credit Movement of Queensland

Original, Aged, Invalid and Widow Pensioners’
Association of Awnstralia

Anseit Airlines of Ausiralia

Department of Civil Aviation

Department of Civil Aviation

Department of Civil Aviation

Member for Kingston

MNational Capital Development Commission
Shire of Corio

Private Citizen

Department of Civil Aviation

State Planning Authority (8.A.)

Private Citizen

Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works
A.CT. Law Society

Qantas Ajrways Limited

Department of Civil Aviation

Madang Town Advisory Council
Australian Federation of Airline Pilots
Rockdale Citizens’ (Noise) Committee
Departient of Civil Aviation

Private Citizen

Department of Civil Aviation

Kuring-Gai Municipal Council

Member of the Legislative Assembly for
Beimont

Botany Municipal Council

Kurnell Progress Association & Kurnell Parents’
and Citizens' Association

Standards Association of Australia

Department of Civil Aviation

Department of the Mavy

City of Keilor

Consultant to the City of West Torrens and
the Corporation of the Town of Thebarton

Department of Air

Madang Town Advisory Council

Department of Civil Aviation

Private Citizen

Australian Ticensed Aircraft Fngineers' Asso-
clation

Private Citizen

Corporation of the Town of Thebarion

The Administration of the Territory of Papua
and New Guinea

Department of Civil Aviation

Trans Australia Airlines

Morthern Territory Administration



McArdle, Dr E. 7.

MecCloughlan, Mrs M. .
McCuiloch, Mr P. T.
McDonnell, Mr 7. C. D
MecGregor, Mr P. R.

Mclvor, Mr J. B.

Mclean, Mr R. 8.
Mather, Miss C. E.

Mathieson, Mr O. 1.
Maxwell, Mr G. A.

Menzies, Mr A. C. C. .
Michelmore, Mr D. P. .

Mohring, Mrs C. .

Murphy, Mr W.

Mash, Mr R. E. .

Nissan, Cnelr

Qakley, Capt. P
O'Farrell, Cdr T,

Pascoe, Mr F.
Paynter, Mr M.

LY

Perry, Mr D. 7. .

Phelan, Mr W. 1. .

Philipus, Cnclr
Pickwell, Mr D.
Piesse, Mr R,
Pirie, Mr A. .

Pond, Mr C. A, .

Potter, M1 K. J.

Powell, Dr K. C. .
Powell, Mr R. J. .
Powell, Mr R, T. .
Price, Mr G. B, .

Price, Mr R. A.

Properjohn, Mr N. I,

Quinlan, Mr E.

Rapup, Cnclr M. .

Rathbone, Ald. R. W. .

Regan, Mr J. M. .
Richards, Rev. 3. .

Robinson, Mr V. R.

Rolfe, Miss H. A.

Rose, Mr J. A.

Depariment of Health Services (Tasmania)

Blacksmith Progress Association

Department of Civil Aviation

Northern Territory Administration

Arundel Farm Pty Lad

Civil Air Operations COfficers’ Association of
Australia

Private Citizen

Department of Architecture, University of
Sydney

District Commissioner, Terrifory of Papua and
New Guinea

Rockdale Citizens' (Noise) Committee

Attorney-General’s Department

Royal Australian Institute of Architects (S.A.
Chapter)

WNightcliff Community Association, Ratepayers'
Association and the Liberal Party of Aus-
tralia (Darwin Branch)

Private Citizen

Corporation of the Town of Henley and Grange
Madang Town Advisory Council

Qantas Afrways Limited
Department of the Navy

Ansett Airlines of Ausiralia

Macair Charters Pty Lid

The Royal Federation of Aero Clubs of Aus-
tralia, and the Association of Commercial
Fiying Organisations

Department of Civil Aviation

Madang Town Advisory Council

Angus & Coote Acoustics

Commonwealth Acoustic Laboratories

Departinent of Civil Aviation

Madang Chamber of Comimnerce

Private Citizen

Angau Memorial Hospital (Lae)

Department of Civil Aviation

Department of Civil Aviation

City of Keilor

Victorian Chamber of Manufactures

Drepartment of Civil Aviation

Private Citizen

Huon Local Government Council

Rockdale Municipal Council

Madang Chamber of Commerce

St John’s Church of England, Rockdale

Clarence  Municipal Council (representing
Southern Metropolitan  Master Planning
Authority)

United Farmers’ & Woolgrowers”™ Association of
N.SW.

Commonwealth Acoustic Laboratories
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Sain, Mrs G. . .
Sanderson, Mr C. 1. 8. .
Schoenberg, Mr D. D. .
Schofield, Mr J. E.
Seale, Mr H. P.

Seymour, Mr R. M.
Shelley, Mr P. J. .
Simkin, Col. M. B,
Smith, Mr K. R, .
Somerville, Capt. A. J. .
Souter, Mr H. J. . .
Sparks-Carroll, Mr C. W.

Squire, Mr ¥. J.
Stark, Mr R.
Stitt, Mr M. W. .
Stott, Mr M. G. .
Stratton, Ald. C.
Strauss, Dr W,

Swadling, Mr F. 1.
Tanner, Mr 2. C. .

Taylor, Mr C. 3. . ]
Thompson, My C. H. C.
Thynne, Mr T. C. .
Tilley, Mr R. F.

Wainer, Mr J. M. .
Wann, Mr M. I. .
Warton, Mr L. C. .
Ward, Brig. M. A. .
Watkins, Mr I. L., 0.B.E.
Webb, Cnelr R. .
West, Mr H. W. .

Weston, Mr E. T. .

White, Mr A. E. .
Whiteford, Mr A. .
Whitehead, Wing Cdr E. 1.
Wickham, Mr 7. J.
Wilkinson, Mr 1. T.
Wilkinson, Mr R. C.

Williams, Mr H. C.

TWillis, Mr L. B.

Wilson, Mr 1. A. .

Marks Point Progress Association

Private Citizen

Tullamarine Syndicate

Department of Civil Aviation

District Commissioner, Territory of Papua and
New Guinea

Department of Civil Aviation

Private Citizen

Department of the Army

Department of Civil Aviation

Australian Federation of Airline Pilois

Australian Council of Trade Unions

The Administration of the Territory of Papua
and New (uinea

Privaie Citizen

Rockdale Municipal Council

Tourist Industry Council of Queensiand

City of West Torrens

Marrickville Municipal Council

Department of Industrial Science, University of
Melbourne

Department of Civil Aviation

Aero Club of Southern Tasmania (representing
the Royal Federation of Aero Clubs of Aus-
tralia}

Launceston City Council

Department of Civil Aviation

Hamilton-Ascot Progress Association

Tasmanian Aero Club (representing the Royal
Federation of Aero Clubs of Australia}

Ansett Airlines of Australia

Brisbane City Council

Ansett Airlines of Australia

Salvation Army, Bethesda Hospital, Sydney

Trans Australia Airlines

City of Keitor

District Commissioner, Territory of Papna and
MNew {(Guinea

Private Citizen

Local Government Association of W.A,

Corporation of the Town of Henley and Grange

Department of Air

State Planning Authority (N.S.W.)

Amnsett Adrlines of Australia

Carr & Wilkinson Consuitant  Acoustical
Engineers

Eastlakes Progress Association

Department of Civil Aviation

Adrcraft Owners and Pilots’ Association, Asso-
ciation of Commercial Flying Organisations
of Australia, Roval Federation of Aero
Clubs of Australia



