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CHAFTER 1 INTRODUCTION

1-1 PURPOSE AND ORGANLZATION

This manual is a procedural tool designed to aid the creation of
acceptable noise environments. It is written primarily for installa-
tion planners and other individuals concerned with the noise environ-
ment. It should also be useful to persons involved with environmental
assessments.

The manual should be used by planners to provide an awareness of
noise considerations which may be encountered during the planning
process. Most of Chapters 1, 2, and & and other selected sections
cover basic background infarmation which is a prerequisite for deal-
ing with noise problems, The balance of the manual contains infor-
mation and procedures which will be referred to during the problem
solving process,

Chapter 1 - Introduction

Intyoduction to the manual for the first-time reader.

Chapter 2 - Characteristics and Measurement of Naise

Background information on basic physical characteristics of noise and
terminoliogy used to describe them. Discussion of freguently used
noise measures,

Chapter 3 - Noise Assessment Techniques

Procedures for estimating noise exposure from individual noise sources.
Explanations of hand calculation technigues and methods to obtain more
complete analyses, including computer generated contours.

Chapter 4 - Recommended Noise Levels

Background information describing allowable noise levels. Rational-
ization for the noise levels recommended.

Chapter 5 - Reducing Noise Conflict

Source by source discussion of noise abatement measures, their effect-
Iveness, usage, and cost.

Chapter 6 - Noise Planning Strategies and Their Application

Procedural problem solving framework. Recommendations for developing
ongoing noise planning programs dealing with siting and existing noise
problems.
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1-2 BACKGROUNDE OF NOISE PLANNING

Noise, or unwanted scund, can be harmful to an individual's heaith
{physiological and psycholegical} and can degrade the quality of
life. Additionally, it can interfere with effective task accom-
plishment and cause economic costs.

Noise problems are inherent to most military installations because af
frequent use of speclalized equlipment and operation of industrial

type facilities., For example, high noise levels result from aircraft,
artillery, tracked vehicie and shipyard operations. People subjected

to such an environment may suffer loss or impairment of hearing
(permanent or temporary hearing threshold shift). Mental well-being
may be affected by frequent i{nterruption of sleep, conversation, or
concentration. Such noise impacts may result in economic losses,
medical and legal expenses and lowered rates of individual productivity.

Personnel with Noise Envircnment Responsibility

The fundamental! goal is to protect individuals from noise levels
which may jeopardize their health and welfare, within the context of
facilitating Tnstallation missions. The responsibility for achieving
this goal lies with the following personnel:

Q Ilnstallation commanders

0 Medical authorities and bioenviranmental engineers
o Scientists and technologists

o] Planners

o Architects and engineers

a} Operators

Installation Commanders

The installation commander is responsible for the health and welfare

of installation personnel and the efficient operation of the installa-
tion in the fulfiliment of the assigned mission. He/she must insure that
the individuals enumerated below meet their prescribed obligations

with respect to maintaining an acceptable hoise environment.



Medical Authorities

Among the responsibilities of medical and related authorities are
the following: issue health and medical guidance, identify and
evaluate noise related effects, provide consultation on the health
aspects of noise, and identify hazardous or impacted noise environ-
ments (Reference }-1 through 1~5}. Furthermore, through medical
research the mare subtle effects of noise are being discovered and
protection devices, such as ear plugs, are being improved,

Scientists and Technologists

The efforts of this group are diracted mainly towards the noise source,
as exemplified by the development of guieter engines, more effective
mufflers and baffles, protective Tnsulation, and other devices tc
reduce noise.

Planners

Installation pianners are charged with maintaining noise compatible
land use patterns. Because acceptable sites are not always avail-
able for noise sensitive uses, the planner must be aware of other
noise abatement techniques such as building orientation, building
attenuation, barriers, etc.

Archttects and Engineers

As designers, architects and engineers have key roles in impliementing
structural and site specific noise abatement measures in the design
and construction phase,

Operators

The largest group of individuals with noise abatement responsibility
are pperators, installers, and mechanics of noise producing machinery.
This group is often the least informed of its responsibility to adhere

to noise priented engineering and operational controls.

Broad Approach to Noise Reduction

Responsibilities for noise abatement rest with several groups and

must be met in every quarter of the noise environment before the
problem can be alleviated. There will usually be a choice of abate~
ment approaches, and the most cost effective may be the best appreach.
Therefore, planmers must understand technigues outside their direct

1-3



control. If planners are to create or malntain an environment of
an acceptable quality, they must understand the techniques and the
combinations thereof which will be effective. Therefore, this manual
deals not only with abatement through land use planning but intro-
duces the planner to the entire noise system and the points within
this system where nolse abatement 1s possible.

Because planners must take this broad view of noise planning, they
must be prepared to assume a wide range of responsibilities. They
will have to operate as information officers educating others {the
public, activity commanders and officers, etc.) about noise con-
siderations. They will have to draw activity commanders and experts
together to develop noise abatement strategies.They wil} have to be
advocates, recommending specific action by others., Planners

(with assistance from others) will have to assess the problem,
develop and recommend solutions, and provide monitoring to assure
that implemented sotutions are effective.

Future Noise Problems

This manual deals with preventing future problems as well as solving
existing ones, Noise probiems often require great expense or radical
change to resolve but the planner, with the use of siting and other
basic techniques, can prevent such problems. Awareness of potential
probiems is paramount in all modes of noise planning. The reader
should be ever cognizant that the noise environment is not static.



1-3 QVERVIEW OF THE NOISE ABATEMENT SYSTEM

Neise, (ts ¢reation, effects, and abatement, can be thought of in
systemic terms. Achievement of the goal of protecting individuals
from harmful noise levels requires a knowledge of the inter-
relationships of the noise system elements., Figure 1-3 depicts
this system in a simplified form. All elements and relationships
cannot be shown, but the model does illustrate how the elements

are related and also how the sections of this manual fit together.
In the following paragraphs, the various elements of the nolse
abatement system are described briefly and referenced to the appro-
priate section of the manual.

Source - Path - Receiver

The physical basis of the noise system is the noise source, path,
and receiver relationship. Noise emanates from a source, travels
along a path, and is perceived by the receiver. Awareness of this
concept is essential in the formulation of abatement techniques.
Background data on this basic relationship is presented in Section
2-1, Basic Concepts.

Quantified Noise Data

Before a noise problem can be resolved, the nature and intensity of
the noise must be quantified. As illustrated in Figure 1-3 , noise

is measured at a point in the path; the exact point between the source
and the receiver dependent on the purpose of the mezsurement. Be-
cause of the different types of noise, {e.g., impulse, steady state,
tonal, etc.), different types of measures have been developed to
increase descriptive accuracy. The concepts behind various noise
measures are covered in Section 2-2, Noise Measures. In Chapter 3,
Noise Assessment Techniques, the appropriate measurement technigues
for commen sources are explained,

Effects of Noise {on Receiver)

The effect of noise on the receiver can be considered the focal point
of the entire system because it is these effects which should be
minimized. The physiclogical and psychological effects of noise are
discussed and related to quantified noise levels in Chapter 4.

Recommended Noise Levels

With documentation of the effects of noise and relating these effects
to corresponding noise levals, it 1s possible to produce recommended
noise levels or standards. In Chapter &4, this tépic is treated at
length.

1-5



FIGURE 1-3
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Reducing Noise Conflicts

Given standards on allowable noise levels and knowledge of the nature
of the noise source, path, and receiver, it is possible to devise
methods to reduce noise conflicts. As indicated on the bottom of
Figure 1-3 , metheds to reduce adverse effects of noise may he applied
at the noise source, aleong the path, or near the veceiver, This sub-
ject is treated in Chapter 5, Reducing Noise Conflicts.

Flanning Guidelines Application

The means available to reduce the adverse effects of noise on individ-
uwals are described in Chapter 6. In Chapter 6, Noise Planning:
Guideiines and Application, the process is taken one step further,

and a methodology for choosing and applying the optimal abatement
techniques is preserted. Referring again to Figure 1-3 , the numer-
ous arrows directed to the '""planning guidelines application' box
indicate that before implementation can occur planners must have
quantified noise data and recommended noise levels, so that the
problem can be identified. They must alsc have thorough knowledge

of the source, path, and receiver and of the methods to reduce noise
conflict so that they can Judge which methods might be most effective.
The final decision will be made in light of these data as well as
local economic, political, environmental, and social factors and
mission requirements.
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CHAPTER 2 CHARACTERISTICS AND MEASUREMENTS OF NOISE

2-1 BASIC CONCEPTS
2-1.1 SOUND WAVES

As an object vibrates back and forth in the atmosphere, it collides
with the surrounding air particles creating a pressure disturbance.
These air particles collide with other air particles, thus causing
the pressure disturbance to spread away from the scurce of vibration.
At the ear this disturbance generates a vibration in the ear drum,
which is transmitted via the network of bones in the ear toc the
cochlea, which converts the vibration into an electrical signal
interpreted by the brain as sound.

The alternate grouping together ("compression') and spreading apart
{"'rarefaction') of the particles results in a variation of pressure
above and below atmospheric pressure (see Figure 2-1.1 ). This
spund wave' travels in air at about 1,100 feet (335 meters} per
second. The distance between successive compressions Or successive
rarefactions is the wavelength of the sound; the number of com-
pressions or rarefactlons occurring per unit time is the frequency
of the sound.

These various parameters of the sound wave are related by the formula:

I“C

N -F-
where:

1 {Lambda) = wavelength in feet {or meters)

¢ = speed of sound in feet {or meters) per second
f = frequency in Hertz (Hz), cycles per second
2-1.2 DECIBEL SCALE

The sound pressure of a2 loud sound, such as that generated by a rocket
engine, may be one billion times the scund pressure of a guiet sound
such as a soft whisper. Because of this large range, and because

the ear responds more closely te a logarithmic rather than linear
base, sound levels are usually expressed on & legarithmic scale. The
sound pressure level {SPL) of an acoustic signal is defined as:



FIGURE 2-1.1 REPRESENTATION OF A SOUND WAVE
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p \2
SPL = 10 log (T) (Eg.2-1}

o
where:
P = the sound pressure of the acoustic signal above atmospheric
pressure
P, = 2 reference pressure, standardized at 20 micropascals (this

reference pressure represents the weakest sound that can be
heard by an average young undamaged ear).

SPL is expressed in units of decibeis {dB}

As explained below, there are numerous noise measures in use, most
of which are expressed in units of dB. There are major spectral
and tempora! {and possibly reference pressure) differences amang
these measures; thus, to ensure proper use of decibel values, all
underlying assumptions and characteristics should be understood.

Since decibels are logarithmic units, sound levels cannot be added

by ordinary arithmetic means. For example, if a single engine on

an aircraft produces a sound level of 30 dB at a particular location,
twe identical engines would not produce 180 dB. The term {P/Py}2 is
a measure of the energy in the acoustic signal; addition of sound
levels must be performed on an "energy basis' (see Example 2-1.2a).

Figure 2-1.3a illustrates a ""short cut' approach to decibel addition.
To add 90 and 90 the table indicates that 3 dB must be added to give
93 dB, as before. To add 90 and 95, | dB is added to 95 to yield

96 dB. When it is necessary to add more than twe sound levels
together, the levels should be rank ordered, and then added together
two at a time starting with the lowest two levels, as illustrated

in Example 2-1.2b.

Although a 3 dB increment in noise level represents a doubling of
sound energy, for two noise signals differing by 3 dB the higher
level does not sound twice as loud as the lower. In reality, a 3 dB
difference in noise levels is only moderately detectable by the
human ear. |t has been found that a difference on the order of 10
dB represents a subjective doubling of loudness. Thus, 3 dB corre-
sponds to a factor of two in sound energy, while 10 dB corresponds
approximately te a factor of two in subjective loudness.
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EXAMPLE 2-1.2a DECIBEL ADDITION PROCEDURE

PROBLEM:
At location X the noise levels from twa sources (No. 1 and Na. 2| are each 30dB.

Detarmine the dB value when the sources are aperating simultaneously.

SOLUTION:

2
1. Sound pressure fevel source No. 1 =10 1ag E_"_)

2
2. Sound pressure level source No. 2 =10 log (P_z)
Po
Z F
3. SPL gatal = 10 log PL + P_z
Po Lo
4, P1 = Pz

FP 2
5 SPL total = 10 log 2 L_‘)

Po

P 2
=10log2+10l0g | !

Po
2
=3+ 10log El,
Pa

=3+80dB
SPL Total = 93 dB

Total dB at lacation X is 93 dB.
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METHOD FOR ADDITION
FIGURE 2-1.2a OF SOUND LEVELS

When Twa Decibel Asld the Following
Values Differ By To The Higher Value
Ot 1dB 3
2103 dB 2
4t09dB 1
10 or more dB D

MNOTE: To add more than twe levals,
start with lowast valua

EXAMPLE 2-1.2b SIMPLIFIED DECIBEL ADDITION

PROBLEM:

Determine the sum of the following naise levels.

SOLUTION:

Bad3>
75 dB = 81
- 85
79 dB = 90 dB

g2 dB
88 dB

=5



2-1.3 FREQUENCY CHARACTERISTICS

As discussed previously, a vibrating object produces a sound wave with
a characteristic frequency. |In practice, a particular naise signal is
a complex combination of frequency components produced by many differ-
ent vibrational and oscillatory moedes of the noise source. Each fre-

quency component may be of different magnitude and may vary as a
function of time.

In order to properly represent the noise characteristics of a source,
It is necessary to divide the total noise signal into its freguency

components. Knowledge of the freguency ''spectrum' of a noise signal
is important because:

{1) People have different hearing sensitivity and react
differently to various frequencies.

(2) Different noise sources have different frequency
characteristics.

{3) Engineering salutions for reducing or controlling
noise are frequency dependent.

One may determine the frequency distribution of a noise signal by
successively passing it through several different filters which will
separate the noise into B or 9 octaves on a frequency scale. Just

as an octave on a piano keyboard, an octave in sound analysis repre-
sents the frequency interval between a given frequency such as 350 Hz,
and twice that frequency, 700 Hz. The normal frequency range of hear-
ing for most people extends from a low frequency of about 20 Hz up to
a high frequency of 10,000 to 15,000 Hz. Most octave band noise
analyzing filters cover the audic range of 22 Hz to 11,200 Hz in 9
octave frequency bands. These filters are identified by their geo-
metric mean frequencies; hence, the octave frequency band of 700 to

Listed in Figure 2-1.3a are the range and mean of each of the nine
standard octave bands. It is possible to analyze the noise signal
with filters narrower than an octave in width. One-third cctave
bandwidth filters are frequently used. The sum of the indiwvidual
octave band levels is the 'overall' level.

To demenstrate noise signal frequency analysis, the typical frequency

spectrum for jet exhaust noise is illustrated in Figure 2-1.3b. A
piano keyboard s shown for reference.
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OCTAVE FREQUENCY

FIGURE 2-1.3a BANDS
Cctave Frequency Geometric Mean

Range (Hz) Frequency of Band (HZ)
22 - 44 21
44 - 88 63
88- 175 126
175 - 350 250
3s0-- 700 500
700 .- 1,400 1,000
1,400 - 2,800 2,000
2,800 - 5600 4,000
5,600 - 11,200 &,000

NOTE: Sum of individual octave Dand levels squals "overall”

laval.
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TYPICAL FREQUENCY SPECTRUM
FIGURE 2-1.3b OF JET EXHAUST NOISE
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2-1.4 FPROPAGATION CHARACTERISTICS

Sound from a single source, on the ground or in the air, spreads out
uniformly as it travels away from the source. For each doubling of
distance, the sound energy per unit area decreases by a factor of
four, resulting in a 6 dB attenmuation in the scund stignal (3 dB for
each factor of 2 in sound energy). This effect, referred to as the
inverse square law, is common to all types of emergy coriginating
from a "point" source free of focusing.

The energy drop-off characteristics differ for other types of sources.
Near a "line' source the attenuation is 3 dB per doubling of distance.
A heavily travelled highway approximates a line source.

In addition to the decline that results from the spreading of the

sound waves, there are atmospheric effects which further attenuate
sound. Through molecular absorption, the air abscrbs a certain

amaunt of high frequency energy over relatively long distances. This
effect is dependent upon air temperature and relative humidity as well
as sound fregquency. The atmospheric absorption for typical weather con-
ditions of 60° F and 49% relative humidity is shown in Figure 2-1.hka.

This effect can have a significant influence on noise signals with

high frequency content, such as aircraft. The typical noise level
variation with distance with and without atmospheric absorption effects
is illustrated in Figure 2-1.4b. As can be seen, the attenuation of
high frequency {1000 Hz and above) sound in addition to inverse square
attenuation is quite significant; over very large distances, this
atmospheric attenuation becomes important for mid frequency (around

00 Hz) sound as well.

In addition to molecular absorption, there are a variety of atmos-
pheric phenomena, such as wind and temperature gradients, which
affect the propagation of sound through the air. Sound propagating
from ground level sources is also influenced by terrain and struct-
ures which may either absorb or reflect sound, depending upon their
surface and location relative to the sound source.

Both air and ground attenuation or absorption effects increase with
distance, and can thus be sizeable (greater than 10 dB} for those
sources which propagate over large distances (thousands of feet}.
Also, since these effects are temperature/humidity and/or wind depend-
ent, they can vary somewhat from day-to-day, and appreciably over a
year. Therefore, it is best to use average conditions to assess noise
exposure for long-term planning purposes {with special consideration
given to portions of the year having weather conditions which might
provide "worst case'' noise exposure). Also short-term field monitor-
ing (either to gather new data or check existing data) must Tnciude

an appraisal of measured and average meteorclogical conditions.
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TYPICAL ATMOSPHERIC

FIGURE 2-1.4a ABSORPTION OF SOUND
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TYPICAL ATTENUATION WITH DISTANCE
FIGURE 2-1.4b FOR A POINT SOURCE
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While many noise sources are omnidirectional (i.e., radiate scund

energy equally in all directions),certain sources exhibit distinct
directionality characteristics. The noise of a jet engine, for

example, is typically at a maximum at an angle of about 45 degrees rela-
tive to the jet exhaust axis. For ground-based neoise sources,
directional characteristics can often be exploited by orienting the

source so that the primary propagation paths are directed away from
sensitive land uses.



2-2 NOISE MEASURES

Over the past 30 vyears, a wide variety of noise measures or rating
scales have been developed for the purpose of quantifying the noise
generated by particular sources. The multiplicity of noise measures
has resulted from wide variations in the spectral and temporal char-
acteristics among noise sources. For an engineering analysis of the
noise exposure of a particular source, one noise measure may have
many advantages over ancother. However, for the purposes of this
manual, it is desirable to utilize a common measure for all sources.

The noise measures used throughout this manual, and other measures

of particular interest, are presented below. The first several are
uses to describe single, discrete events; they are descriptors which
incorporate the frequency and/or temporal characteristics of the noise
signal into a single number rating. These measures form the basis

for the cumulative measures which follow. The relationship of these
various measures is illustrated in Figure 2-2.

The discussion which follows provides a conceptual description of the
noise measures. Explicit details and defining equations are presented
in the Glossary.

2-2.1 FREQUENCY CONSIDERATIONS

The human ear is more sensitive to sound of high frequency (1,000 Hz
and above) than to mid or low frequency {125 Hz and below} sound. For
this reason it is appropriate to apply a weighting function to the
noise spectrum which will approximate the response of the human ear.
The A-weighted sound level was developed in this manner. It is a
single number measure of the magnitude of a noise signal, with a
weighting characteristic which de-emphasizes the low freguency
portion of the spectrum. Similarly, the perceived noise level was
developed, based upon the subjective assessment of the relative
noisiness of the different frequency components of the noise signal.

0n many installations, large amplitude impulsive sounds are a signi-
ficant portion of the total noise exposuyre. Such sounds (which
include sonic booms and blasts from quarry and artillery operations)
may cause vibrations of buildings and other structures which can
result in annoyance beyond that due to the noise exposure alone.
This increased annovance can be assessed using the C-welighted sound
jevel.

2-2.1.1 A-WEIGHTED SOUND LEVEL (AL}

The A-weighted level of a signal, in dB, is obtained by measuring the
signal on a sound level meter with an A-weighted network. This
weighting network is an electrical circuit that represents the



RELATIONSHIP AMONG

FIGURE 2-2 NOISE MEASURES
Single Event Measures Cumulative Measures
Frequency Time
Considerations Considerations
PNL —» CHNR (24 Hours)
PNLT » EPNL # NEF {24 Hours)
AL —» SEL —* Lgq (Typically 1 Hour)

# Ldn (24 Hours)

CL + SELC -+ Lcdn (24 Hours)
PML, perceived noise level CNR, composite naise rating
PNLT, tane corrected PNL NEF, noise expasure farecast
AL, A-weighted sound level Leq. - equivalent sound level {for

givan time interval)
CL, C-weighted sound level

Ldn. day-night average sound level
EPMNL, effective perceived noise level

Ledn, C-weighted day-night average
SEL, sound exposure level sound level

SEL . C-weighted sound expasure jevel




approximate frequency response characteristics of an average young ear.
The upper porticn of Figure 2=2.1.1 shows the frequency response of
the A-weighting network. The effect of applying this weighting
function to a diesel truck spectrum is illustrated in the bottom
portion of the figure.

In several studies, it has been found that a person's judgment of the
loudness of a noise correlates well with the A-welighted sound levels
of these noises. Thus, a noise signal with an A-weighted level of
65 dB would typically be judged louder than another noise at 60 dB
when both are considered in a similar context. The A-weighted sound
level, or A-level, has been used extensively in this country for

the measurement of community and transportation noises.

2-2,1.2 PERCEIVED NOJSE LEVEL (PNL)

The high frequency component of jet aircraft noise makes comparisons
of aircraft noise levels inappropriate uniess frequency weighted.
The perceived ncise level was developed specifically to compensate
for this factor. While the A-level is measured using an electrical
circuit, the perceived noise level can be obtained only through a
calculative procedure which applies a weighting factor to each
frequency component of the signal.

In further contrast to the A-level, the perceived noise level weight-
ing function is based upon subjective assessment of the noisiness of
the various frequency components of the signail, rather than upon
loudness considerations. There is more smphasis on the upper portion
of the ncise spectrum (2,000 - 4,000 Hz) in this weighting function
than in the A-weighting function. The perceived noise level, in
units of PNdB, has been used for many years in the U.5. as a measure
of aircraft noise.

2-2.1.3  TONE-GORRECTED PERCEIVED NOISE LEVEL (PHLT)

The tone-corrected perceived noise level is the perceived noise level
with an adjustment for pure tones. This measure atte-pts to account
for human sensitivity to strong discrete frequency components in the
noise signal, over and above the sensitivity to high frequency noise.

2-2.1.4% C-WEIGHTED SOUND LEVEL (CL}

The (-weighted level of a signal, in dB, is obtained by measuring the
signal on a scund ievel meter with a C-weighting network. |n contrast
to the A-weighting network, which has proncunced emphasis and de-
emphasis characteristics in order to represent the ear®s frequency
response, the C-weighting netwerk provides no adjustment to the noise
signal over most of the audible frequency range except a slight de-
emphasis of the signal below 100 Hz and above 3,000 Hz.
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FIGURE 2-21.T

THE A-WEIGHTING NETWORK AND AN
A-WEIGHTED TRUCK SPECTRUM
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2-2.2 TEMPORAL CONS1DERATIONS

Subjective tests indicate that human response to noise is not only a
function of the meximum level, but of the duration of the signal and
its temporal variation. Time related changes may range from a sound
level constant over time, as produced by a contipuously operating
machine, to the typical hay stack-shaped time history produced by an
aircraft flyover, to the constantly varying noise levels perceived
near highways.

Historically, several methods have been used to intreduce time
characteristics. With recent advances in electronics and instru-
mentation technology, there are now instruments which can integrate,
or sum, noise signals as a function of time.* ({Integrated noise
levels are a measure of the physical energy in the noise signal.)

Significant evidence indicates that two signals with equal sound
energy will produce the same subjective response (Ref. 2-1, 2-2). For
example, a noise with a constant level of 85 dB occurring for ten
minutes would be judged equally as annoying as an 82 dB noise signal
lasting for 20 minutes, i.e., one~half the energy lasting for twice
the time period. This is known as the ''equal energy'' principle.

In practice, the integration process is often replaced by a summation
of levels occurring at one-half second intervals over the upper 10 dB
of the noise signal. For an individual event, the process of divid-
ing the signal into gne~half second increments is shown in Figure
2-2.2 .

2-2.2.1 SOUND EXPOSURE LEVEL {SEL})

Integration of the A-weighted noise lavel over the period of a single
event (such as an aircraft flyover) gives the sound exposure level,
in dB. Therefore, incorporated in this measure are both frequency
and duration considerations.

2-2.2.2 EFFECTIVE PERCEIVED NOISE LEVEL (EPNL)

The effective perceived nocise level is obtained by integrating the
tone-corrected perceived noise level (PNLT) over the pericd of a single

*Electronic noise signal integration typically utilizes networks with
"fast'' or "slow' dynamic characteristics, which may not provide a
true integration, particularly for impulsive signais. |In most cases,
however, this approach will sufficiently approximate true integration
time.



INTEGRATION PROCEDURE FOR

FIGURE 2-2,2 A SINGLE NOISE EVENT
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event. FEPHNL, in units of EPNdB, thus utilizes a pure-tone adjustment
in addition to frequency and duration consideratieons.

2-2.2.3 C-WEIGHTED S0UND EXPOSURE LEVEL (SELC)

The C-weighted sound exposure level, in dB, is obtained by integrat-
ing the C-weighted sound level over the peried of a single event.

2-2.3 CUMULATIVYE MEASURES

While the measures discussed previously are appropriate for rating
the noise of individual noise "events', In practice the effects of
noise on people and their activities is due to the accumulated influ-
ence of many noise events occurring during a day. Thus a cumulative
measure of noise exposure is a useful rating of the noise environ-
ment.

Noises which occur during nighttime hours are usually judged mare
annoying or intrusive than those occurring during the day. This

is because there is a greater desire for freedom from noise intru-
sions during periods of relaxation and sleep, and because the effects
of a noise signal are accentuated at night due to the decrease in
background noise levels. Therefore, with most 2h-hour cumulative
measures the day is divided into daytime (0700 to 2200 hours) and
nighttime {2200 to 0700 hours) periods, and a penalty or adjustment
is made for nighttime noise exposures,

2-2.3.1 COMPOSITE NOESE RATING {CNR)

For more than a decade the composite noise rating has been used as a
measure of the 24-hour noise environment at both military and civilian
airfields, Graphically,CNR is depicted by three noise environment
zones, These zones are determined by overlaying perceived noise

level {PNL) contours of equal noise levels. These contours are

based on flight paths and airecraft types. Flve decibel adjustments

in the PNL contours are made to take into account the number of
flights occurring on typically busy days (twenty-four hour period).

A final map of the three CNR zones is produced by superposition of

the several adjusted PNL contours.

Ground runup operations can also be assessed using the CNR procedure.
To incorporate the observed adverse community reaction te runup
operations,a 20 dB adjustment is applied to runup contours.¥*

* This 20 dB adjustment results from a 15 dB penalty for runup opera-
tions plus a 5 dB normalizing adjustment.



2-2.3.2 NOISE EXPOSURE FORECAST {NEF)

NEF values are determined by calculative rather than graphical means,
and computer programs are usually utilized to assist in the prepara-
tion of the contour maps. The noise exposure forecast is based upon
the EPNL, rather than the PNL, as the measure of individual aircraft
events, The NEF definition of the aircraft created noise environment
is an explicit summation of daytime and nighttime (with penalties)
noise levels. A 10 dB penalty is applied to ground runup operations.

2-2.3.3 COMMUNITY NOISE EQUIVALENT LEVEL (CNEL)

The community noise equivalent level is a measure of the noise envi-
ronment over a 24-hour annual average day. It is the 24-hour
A-weighted sound level, with a 5 dB weighting applied to the evening
(1908 to 2200} levels and a 10 dB weighting applied to the nighttime
levels,

The CNEL is used in California. The CNEL is similar to the day-night average
sound level except for the 6 dB weighting for evening levels. For most

air base noise environments the CNEL and day-night average sound level

values will agree within a fraction of a dB.

2-2.3.4 EQUIVALENT SOUND LEVEL (Leq]

The equivaient scund level, or leq may be obtained by averaging (on

an energy basis) the A-weighted sound levels over = selected time
period. This level is the continuous noise level that would be equiva-
lent, on an energy basis, with the fluctuating noise signal under
consideration, In contrast with the CNR and NEF measures, leq is
applicable to all the noise sources, not just aircraft.

The typical averaging time for the equivalent sound level is a period
of one hour. However, by averaging over an B-hour work period, for
example, a measure of the equivalent sound level a worker is exposed
to during a work day can be obtained.

For noise sources which are not in continuous operation, the equiva-
lent sound level may be obtained by decibel summing (i.e., summing
en an energy basis) the individual SEL values and dividing by the
appropriate time period.

2-2.3.5 DAY-NIGHT AVERAGE SOUND LEVEL (Lgn}

The day-night average sound level is obtained by energy-averaging noise
levels over a 24-hour period, with a 10 dB penalty to nighttime noise
levels. As with leq, the day-night average sound level can be applied
to all sources of noise. With regard to aircraft noise, the Ldn pro-
cess does not incorporate a special penalty for ground runup operations
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as with the CNR and NEF measures. For discrete event noise Spurces,
such as aircraft operations, Ly, is analogous to NEF: it may be com-
puted by decibel summation of noise levels (in terms of SEL rather
than EPNL) occurring during daytime and nighttime periods (with the
nighttime penalty),

2-2.3-6  C-WEIGHTED EQUIVALENT SOUND LEVEL (LCeq)

The C-weighted equivalent sound level is the level of the time-weighted
mean square C-weighted sound pressure. The (-weighted equivalent

level is determined in a manner similar to that of the equivalent

sound level (Leq) except that the {-weighting is substituted for

the A-~weighting.

2-2.3.7 C-~WEIGHTED DAY-N1GHT AVERAGE SOUND LEVEL (L¢dn)

While the noise impact of impulsive sounds may be quantified using

the (A-weighted) day-night average sound level, L4n, the additional
annoyance of structural vibration must also be takem into account.

The C-weighted day-night average sound level is an appropriate measure
of this annoyance (see Reference 2-4).

Similar to Ldn., LCdn is computed by decibel summation of noise levels
(in terms of SELg) occurring during daytime and nighttime periods,
with a nighttime penalty included.

Future studies may result in changing the treatment of impulse noise,
however, this use is appropriate as the best approximation now available.
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CHAPTER 3 NOISE ASSESSMENT TECHNIQUES

3+1 GENERAL INFORMATION

The planner must be able to estimate the noise exposure produced by
individual noise sources, as well as the total exposure resulting
from a combination of noise sources. Knowing the cumulative noise
exposure at potential development sites paermits selection of the

most apprepriate site for a particular land use. (Refer to Chapter 6
for a more detailed discussion of the noise planning methodology.}

The purpose of this chapter is to describe the tools the planner may
use to estimate the noise exposure at potentially developable sites.
These toels include computer-generated noise exposure contours
provided by DOD agencies {see Appendix A} and manual evaluation
procedures which the planner may use to estimate noise exposure.

3-1. NOISE EXPOSURE PREDICTION TOOLS

Major nolise sources on an installation may include aircraft operations
{on the ground and in the air}, weapon operations, traffic (including
motor and rail vehicles), and operations of fixed noise sources
{including power plants, testing facilities and ground support
equipment).

It would be ideal if installation planning could be based on an
installation wide noise exposure contour map, incorporating the con-
tributions of all major noise sources. At the present time such
contours are not available; it is therefore necessary to describe
the noise environment using a variety of tools,

Because of their impact on & majority of military installations, as
well as in the civil environment, aircraft and impulse noise have
been studied censiderably over the past several years. The complex-
ity of estimating the noise exposure from these sources has resulted
in the development of computer models. Consequently, several agen-
cies within the military departments have acquired computer capabili-
ties for generating noise exposure contours for these sources.

The complexity of the prediction procedure is a result of the large
number of parameters required for an accurate estimation. For air-
craft noise, for example, there is a wide range of aircraft types,
variations in missions, flight paths, and operaticnal procedures which
must be inpcorporated within the evaluation procedures. The necessary
calculations can be performed by hand but the computer can analyti-
cally predict noise exposure more quickly and efficiently. Manual
estimation procedures are previded in this chapter for alrecraft noise
sources,



For sources other than aircraft and impulsive noise, the reduced
number of relevant variables permits the use of much less complex
predictive procedures. For example, highway noise is predicated on

a fixed path and a limited number of vehicle types; thus, generalized
evaluation procedures are simplified enough to obviate the need for
computers. Manual evaluation procedures for these sources are pre-
sented in this chapter.

3-1.1.1 NOISE ASSESSMENT SERVICE PROVIDED BY JOINT SERVICES AGENCIES

Services provided by the DPOD agencies listed in Appendix A include
both on-site measurement of existing noise conditions and generation
of noise contours. Because of the availability of sophisticated
acoustical equipment and special computer programs, contours provided
by DOD agencies are more accurate than the manual procedures listed
in this manual. Computer-developed noise exposure contours are
available for ground and air operations of both fixed and retary wing
aircraft and for artiilery firing and blasting operations. ($Social
research is being undertaken for the purpose of validating the
methodology for artillery fire contours.)

Eventually, all computer contours will be generated in Lg, units
drawn at 5 dB intervals. To facilitate analysis,contours should

be generated at the same scale as installation maps. The input data
required for various computer programs is presented in this chapter
and in Appendix A.

The accuracy of computer-generated contours depends on the accuracy
of the data supplied by individual installations. As an upper limit,

: PR &
the computer-generated noise contours should be accurate te within -5dB,
depending on the noise source and accuracy of the operational data.

For many evaluations, accuracy to within -2dB is possible.

3-1.1.2  MANUAL EVALUATION PROCEDURES

Although not as accurate as the computer-generated estimates of noise
exposure, the generalized evaluation procedures presented in this
chapter are sufficiently accurate for screening purposes.

The noise sources to be considered in this chapter can be classified
as either intermittent or continuous. Intermittent sources are those
involving single, easily-identified discrete events: the npise level
rises with time, reaches a maximum value, and then decays to the
background level. The noise exposure fram this type of source is
assessed in terms of the sound exposure level and the number

of such events which occur throughout the day.
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In contrast, continuous noise sources are those in which the noise
level rises to a particular value, and then remains at that level for
a specified period of time. These sources are assessed in terms of
the maximum level and the duration of such occcurrences.

These concepts are expressed explicitly in the following two equa-
tions:

Intermittent source

Ldn = SEL + 10 log {Ng + 10 N,) - 49.4 (3-1)

It

where: SEL = maximum sound exposure level occurring

during a single event

Nd = number of individual events occurring
during the daytime (0700-2200 hours)

Nn = number of individual events occurring
during the nighttime {2200~0700 hours)

Continuous source

Ldn = AL + 10 log {Dg + 10 D) - 49.4 (3-2)

where: AL the maximum A-level oecurring during

the continucus event

D4 = the event duration in seconds during the
daytime

D, = the event duration in seconds during the
nighttime.

Equations 3-1 and 3-2 are {llustrated in graphic form in Figures
3-1.1.2a and b. In Figure 3-1.1.2a, the difference between SEL and

and Lgn is plotted as a function of total number of operations
(Nd + Nn} and the percentage of nighttime operations. In Figure
3-1.1.2p, the difference between the A-level and Ly, is in terms of

the total duration of operations and the percentage of that total
occurring at nighttime (note that in this figure, the duration
scale is shown in units of minutes}. For each figure, the insert
Tl1lustrates use of the chart. (See Appendix B for references con-

taining noise level data,}

This type of evaluation for either intermittent or continuous events
can only be performed for similar operations of the same noise source,
that is, where the maximum level is the same for each event. For
example, for the following series of aircraft cperations: 30 with

SEL of 80 dB, G0 with SEL of 85 dB, and 20 with SEl. of 80 dB, a
separate evaluation would be required for each of the three sets of
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operations. The total day-night sound level would be obtained by
summing, on an energy basis, the Ldn values computed separately,
Similarly, this is the case for a series ofground runups where

di fferent aircraft produce different maximum A~levels,

Because of the daily and monthly variability of alrcraft activi-

ties, operational information should be based on the average ''busy

day'.* This is obtained by computing @ workday average over a

monthly period for each month, and then averaging the twelve values.

{The use of other than average 'busy day'' operational levels may be appro-
priate where analysis indicates that peak or seasonal operations are such
that long term averaging techniques would not properly reflect the

neise environment. For example, {f the average of any quarter of

the year if greater than this yearly average by a factor of two or

more, it may be appropriate to assess the noise environment

resulting from these operaticns separately.)

To utilize the charts presented In this section, the planner must
have the SEL or AL value for the noise sources being considered,
Acquisition of this data is outlined in Appendix E.

The noise evaluation procedure may be summarized as follows:

(1) Determine the SEL (for intermittent sources) or AL
(for continuous sources) at the locaticn of interest
for each different type of operation. (Note: This
step is carried out according to the procedures dis-
cussed in succeeding sections for each noise source.)

(2) Tabulate the number of operations {for intermittent
sources} or duration of operaticons (for continuous
sources) for each different type of operation.

(3) Determine Ly, for each type of operation, using
Figure 3-1.1.2a (for intermittent sources) or
3-1.1.2b (for continuous socurces). {Note: Equations
3-1 or 3-2 may be used instead of the figures.)

(4) Determine the total Lgn for all operations by energy
summing the individual Ly, values using Figure 3-1.1.2¢c.

This procedure is iliustrated in Example 3-1.1.2 for a series of
aircraft flyovers.

« The average busy day concept is approptiate for on-installation
purposes. However if an evaluation of noise exposure of off-
installation is performed in compiiance with specific civil regula-
tions, the use of different operational data may be required. Fre-
quently, use of annual average number of operations is specified.
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METHOD FOR

ADDITION OF
FIGURE 3-1.1.2¢ SOUND LEVELS
When Two Decibel Add the Following
Values Differ By To The Higher Value
Gor1dB 3
2or3dé 2
4 to 9 dB 1
10 or more dB 0

NOTE: To add more than two levels,
start with lowsst value,



EXAMPLE 3-1.1.2

MANUAL EVALUATION OF AIRCRAFT NOISE

PROBLEM:
Determine total Ly at location X which is expoted 1o 30 takeoffs of aircraft A, 50 takeoffs

of aircraft B and 20 takeoHs of aircraft C. Nighttime operations are 10% of total activity.

SOLUTION:
1. From altitude profiles and SEL curves for aircraft A, B and C, the SEL's at

focation X from these airgraft are 30, 85 and 90 dB respectivaly. {(See Section

3.2.2.2, Figures 3-2.22a and h, and Example 3-2.2.2}

2. Number of Operations
Ajrcraft SEL.dB Daytime Nighttime Total Night %
A 20 27 3 3o 10
B 85 45 5 50 10
c 50 1B 2 20 10

3 From Figure 3-1.1.2a
SEL-Lgn=320 .. Lgn=48.0foraircraft A
SEL-Lgn =295 .. Ldn=55.5 for aireraft B

SEL-Lgn =335 .. Ldp=b56.5 foraircraft C

Alternately, using Equation 3-1 (rounding to nearest ane-half dB),
Lgy = BO + 10 lag {127 + (100 {3} ]) - 49.4 = 48.0 far aircraft A
Ldn = 85 + 10 log {(45 + (10} [} }} - 49.4 = 855 for aircraft B

Lan =90+ 10 log {(18 + (10} (2} }] - 49.4 = 565 for aircraft C

4. From Figure 3-11¢
48.0 + 55,5 =565
565 + 56.5 =505

Total Lgq at location X is 58.5 dB.
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This procedure applies to all noise sources except motor vehicle
traffic. §Since roadway noise is often continuous {over a Zi-hour
period), the assessment procedure involves determination of the
equivalent sound level during a particular hour, with application of
an adjustment to this lLgq based upon the total traffic during the
day to vield the day-night average sound level. Computations of
roadway noise are presented in $Section 3.6.

The evaluation procedures presented in this chapter do not take into
account the effects of shielding of ground-based ncise sources by
walls, land forms, buildings ar other barriers located between the
source and observer. Simplified procedures for assessing the magni-
tude of these shielding effects is presented in Section 5-2.1.4.

3-1.2 ORGANIZATION OF CHAPTER 3

The next several sections are devoted to the individual sources of
noise, listed in Figure 3-1.2 . Each section is initiated with
background infermation defining noise source characteristics and the
importance of operational parameters on the noise environment. Where
computer -generated contours are available, information concerning

the necessary input data is provided. Where appropriate, manual
procedures for estimating noise exposure (including simplified
contours} are presented, with examples.

In the last section of this chapter, the total nocise environment
resulting from multiple noise sources is discussed in terms of site
screening.

Figure 3-1.2 is a guide to the types of analyses presented in this
manual. Note that computer and manual evaluation procedures are not
presented for each neise source. As explained in the final section,
the plarner may bhave to utilize contours and site-specific analyses

together in the site selection process.
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3-2 AIRCRAFT NOISE, FIXED WING

3-2.1 BACKGROUND |INFORMATION

3-2.1.1 AITRCRAFT NOISE SOURCES

Fixed wing aircraft may be divided into jet and propelier driven
categories. Figure 3-2.1.1la illustrates the major noise sources in

various aircraft engipes.

Jet Aircraft

Twoe major noise sources common to all jet aircraft are jet exhaust

noise and turbo-machinery noise. The roar of the jet exhaust results
from the turbulent mixing of the high velocity exhaust gases with the
ambient air. This noise is broadband {i.e., the acoustic energy is
spread throughout the audible spectrum} and varies with the eighth
power of flow velocity. Turbe-machinery noise results from turbu-
lence produced by rotating blades in the engine. This source con-
sists of strong discrete frequancy components, sometimes called

pure tones, superimposed upon the broadband spectrum. These pure
tones are associated with the blade passage frequency and its har-
monics and typically occur in the 2000 to 4000 Hz region.

in the turbojet engine the main noise source is the Jet exhaust.
Cnly for low thrust settings, such as on approach, is the compressar
"whine'' detectable. On afterburner-equipped aircraft, the increased
flow velocity through the afterburner creates significantly mere
noise than any other power setting because of the eighth power
relationship.

By contrast, in the turbofan engine a significant portion of the air
bypasses the combustion chamber and primary exhaust; this results In
a lower exhaust velocity and thereby reduced jet noise. In this
engire, however, the large rotating fan at the front of the engine
produces strong pure tones which are dominant at 21} thrust settings.

Propellar Aircraft

Propeller aircraft, either piston or turbine powered, generate noise
by the formation and shedding of wvortices in the flow past the
propeller biades. This noise is also broadband, with discrete
frequencies superimposed on the spectrum at the blade passage fre-
quency due to the oscillating pressure field on the air. In contrast
with jet aircraft, the major components of the propellar noise
spectrum occur in the lower frequency bands.

3I-N



FIGURE 3-2.1.1a

MAJOR NOISE SOURCES IN AIRCRAFT ENGINES
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FIGURE 3-2.1.1b TYPICAL AIRCRAFT SPECTRA AT 1000 FT
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Secondary to propeller noise is that of the aircraft engine. At
typical takeoff power, the piston-powered aircraft produces greater
exhaust noise than its turbine-powered counterpart. However, on
approach, the compressor of the turbine-powered aircraft generates
distinct pure tones. '

Representative noise spectra for various aircraft are presented in
Figure 3-2.1.1b.

3-2.1.2 OPERATIONAL CONSIDERATIOQNS

The noise exposure at a ground location resulting from aircraft flight
operations is a function of the sound exposure levels produced by
individual aircraft, and the numbers of such aircraft operating during
daytime and nighttime periods.

Typically, the noise levels associated with 2 particular operation of
a specific aircraft {or class of aircraft) at a given thrust are
defined as a generalized function of the slant distance between the
aircraft and the observer {refer to Figure 3-2.2.2b). The noise level
versus distance data is used to determine the sound exposure level at
a specific ground location. The path of the aircraft in space is
defined, so that the slant distance between the aircraft and observer
is known. This is accomplished by specifying the flight track and
altitude profile {refer to Example 3-2.2.2). The flight track is the
projection onte the ground plane of the three dimensicnal flight path
of the aircraft; the altitude profile defines the performance char-
acteristics of the aircraft in terms of altitude versus distance from
the start of takeoff roll.

The tetal aircraft noise exposure is the summation of the noise expos-
ure from all operations of all aircraft on all flight paths. This
information should be specified in terms of the number of 'busy day"
cperations on each flight path {see p. 3-& for discussion of the

"busy day'' concept).

In summary, the following operational data, in conjunction with sound
exposure level versus distance data, will yield the total aircraft
heise exposure:

c Flight track locations

o Altitude profile for each aircraft aperation

[+ Thrust schedule aleng each profile

o Average '"busy day'' number of each atrcraft operation,

by daytime (0700-2200 hrs.) and nighttime (2200-0700
hrs.) periods on each flight track.
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3-2.2 EVALUATION PROCEDURES

3-2.2.1 COMPUTER-GEKERATED NOISE CONTOURS

The calculation of Ly, values for even a few ground locations can be

a tedicus and time-consuming operation, considering the myriad of
aircraft and types of operations that can occur at an installation.

The planner should, therefore, utilize available computer programs

to perform the noise exposure computations. Appendix A contains
directions for obtaining contours.

Noise level data for both military and civil aircraft (SEL vs. distance
curves) are contained in the files of the computer program. Installa-

tion specific information needed for the generation of conteurs includes
such Ttems as:

o Altitude profiles

© Thrust/power schedules

o Flight track locations

o Number operations on each flight track

o Schedule af restrictions and limitations

o Runway utilization schedule

o Departure procedures

o Special mission descriptions

o Touch and go/FMLP*description
3-2.2.2 MANUAL EVAYUATION
Dccasions may arise when it will be convenient to have Ldp hand calcu-
lation capabilities, thus permitting quick evaluation of the effects
of operational changes on the ncise environment., This is accomplished
in the fallowing manner:

{1} Refer to appropriate altitude profile and SEL vs.

. distance curve. (These profiles may alsc be specified
in tabular form. 5ee Appendix B.) (Typical curves

are illustrated in Figures 3-2.2.2a and b.)

(2) betermine the ground level SEL in manner shown in
Example 3-2.2.2.

* FMLP is abbreviation for Fleet Mirror Landing Pattern, a MNaval aircraft
procedure used in practice landings simulating aircraft carrier operations.
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FIGURE 3-2,2,2a ALTITUDE PROFILE FOR F-100 JET
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EXAMPLE 3.2.2.2 DETERMINING SEL AT A GROUND LOCATION

Determine the SEL at a location 750 feet lateral from a point 20,000 feet down
the flight track of an F-100 jet at military power.

Altitude Profile SEL Curve
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The Ldn at a prescribed point may be determined following the steps
baelow.

(1) Use eguation 3-1 or Figure 3-1.1.2a to solve for the
Ldy of one set of similar operations.

(2) Use energy addition (Figure 3-1.1.2¢c) to calculate
Ly, for all sets of aircraft operations. (Refer to
Example 3-1.1.2.)

NOTE:

This is a simplified evaluation omitting several complicating factors
built into the computer program. For example, this procedure does
noct properly assess noise exposure resulting from operations during
ground roll, turn operations, or from flight operatiens for which the
angle of observation above the horizon is less than 7 degrees; nor

does it account for airspeeds or power settings different from the
measured data.

The manual procedure is most useful in comparing different sets of
operations. It should not be used to determine the absolute Lgn for
a single set of operational conditions.




3-3 AIRCRAFT KOISE, ROTARY-WING
3-3.1 BACKGROUND |NFORMAT | ON
3-3.1.1 AIRCRAFT NOISE SOURCES

The rotor system, in addition to the engine, is a principal noise source.
Specifically the major noise sources are as follows:

Rotor blade stap

Tall rotor rotational noise

Main rotor broad band and rotational noise
Turbine engine noise

Fransmission hoise

The dominant noise produced by helicopters consists of a breadband spec-
trum generated by vortex formation and shedding in the flow past the
helicopter blade. n additien to the discrete frequency noises at har-
monics of the biade passage frequency, superimposed on the broadband
spectrum for helicopters is a rotaticnal noise known as blade slap.

This is high amplitude periadic noise plus highly modulated vortex
noise caused by fluctuating forces on the biade due to the cutting of
one blade's tip vortices by another blade and transonic shock. Blade
slap is a distinctive, low freguency throbbing sound which increases
during certain descent, maneuvering and high-speed cruise operations.

(Refer to Appendix A for sources of information on blade slap correc-
tions.)

A representative helicepter frequency spectrum is shown in Figure 3-3.1.1,
The spectrum in this figure was obtained using a series of filters 6 Hz

in width so that the narrowband fine structure of the signal (due to the
many harmonic tones) would be apparent. HNote that these occur primarily
in the low frequency portion of the spectrum,

3-3.1.2. OPERATIONAL CONS|DERATIONS

The evaluations af rotary-wing noise exposure requires the same opera=
tional information as required for fixed-wing aircraft. See Section 3-2.1.2.

o Flight track locations

o Altitude profile for each helicopter cperation

© Phase of flight (takeoff, cruise, landing)

o Average ‘''busy day' number of each aircraft operation, by

daytime (2200-0700 hrs and nighttime 2200-0700 hrs) periods
on each flight track."
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3-3.2 EYALUATION PROCEDURES

Assessment of the cumulative noise exposure from rotary-wing aircraft
aperations paralleils that of fixed-wing zircraft cperations.

The fixed-wing aircraft computer program discussed previously may
also be applied to rotary wing operations. Refer to Section 3-2.2.1
for discussion of input requirements and to Appendix A for enumeration
of the agencies responsible for noise contours,

A simplified evaluation of rotary-wing aircraft noise exposure, like
fixed-wing exposure, may be undertaken manually using the procedures
illustrated in Figures 3-1.1.2a and b and Example 3-1.1.2. Appendix
B provides references to detailed noise and performance data for
rotary-wing aircraft. The previous warning note (Section 3-2.2.2,

page 3-19) concerning the use of the manual procedures also applies
here.

For planning purposes and a meaningful prediction of noise, due to

the great maneuverability of helicopters, it is necessary to constrain
significant numbers of cperations into zones and/or cerriders. |In
this fashion, impacted and nonimpacted land can be set aside.
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3-4 GROUND OFERATIOMS, FIXED AND ROTARY YWING
3-4.1 BACKGROURD INFORMAT I CN
3-4,1,1 AIRCRAFT NOISE SOURCES

The noise of aircraft flight and ground operaticns differ in level
and temporal characteristics. For the same aircraft to observer
distance, the maximum (peak} noise levels produced during a ground
operation will typically be lower than during a flight operation
because of ground abscorption. The presence of intervening buildings
and other barriers may furtner attenuate the noise level.

However, a runup operation may produce a much higher integrated noise
level. This 7s because a runup 15 a continuous operation which may
last for several minutes as opposed to a flyover noise signal which
is intermittent in nature and usually lasts for several seconds.

Case studies of community response tg aircraft noise have generatlly
shown that ground runup noise response is judged less acceptable than
the noise exposure of flyovers of the same average level of acoustic
energy. This may be based in part on the feeling that runup opera-
tions are more controllable than flyovers, and thus the noise impact
of runups could be more readily controlled as well.

Far runup operations, consideration must also be given to the direc-
ticnal characteristics of the noise source. Figure 3-4.1.1 shows the
noise levels of an F-100 aircraft at power settings of military

power and afterburner, illustrating the highly directional nature of
sound propogation from alrcraft engine ground runups. Due to this
factor, the orientation of aireraft runup pads and engine test

stands has a major impact upon the noise exposure nearby.

3~4,1.2 OPERATIONAL CONSIDERATIONS

The cumulative noise exposure from ground operations is based upon
peak noise levels and average ''busy day'' durations of daytime and

nighttime operations., Thus, L4, contours for runup operations are
a function of the location and orientation of the runup pads, the

time of day and duration of use.

3-4.2 EVALUATION PROCEDURES
3-4,2.1 COMPUTER-GENERATED NOISE CONTOURS
The computer program discussed in Sections 3~2 and 3-3 for flight

operations also incorporates runup operations, The data required for
contour generation includes the following:
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FIGURE 3-4.1.1
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(1) Runup pad location and orientation

(2) Runup pad utilization

(3) Aircraft/engine types and test schedule

(4) Type and use of suppression devices
As with flight operations, the program produces L4, centours at § dB
intervals. These contours are usually combined with the flight
contours when contours are generated for military installation opera-
tions; however, they may be produced separately if desired. ({Refer
to Appendix A.)
3-4.2.2 MANUAL EVALUATION
The Ldn at a site of interest is determined in the manner outlined for
continuous sources in Section 3-1.1.2, using Figures 3-1.1.2b and c.

Reference to AL versus radiation angle and propagation distance data
is provided in Appendix B for both fixed and rotary wing aircraft.

3=25



I3“5 IMPULSE NOISE

3-5.1 BLAST NQISE

2-5.1.1  BACKGROUND INFORMATICN

Aircraft noise tends to rise and fall slowly with time (in a matter of

several seconds). In tontrast, "blast noise” is impulsive in nature

and generally Jless than a second in duration. Frequently enceuntered
hlast sounds are:

o] Artillery fire

0 $hell bursts {at or above ground level)
I+ Surface blasting
o Cratering blasts

Although the duration of individual blasts is short {approximately 0.5
second}, the rapid onset of such seunds is a source of discomfort for
many persens. In addition, the vibration of buildings and other
structures induced by the noise impulse is a source of increased annoy-
ance. This vibration and the rapid onset produce ''startle'' effects
and may cause rattling of dishes and other loose objects within the
building. For this reason both the noise and vibkration impact of blast
noises must be assessed.

Important factors regarding people's subjective evaluation of blast
noise exposure are:

o Peak overpressure of individual blasts
o Number of occurrences per day
o Time of day the blasts occur

3-5.1.1.1 BLAST NOISE SOURCES

The noise produced by blasts results from the generation of shock
waves, with peak overpressure {i.e., the pressure increase above
ambient) often greater than 1 psi. Figure 3-5.1.1.1la depicts a typi-
cal blast impulse, which consists of an abrupt compression {charact-
erized by an extremely short "rise time'') followed by a gradual
pressure reduction to below ambient pressure, and then finally a
recovery to ambient. The overpressure (and therefore the noise level)
is a function of the source strength (charge weight), meteorclogical
conditions, and distance to observer.
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FIGURE 3-5.1.1.1a TYPICAL BLAST IMPULSES
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Noise radiates in an omnidirectional pattern from most blast sources.
Thus, their location {and not their orientation) with respect to an
observer is Important; however artillery fire is directional in nature
and both the location and the direction of firing are important.

These sources usually produce extremely high sound pressure levels

of predominantly low frequency content which can propagate long dis-
tances (Figure 3-5.1.1.1b presents typical spectra). Site selecticn
should therefore include evaluation of blast ncise sources up to dis-
tances of three miles or more. Where large numbers are invoived,

as with an Armor Division, distances of concern may extend to seven
or ten miles.

3-5.1.1.2 OPERATICNAL CONSIDERATIONS

As with aircraft noise exposure, the two major factors used to deter-
mine blast noise exposure are socund exposure level and number of events
during daytime and nighttime periods. However, determination of blast
noise level is complicated by many cperational factors. |In particular,
the height of the blast above or below ground is important. For blasts
below the surface, the transmissivity through the soil affects the noise
level. Propagation above ground is influenced by wind and temperature
gradients which can create focusing effects. Furthermore, for blasts
occurring near the ground, reflections can increase pressure by 50
percent or about 3 dB.

3-5.1.2 EVALUATION FROCEDURES
Computer-generated contours may be obtained for blast noise exposure

(see Appendix A for references). Contours te be used in the evalua-

tion of impact noise are C~weighted Ldn (Lcdn)- (& hand calculation
method is being developed and will be added to this manual when it
becomes available.)

Requisite program Tnformation required for daytime and nighttime periods
is as follows:

(1} Artillery

o Type of weapon

0 Location and muzzle direction of weapon

o Average number of rounds fired during the day/night
{2} 5hell Bursts

o Type of shell
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FIGURE 3-5.1.1.1b TYPICAL SPECTRA FOR 10 TQO 100 LB TNT BLAST
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o Location of bursts
o Average number of bursts during the day/night
(3) Surface/Above-surface Blasts
o Type of blasting device
o Location of blast
¢ Height above ground level
o Average number of blasts during the day/night
{4) Cratering blasts
o Type of blasting device
o Location of blast
o Depth of charge belew surface
o Average number of blasts during the day/night
3-5.2 SON!IC BOOMS
3-5.2.1 BACKGROUND [NFORMAT ION

A sonic boom is a conical shaped impulse (pressure wave) generated as an air-
craft travels at speeds which exceed the speed of sound. The air-
craft is at the apex of the cone and the flight path is the axis.
Contrary to the prevalent misconception, booms do not occur just once
as an alrcraft breaks the sound barrier but instead are generated
continuously the entire time the speed of sound is exceeded. The area
affected by a boom can be calculated by multiplying the length of

a supersonic flight by the width of the boom path, which may vary

from twenty to eighty miles depending on aircraft altitude and a
number of other operational factors. As with other large amplitude
impulsive noises, annoyance results from both the noise impact and

the noise-induced vibrations of bulldings and structures.

3-5.2.1.1 SONIC BOOM SOQURCES

Supersonic flights are either $hort bursts or sustained cperations.

The latter account for five percent of the flights but fifty percent
of the distance traveled. It is estimated that the average sustained
mission affects 175,000 square miles. The flights are ground dependent,
that is they must fly over specific ground Installations. The former
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variety of operations, which includes brief supersonic sprints and
training maneuvers, is ground independent and therefore can be execut-
ed avoliding populated areas,

3-5.2.1.2 OPERATIONAL CONSIDERATIQNS

The three factors that effect the severity and extent of sonic booms
are aircraft design, aircraft operation, and atmospheric conditions.
In the first categorysaircraft size, weight, volume distribution, and
1ift distribution are critical factors. Of similar impeortance are
altitude, Mach number, flight path, acceleration affects, and maneu-
vering effects. |Important atmospheric effects include temperature,
turbulence patterns, atmospheric pressure and wind gradient. The
variability of sound transmission in air has been demonstrated in
field tests where sequential measurements taken every 200 feet along
flight tracks have illustrated 12 dB differentials within 600 feet.

3-5.2.2 EVALUATION PROCEDURE

Because of the geographically widespread effects of sonic booms and
the variations in impact due to operational and atmospheric factors,
it is not practical for site selection purposes to evaluate the
effects of booms because it affects all potential sites in a
comparable manner,
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3-6 MOTOR VEHICLES
3-6.1 BACKGROUND INFORMAT ION

Motor vehicles are grouped into street and combat categories. Because
of different source characteristics, they are further subdivided into
automobile and truck classes of street vehicles and transport and
Weapons weapons classes of combat vehicles. The noise exposure at a given
distance from a roadway will depend upon traffic flow and roadway
characteristics, Traffic will consist of a mixture of vehicles,
randomly located relative to one another, travelling at a variety of
speeds. The noise exposure of a roadway can be determined from the
volume flow {in vehicles per hour) and the average speed {in miles
per hour) for each class of vehicle on the roadway .

Analysis of roadway characteristics to yield an accurate measure of
noise exposure should take into consideratioh a wide variety of
parameters including roadway gradient, type of pavement, roadway
cross-section confiquration, roadway curves, vertical alignment,
and roadside structures or land forms.

3-6.1.} NO!SE SCURCES
3-6.1.1.1 STREET VEHICLES

The maximum nofse emitted by an automobile increases approximately
with the third power of vehicle speed., This is due primarily to tire
noise created by the tire-roadway interaction. (Figure 3-6.1.1
illustrates automobile noise spectra at different speeds.)

The noise ocutput of trucks is a2 more complicated phenomenon. First,
trucks should be considered in three distinct classes according to
their noise emission characteristics: light, medium, and heavy
trucks. Light trucks are two axle, four wheel vehicles such as panel
and pick-up trucks; their noise characteristics are similar to those
of automobiles. Medium trucks are typically gasoline-powered two
axle, six wheel vehicles, such as city trucks without a vertical
exhaust muffler. The noise generation characteristics of these
vehicles are alsc similar to those of automobiles. However, medium
trucks are usually 10 dB noisier than automobiles for the same flow
and speed.

Heavy trucks are a more complex noise source. These diesel powered,
three or mare axle vehicles have a multitude of noise mechanisms,
i.e., tire noise, exhaust noise, intake noise, engine noise, and
gear noise. Shown in Figure 3-6.1.1.1b Is a typlcal truck noise
spectrum for the three major component sources: tires, engine and
exhaust.
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TYPICAL AUTOMOBILE SPECTRA
FIGURE 3-6.1.1.1a FOR TWO AVERAGE SPEEDS
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TYPICAL SPECTRA FOR DIESEL TRUCK

FIGURE 3-6.1.1.1b AND COMPONENT SOURCES
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Tire-roadway interaction, the major noise source for automobiles and
light and medium trucks, occurs at ground level. For heavy trucks an
additional noise source, the exhaust stack opening, is nominally
located eight feet above the ground. Heavy truck noise does not
exhibit great variability. While tire noise varies with speed, the
engine noise sources generalty show little dependence upon road speed.
Furthermore, drivers tend to maintain relatively constant engine
speed for all road speeds.

3-6.1.1.2 COMBAT VEHICLES

Transport and weapons vehicles operate at speeds well below that of
street traffic. The main use of transport vehicles is te move troops;
the vehicles are either wheeled or a combination of wheeled and
tracked. Weapons vehicles which serve as mobile weapons are usually
tracked.

Measurements have shown that transport and weapons vehicles are up to
10 ¢B noisier than heavy trucks. The major noise sources of these
vehicles are the engine, drive gears and track. Track noise is
dominant on those vehicles so equipped.

3-6.1.2 OPERATIONAL CONSIDERATIONS

As previously discussed, roadway noise exposure is a function of the
traffic flow parameters of the classes of vehicles using the roadway.
automobiles {including light trucks), medium trucks, heavy trucks,
transport vehicles and/or weapons vehicles. Where vehicles are
unifeormly distributed alang a single lane roadway that is straight,
infinitely long, at grade an flat level terrain, the noise exposure
is a function of the volume flow and average speed of each group of
vehicles. These conditions will rarely exist, especially for weapons
vehicles which are not usually operated on conventional asphalt or
concrete road, but rather on dirt roads.

in practice,roadway factors will affect noise levels. Hoise exposure
is tncreased by uphill grades (for beavy trucks and transport vehicles)
and by very rough and/or broken pavement surfaces (for wheeled
vehicles). The noise exposure is decreased by buildings, land forms

or other barriers located between the rcoadway and the obsarver.

The drop-off of ngise levels with distance from a roadway will typi-
cally range from 4 to 5 dB per doubling of distance. This drop-off
rate is affected substantially by ground cover. Beyond two to three
thousand feet, the drop-off can increase tc about & dB per doubling
of distance, due to the additional effect of atmospheric attenuation.
However, the noise levels from roadway traffic will rarely be high
enough to be of concern at these larger distances.
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3-6.2 EVALUATION PROCEDURES

The use of a computer greatly facilitates the incorporation of traffic
and roadway variables into the derivation of contours. For the purpose
of evaluating prospective sites, the simptified manual approach pre-
sented below is adequate.

This section is organized into five subsections. The first four
relate to determining the Ly, of a specified location. They are as
follows:

(1} Determining Lgy for & simplified roadway (3-6.2.1)

(2} Leq adjustments for roadway variables (3-6.2.2)

(3} Selving for Ly, (3-6.2.3)

{4) Process review {3-6.2.4%)

Presented in the fifth subsection {3-6.2.5) is a simplified procedure
for determining contours.

3-6.2.1 DETERMINIKG Leq FOR A SIMPLIFIED ROADWAY

The peak hour equivalent }evel (L )} at a lecation of interest near a
roadway that is flat and infinitely long, with no acoustic shielding,
can be determined using the nomegraphs in Figure 3-6.2.1a (street
vehicles) and Figure 3-6.2.1b {combat vehicles). (The peak hour is
used because volume flow information is usually readily available

for this period, particularly for civil street vehicles. The peak
hour Leq is ultimately converted to tdp.)

The following is the information reguired for use of the nomographs:

{1} The peak hour number of vehicles for each vehicle
class.

{2) Average speed of each class of vehicle.

{3) Distance from the site to the centerline of the road-
way.

Use of the Nomograph, Basic Information

o MNemographs are used separately for each vehicle
class.
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o Figure 3-6.2,1a
- Llight trucks are equivalent to automobiles

- The top row of speed crosses are used for heavy
trucks

= The bottom row of speed crosses are used for
automobites and medium trucks

- The traffic volume of medium trucks is multiplied
by ten before nomograph analysis is made

- Nominal noise source helights: heavy trucks 8 feet
and automobiles ground level (0 feet)

o Figure 3-6.2.1b

- The left hand cotumn of speed crosses are used
for transport vehicles

- The right hand column of speed crosses are used
for weapon vehicles

Use of the Nomograph, Procedural Steps

Refer to Example 3-6.2.1

(1) Draw a line from the plvot point through the correct
average speed scale to line A.

{2) From the intersection point on line A draw a line to
the peak hour vehicle volume scale, V, located on the
far right of the nomograph. {(Use 10 times the volume
for medium trucks.)

(3) From the intersection of this line with Tine B draw
a line to the distance to cbserver scale, Dp, at the
appropriate distance.

{(4) At the intersection of this line with the Leq scale,
read the Leq value.
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3-6.2.2 Leq ADJUSTMENTS FOR ROADWAY VARIABLES

Gradient Adjustment

Several adjustments to the L., values determined from the nomographs
may be necessary to account for realistic roadway situations. The
first is the gradient adjustment. Listed in Figure 3-6.2.2a are the
appropriate adjustments as a function of vehicle speed and percent
grade. Note that these adjustments apply only to heavy trucks and
transport vehicles and are added directly to the equivalent level
for the particular class of vehicles.

Shielding Adjustment

A second adjustment is for shielding effects. There may be a variety
of obstacles between the roadway and the observer, including buildings,
landforms, walls, and portions of the roadway itself (in the case of
elevated or depressed roadways). Section 5-2.1.4% in Chapter 5 pro-
vides guidelines and techniques for evaluating the shielding effects

of these obstacles.

Roadway Surface Adjustment

A third adjustment is appropriate for wheeled vehicles (all street
vehicles and transport vehicles) when the roadway surface is unusually
rough. When pavement is broken, or when there are large voids or
grooves in the surface, 5 dB should be addad to the equivalent level
for each applicable vehicle class,

Roadway Segment Adjustment

Although many roadways are not infinitely long and straight, it is
usually preferable {and sufficiently accurate for screening pur-
poses) to perform the nmoise evaluaticon as if they were. However,
where roadway conditions vary near a site being evaluated, it may
ke desirable to evaluate the roadway in sections. For example,
consider a roadway with a 3% grade over half its length: dividing
the roadway into a level section and a section of constant 3% grade
would improve the accuracy of the noise estimation,

The Leq for a section of roadway is obtained by first determining
the Lgg for the roadway as if it were infinite (i.e., by using the
appropﬂiate nomograph) and then applying an adjustment to account
for the finite length of the section. The proper adjustment as a
function of the angle of ohbservation is shown in Figure 3-6.2.2b.
Note that the cbserver need not be in the center of the segment for
this adjustment to be applicable. {(For angles greater than 160°,
the adjustment is 0 dB.)
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ROADWAY GRADE ADJUSTMENT FOR HEAVY

FIGURE 3-6.2,2a TRUCKS AND TRANSPORT VEHICLES
Average Speed, mph

Percent

Grade =15 20-35 =40
1 q 3 2
2 5 4 3
3 6 5 4
4 7 4] L]
5 8 7 8

3-42



09l

(s334930) 4
08

oF

1[4

oz~

1aA13500)

LY

oi-

g—

ADJUSTMENT (dB)

INFWDIS AVMAYCOH 40 HLDNTT 3LINIA HO4 INNOJIV OL LNIWISNraY

42°2°9°£ 3YNOId

3-43



3-6.2.3  SDLVING FOR Ly

Once the equivalent levels for a class of vehicles has been determined
for all roazdway sections, they may be energy added using Figure
3-1.1.2¢c. The individual Le eq values for each vehicle class can then
be added together again using Figure 3-1.1.2¢c to vield the total L

for the roadway.

Ldr can then be determined by using the following equation:

Lan = Legq * 2 {3-3)

A{delta) = a function of the percentage of nighttime
traffic (Refer to Figure 3-6,2.3 }

3-6,2.4 PROCESS REVIEW
The calculation of motor vehicle Ly, can be summarized as follows:

(1) Determine the average speed and peak hour number of
vehicles for each vehicie c¢lass.

(2) Use the appropriate Ly, nomograph (Figure 3-6.2.ta

or 3-6.2.1b) for each vehicle class to determine the
Leg for an infinite roadway.

(3) |If appropriate, divide the roadway into finite segments.

(1) gdéu;tzﬁhe Leq values for finite segments using Figure

{5) Apply adjustments from Figure 3-6.2.2a to heavy trucks
land transport vehicle noise for those segments with
gradients,

{6) Apply adjustments from Section 5-2.1.4 for those seg-
ments shielded from the observer.

{7} Apply a 5 dB adjustment to wheeled vehicles for those
segments with very rough pavemants,

(8) In each segment arithmetically sum the Leq values and
ad justments for each vehicle class.
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FIGURE 3-6.2.3

ADJUSTMENT TO CONVERT Lgq TO
Ly, FOR ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE

% Day % Night AdB
62.5 3756 3
75 25 2
a5 15 1
90 10 0
a5 5 A1

100 a -3
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{9) Sum the adjusted Leq vaiues for each vehicle class to

obtain an Leq value for each segment (use Figure
3-1.1,2c¢)

(10} Sum the segment Leq values to obtaln Leq for the entire
roadway (use Figure 3-1.1.2c).

{11) Adjust the Leq to yield Ly, using Figure 3-6.2.3.

To facilitate analysis, this ten step process is presented in matrices
depicted in figure 3-6.2.43 and b and illustrated in Example 3-6.2.4.

3-6.2.5 DETERMINATION OF CONTOURS OF EQUIVALENT NOISE EXPOSURE

The procedure outlined 'n 3-6.2.4 can be used to develop approximate
Ldn contours, with the fellowing specific restrictions: the roadway
must be considered as a single segment, must be considered infinite-
ly long and shielding effects must be ignored. Within these constraints, -
approximate Ldn contours may be derived as follows:

I. Determine Ldn value for a 100 foot distance between observer
and roadway centerline.

2. Use Figure 3-6.2.5 to calculate the distance from centerline
to the desired L4, contour value using the Ly, value at 100
feet as a reference point. (Example shown in Figure 3-6.2.5.)

3. Draw contour lines at the appropriate distances from the

centerline, parallel to the sections of the roadway under
study.
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FIGURE 3-6.2.4b COMBAT VEHICLE ANALYSIS MATRIX

Equivalent Levels {L .} for Segment No.
n Transport Waapons
WVehicles Vehicles Saurce
Average spasd {mph} Fieid data
Pask hour traffic (vph) Field data
|
1. Leq idB) Figure 3-6.2.1p
2| g= . segment adj. Figure 3-6.2.2b
i Grade =____, pradient adj. Figure 3-6.2.Za
q, Barrier adjustment Section 5-2.1.4
5. Rough roadway adj. Section 3-6.2.2
6. Adjusted Lag Total of rows
1 through 5
Segment Leq Energy additior of
row 6 (Fig. 3-1.1.2¢)

ANALYSIS OF ROADWAY

FIGURE 3-6.2.4¢c DAY/NIGHT LEVEL {Lgn)
1. % of nighttime traffic ____ %
2! Nighttime adjustment { A from Figure 3-6.2.3)
3. Roadway segiment Leg's
4.  Total Roadway Leq (total of all roadway segment Log's}
6.  Roadway Lgp, at point of analysis {add nos. 2 and 4|
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EXAMPLE 3-6.2.4 CALCULATION OF ROADWAY Ly, VALUE

PROBLEM:

Detarmine the Ly value at location X (100 feet from roadway| given the following
information :

a. Traffic flow situation in Figura 3-6.2.1

b. One halt of roadway fiat, one haff at 2% grade

8 Median point in change of grade (0 to 2%) occurs directly opposite of site,
i.e., line drawn through median pointin change of grade and middle of
site is perpendicular to centerline of road.

d. 15% of traffic flow at night.

SCLUTHON:
FIGURE 3-5.244 STREET VEHICLE ANALYSIS MATREX
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REDUCTION IN ROADWAY NOISE

FIGURE 3-6.2.5 LEVEL WITH DISTANCE
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3-7 RAILROAD NOISE
3-7.1 BACKGROUND |NFORMATION

There are two distinct types of railroad noise: noise from line
operations, which invelves a train moving from one point to another,
and noise from yard and siding operations, which also includes car
lcading and unleoading, switching, storage, and maintenance.

3-7.1.1 NOISE SOURCES
3-7.1.1.7 LINE GPERATIONS
Railroad line nolise has an engine and car component.

Engine noise includes exhaust, casing, intake and fan noise. Both
engine casing and fan noise levels are typically lower than exhaust
levels, and intake noise, which is muffied by the air filter,
usually cannot be individually identified. The exhaust noise in-
creases with increased horsepower, and non-turbocharged engines

are about & dB quieter than turbocharged engines. Casing noise is
also dependent upon the horsepower rating. An additicnal signi-

ficant, but periodic, noise scurce s the train horn.

Car noise is created by the interaction of steel wheels and rails
and increases markedly with train speed. |In addition to normal
interaction noise, there is wheel squeal, 2 high pitched pure tone,
which occurs when a train traverses a tight curve, There is also
impact noise, which is produced when wheels pass over & jolnt, frog,
or signal junction.

3-7.1.1.2 YARD AND SIDING GPERATIONS

Retarders are the principal noise source In a typical railroad yard.
Retarders are mechanical devices used to control the velocity aof
individual cars as 3 train is being assembled. A retarding beam is
clamped against the wheels of a car to slow it down and the resultant
noise normally peaks at a frequency of 2000 to 4000 Hz. Noise levels
are dependent on retarder location and frequency of use.

Another noise source in railrpad yvards and sidings is car impacts.
When a car is being coupled to a string of cars or when a locomotive
with a number of cars is starting toc move, several impacts may occur.
Impacts add little to Ly, because: a) the signal is of very short
generation; b} the signal has a low amplitude; and c) typically the
number of impacts is not significant. In contrast, the noise of an
idling engine may be significant; although not of high level it may
occur for extended periods of time,



3-7.1.2  OPERATIONAL CONSIDERATIONS
3-7.1.2.1 LINE OPERATIONS

The power of a train is contrelled by a throttle with eight equatl
incremental settings. On line runs, the engine is at the eighth
setting (full throttle) about fifty percent of the time. The noise
level difference between idle and full threttle is about 15 dB;
however, engine noise is not a functicon of speed.

Conversely, the effect of speed on car noise is most important. The
noise tevels for a typical car increases with the third power of
spead.

The nolse exposure from railroad operations is thus a function of
both the noise level and the duration of passby {which, in turn, is
dependent upon train speed and length).

3-7.1.2.2 YARD AND SIDING OPERATIONS

Railroad yard and siding noise levels are highly dependent upen oper-
ations. The more cars to be moved around, the more noise there will
be.

Most fnstallation vard tvpe activities are loading and unloading,
rather than switching, coupling and decoupling of cars. Therefore,
the ‘mportant noise sources are low speed movement and idling.
Although maximum noise levels may not be high, the duration of these
operations will significantly affect the nolse exposure.

3-7.2 EVALUATION PROCEDURES

The procedure discussed below is based on several simplifying assump-
tions concerning the type, length and speed of trains which may be
encountered.

3-7.2.1 LINE OPERATIONS

This analysis is valid for railroad operations on level grade, with
no shielding by buildings or other structures between the train and
the lecation of interest.

The variation of SEL with distance for typical train operations is
shown in Figure 3-7.2.1 . The SEL is & measure of duration as well
as hoise level. Since the duration of the noise signal increases
with decreasing speed, and the noise of the engine is independent of
speed, the 3EL decreases with increasing speed. For a given distance
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FIGURE 3-7.2.1 VARIATION OF SEL WITH DISTANCE FOR TRAINS
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and percentage of nighttime operations, the SEL determined from this
figure may be used to obtain the Ldn by referring to Figure 3-1.1.2a.
If several different trains utilize a particular track, the Ldn

values determined for each may be added together using Figure 3-1.1,2¢c.
L4y contours may be derived by proceeding in the reverse order;

refer to Figure 3-7.2.1.

The curves in Figure 3-7.2.1 illustrate that the maximum SEL
difference among types of trains is only 4 dB. This small value
permits further simplification in deriving contours where there are
different types of railroad operations. First, determine the major
nocise-contributing class of operations. This is done by selecting
an arbitrary distance and determining the Ly, value for each type of
train. The highest Ldn determines the major contributor. Then use
the SEL value for the major contributor with the total number of
cperations for all train types to determine Ly, contours,

Train moise contours, 1ike highway contours, are prepared by drawing
lines along and paralle! to the rails at the appropriate distances
from the center of the tracks.

3-7.2.2  YARD AND SIDING OPERATIONS

For screening purposes, the noise exposure of yard operations {pri-
marily loading and unloading activities) may be approximated by using
the top curve (freight or passenger train, 10 mph) in Figure 3-7.2.1.
Each single train movement to a yard area or siding should be counted
as though it were one passby of a freight train at 10 mph. The dura-
tion effects of idiing are approximated in the SEL curve, therefore
an identical procedure to that illustrated for line operations may

be used to approximate the noise from yard operations.



3-8 FIXED NOISE SOURCES
3-8.1 BACKGROUND JHFORMATION

Fixed noise sources include a variety of equipment which can generally
be found in and around testing facilities, power plants, maintenance
facilities and other buildings. Such equipment is typically operated
ina fixed pesition {either permanently or tempcrarily over an extended
time period) and typically produces nolse levels that are constant over
the period of operation.

The noise exposure is dependent upon the way in which the eguipment
is installed, the use of mufflers or enclosures, and operating sched-
ule. Because of the variety of machines in use and the wide variance
in operating parameters for machinery, an all-inclusive generalized
evaluation procedure is impractical. Thus, the procedure to be taken
with fixed sources is as follows:

{1} Acquire noise information about the particular machine
under consideration (this may require in-field measure-
ments) and

(2) Apply operational considerations to determine an Lyp
value.

3-8.70.10 NOISE SOURCES

Frequently encountered noise sources are COmpressors, generators,
blowers and pumps. HNoise produced by these machines exhibit a wide
range in both frequency ,content and level; however the A-weighted
level (AL} is an appropriate measure of the noise produced during
routine operations. The noise exposure may be assessed by consider-
itng the maximum A-level and the period of time over which it occcurs.

3-8.1.2  OPERATION CONSIDERATIONS

The manner of installation and the location of a piece of equipment
will have a significant effect on the noise levels produced. Noisy
compressors and generators in the basement of a building may have
little noise impact outside the building itself ; however, an unenclosed
compressor on the flight line can radiate excessively high noise

levels for hundreds of feet in all directions. Mufflars, enclosures,
and barriers modify the directiconal characteristics and absoclute

noise levels of fixed sources.



3-8.2 EVALUATION PROCEDURES

Equipment noise, like aircraft ground runup noise, is nearly
constant with time. Thus, noise exposure evaluation is similar.

{1) Determine AL
(2) Establish daytime and nighttime duration

(3) Use Figure 3-1.1.2b to obtain.the Lgn for all major
cperating medes

The A-levels for much equipment have been measured and are available
in the reference listed Tn Appendix B. When not avallable elsewhere,
AL can be determined with field measurements. This approach will
generally be more accurate. Measurements may be made by the installa-
tion Bioenvironmental Engineer or Health and Environment Officer.

When the AL cannct be obtained at the point of interest, but is known
for another peoint, the Ly, can be determined from Figure 3-8.2 . Con-
tours can be developed through a reversal of that process. For
example, if the Ly, at 50 feet were 66 dB, the 60 dB contours weuld
be located 100 feet from the source.

I a source is omnidirectional, l.e., if the noise radiates equally
in all directions, as for an unobstructed point scurce, contours

will consist of concentric circles with radii equal to the distances
derived for prescribed Lg, values, For sources with distinct direct-
ionality characteristics, develepment of contours is much more com-
plex and should not be undertaken; instead, utilize available assist-
ance listed in Appendix A,



REDUCTION IN NOISE LEVEL WITH
FIGURE 3-8.2 DISTANCE FROM A POINT SOURCE

w \

1%

20

REDUCTICN IN NOISE LEVEL (db RE 100 FT LEVEL)

i \

50 160 200 500 1000 2000
DISTANCE (FEET!

NOTE: This figure is hasad an invarsa-square spreading from the najss
sourca, and dogs Aot ingarparate atmespheric and ground ab-
sorptian affagts. Thasa affects may be significant et distances
of 1000 fast and beyond.



3-9 COMBINED NOISE EXPOSURE FROM ALL SOURCES

The purpose of the preliminary screenitng Is to quickly deterrine and
gliminate those areas where it s undesirable to locate the facility
of interest. Specific potential sTtes may then be selected in the
remaining areas. The second phase screening involves evaluating the
noise exposure at each site by considering the combined effect of all
noise sources,

3-9.1 PRELIMINARY SCREENING

Procedurally, the planner should first determine the maximum accept-
able noise exposure for the facility {refer to Figure 4-5}. For each
noise sourge for which L contours are avallable {elther computer-
generated or manually-dek?ved}, the contours should be gverlayed,

one at a time, on a map of the installation. MNoise contours for air-
craft operations (both air and ground) and blast/impulse noise sources
may be obtained through the agencies listed in Appendix A. For other
sources, methods are provided in this volume for manually deriving
approximate noise contours. Where the noise exposure from any saurce
exceeds the maximum acceptable limit, the exposed area should be
eliminated from further consideration, HNote that, when feasible,

the application of attenuative measures (refer to Chapter 5) can
render marginally unacceptable sites suitable for development.

This process will not screen out all areas with excessive noise
exposure as the cumulative effect of all sources is not evaluated.

3-9.2 FINAL SITE SCREENING

After the specific locations of potential sites have heen identified
on a single map, the L values of contributing sources are added,
using Figure 3-1.,1.2¢ to determine the total noise exposure.

The L,, value for a prescribed point may be obtainmed directly from
manuaq evaluations or interpglated from computer-produced or manually-
derived contours. When computer-produced contours are available,

the approximate Ly, value at the locatTon of interest may be deter-
mined by overtaying the contours on the installation map, and reading
the Lgn value by visual interpolation between the contour lines
surrounding the site,

The Ly, values for each source should be determined to the nearest
decibel and then energy added {using Figure 3-1.1.2c, starting with
the lowest levels first]. The following sections describe this
procedure in detail.

After the tota) Ly @t each potential site has been determined, the
planner can proceeg with the planning process presented in Chapter 6.
This will enable the planner to logically compare sites and
incorporate appropriate noise abatement measures.
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3-9.2.1 DETERMINATION OF [INTERMEDIATE CONTOURS

Computer-produced contours are usually described in 5 dB increments
from Ly. 80 to L n 65, although the Lan 85 and Ly, 60 contours are
sometimes plotted, The following procedure may be used to determine
one dB incremental contours between the computer-plotted contour
lines. The following steps are {llustrated in Example 3-9.2.1:

Step 1: At several points on the 5 dB contour lines, establish
lines which are perpendicular to the inner contours and
extend them outward toward the outer contours., Insofar
as possible, these lines should be perpendicular to all
the contour ilines which they intersect.

Step 2: Divide these lines into equal segments between each
5 dB contour line.

Step 3: Draw In contours through the points established in Step 2
following the general curvature of the nearest 5 dB
contour 1ine,

3-9.2.2 DETERMINATION OF L4, 60 CONTOUR

Available computer-generated contours for aircraft and/or blast noise
may not have L . 60 contours plotted. Ideally, at locations where
noise from both aircraft and blast/artillery operations both contri-
bute to the noise environment, computer-generated contours for both
operations should be requested through the agencies listed in
Appendix A. Contours down to Ly, 60 should be explicitly specified
In the request. However, if contours with Ly, 60 plotted are not
available and a siting determination is necessary for an area which
falls outside, but near both the L n 65 contours for aircraft and
blast/artillery cperations, then tﬁe procedure described in this
section may be used to determine a conservative estimate of the
pasition of the Ly, 60 contour. Once this has been done for both
noise sources, the unit contours between L, &0 and Ly, 65 may be
drawn in using the procedure described in 3-9.2.1 The following
steps are illustrated in Example 3-9.2.2.

S5tep t: Select several points alcng the 5dB contours where a
perpendicular tine can be drawn through all the contours
{80,75,70,65) and remain essential!ly perpendicular to
all of them.

Step 2: Measure the distance between the contours on these
perpendicular lines and plet the distances against
the L, contour values.

Step 3: Using a French curve, establish a curve which fits these
plotted points for each perpendicular lipe drawn through
the contours. Extend the curve until it crosses the
Ldn 60 line on the plot of distances versus L n values,
Read off the distance to the Ldn 60 contour line.
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Step 4

Oraw the Ly, 60 contour through the points established
in Step 3 following the same general curvature as the
Ldn 65 contour,

3-9.2.3 DEVELOPMENT OF COMBINED NOISE CONTOURS

1f computer-produced contours combining all relevant noise sources

are not avaitable, then the procedure described in this section may

be used to combine Ly, and/or Lggn contours from various noise sources
{see example 3-9.2.3?.

Step 1:

Step 2:

Step 3!

Obtain unit contours for the noise sources Tmpacting the
potential sites in question and overlay them upon one
another by use of tracing paper or other appropriate
means locate the intersections of contours in the areas
of interest. {Refer to 3-9.2.1 and 3-9.2.2 for deter-
mining the location of unit contours if those available
are in increments of more than one decibel.)

Using Figure 3-1.1.2¢c, determine the decibel increment
to add to the higher contour value to equal the combined
value of the two sources at that point. Repeat this
procedure for a sufficient number of points to enable
manual contouring.

Connect points of equal noise exposure to produce combined
contours.
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CHAPTER 4 RECOMMENDED NQISE LEVELS

4-1 BACKGROUND [N SELECTING LEVELS
L-1.1 BASIS FOR SELECTION

Recommended design noise levels for planning purpeoses are provided
in this chapter. The background for selection of noise levels is
reviewed to provide a basis of understanding ¢f the recommended
levels.

Man 1s an adaptable organism and can function effectively for short
time periods despite high noise levels and exposures. Thus, in
selection of planning levels both short and long term effects of
noise must be considered. In the past, undesirably high noise
levels have often been tolerated because of the lack of apparent
short term ill effects,

The effects of noise can be characterized in several impact areas:

(1) The effects on individuals (particulary physiclogical
and psychological}.

(2) The impact on the ability of pecple to perform effect-
ively.

(3) The effects on communities and group actions and
attitudes.

The effects of noise may alsc be viewed in terms of three interrelated
factors:

{1) Physioclogical effects, either temporary (e.g., startle
reactions and temporary hearing thresheld shifts} or
enduring {e.g., permanent hearing damage or the cumu-
lative physiological effects of prolonged sleep loss).

(2) Behavioral effects Involving interference with acti-
vities such as speech, sleep or the performance of
work tasks.

(3) Subjective effects described by such werds as '‘annoy-
ance', "nuisance', ''dissatisfaction'', etc., which
result from combinations of behavicral and physiologi-
cal effects over perhaps extended time periods.




Bifferent effects of nocise, depending on the type of environment, are
the basis for setting design noise levels.

The higher noise levels specified for industrial areas are set prim-
arily to avoid long term physiological effects, particularly hearing
damage. The major consideration in office type work areas is the

impact of ncise on speech communication. For residential and recrea-
tional non-work activities, the effects of noise on speech, communica-
tion, sleep and feelings of annoyance and dissatisfaction are important.

4-1.2 SPEECH COMMUNICATION CONSIDERATIONS

Because of the importance of speech communication in many human activi-
ties, the fdmpact of noise on speech communication must be carefully
considered in specifying noise levels. The chief effect of intruding
noise on speech s to mask (hide} the speech sounds and thus reduce
speech intelligibility. The most important speech sounds, from the
standpoint of intelligibility, cover a range in frequency from about
200 to 6,000 Hz, and at each frequency, a dynamic range of about

30 dB. The intelligibility of speech would be nearly perfect if all
these contributions could be heard by the listaner. To the extent
that intruding noise masks cut some of these contributions, intell-
igibility deteriorates.

Human hearing is most sensitive in the frequency range most important
for the understanding of speech. Therefore, the A-weighting, crigin-
aily designed to reflect the frequency sensitivity of the human ear
in terms of loudness, is alse a useful measure of the speech inter-
ference potential of intruding noise.

There are many variables other than the background noise level that
affect a person's understanding of speech. The speaksr's enuncliation,
the familiarity of the listener with the speaker's language and
vocabulary, the listerer's motivation, and the normality of the
listener's hearing also influence intelligibility. There Is also

a wide range in sound power output of different speakers. Hence,

in a given "marginal" noise environment, one speaker may be much

more understandable than another.

The effects of noise on speech out of doors are summarized In Figure
4-1,2a. This figure shows the distances between speaker and listener
for satisfactory ocutdoor conversations for different steady A-weighted
noise levels. Curves are shown for three levels of vocal effort.
Outdoors, the voice levels at the listener's ear decreases at a
predictable rate (6 dB per doubling of distance) as the distance
between speaker and listener is increased. Thus, for a steady back-
ground noise, there is a point, as the speaker and listener increase
their separation, where the decreasing speech signal is masked by
noise.
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The curves for normal and raised voice are labeled ''satisfactory
conversation-sentence intelligibility 25%'", meaning that 95% of

the key words in a group of sentences would be correctly understood.
At this percentage of sentence intelligibility,communicaticon is
usually reliable because of nermal redundancy. In many situations
understanding is aided by the restriction in vocabulary. Therefore,
95% sentence intelligibility is satisfactory in most situations.

In critical situations and activities, a higher sentence intelligi-
bility may be required. However, in many situations which demand
accuracy in verbal communication, a highly restricted vocabulary is
used, for example, air traffic communications. Where restricted
vocabulary is employed, the 95% intelligibility criteria will permit
reliable communication.

The effects of noise on speech indoors are summarized in Figure
4-1,2b, This figure shows sentence intelligibility as a function of
the steady state background level (A-weighted) at distances greater
than about one meter for a speaker in a moderately large office or
typical classroom. A reverberant field is assumed to exist in the
room, the result of reflections of sound from walls and other bound-
aries of the room. These reflections enhance speech sounds so that
the decrease of speech level distance found outdoors occurs only

for distances close to the speaker. Thus, at distances greater than
about one meter from the speaker, the level of speech is nearly con-
stant throughcut the room.

The distance from the speaker to the point where the level of the
speech decreases to a constant level in the room is a function of the
amount of sound absorption in the room. The greater the amount of
absorption, the greater the distance over which the speech will
decrease and the lower the level in the reverberant field for a

given vocal effort. As shown in the figure, the maximum scund level
that will permit communicating with 95% sentence intelligibility
throughout the room Is approximately 64 dB.

In Figures #4-1.2a and b, a steady state noise level has been assumed.
In the more practical case of fluctuating levels, laboratory tests
and calculations show that the percentage of speech interference

for a fixed Ldn is greater for steady noise than for almost al)

types of time varying noise. Thus, the figures will provide conser-
vative estimates of the effect of noise in most actual cases.

4-1.3 COMMUNITY REACTION CONSIDERATIONS
The Tntroduction of many new types of noise sources in suburban

and residential areas in the last 25 vears has created numerous
community problems, These problems have provided significant

Y-



FIGURE 4-1.2b

NORMAL VOICE SENTENCE INTELLIGIBILITY
AS A FUNCTION OF THE STEADY BACKGROUND
SOUND LEVEL 1N AN INDOOCR SITUATION

100 / ._._\\

100% | 99% 95% \
80 \
£0- \
10

NOTE: Assumes 300 sahins absorption typical of

PERCENT SENTENCE INTELLIGIBILITY

20+ well dasigned offices and clasrooms and is B
valid for distarices greater than one matar,
o N N N N -
45 50 55 60 65 70 75

STEADY A-WEIGHTED SOUND LEVEL
{dB RE 20 MICROPASCALS)

References 4-10 and 4-14

45



data and insight into community reaction and anncyance. Various
governmental agencies began to investigate the relationships between
alkedaft noise and its effect on people in communities in the early
1950's; studies have continued since that period.

The planning levels established for residential land use are based
largely upon field evidence obtained in two ways. The reactions

of individuals or groups of individuals to specific noise levels

have been studied with the use of: (a)} social surveys; and (b)
documentation of actions taken (e.g., complaints, legal actions, etc.).

Community case history experience can be presented in terms of the
correlation of noise levels versus various degrees of community
reaction ranging from no reaction to vigorous legal actions. How-
ever, community reaction is not determined solely on noise level;
other community and noise source factors must be taken into account
to obtain a consistent correlation.

The results of a study of 55 community noise case histories are illus-
trated in Figure 4-1.3a. The L4, values are ''normalized"; that is,
adjusted for community and noise source characteristics (refer to
Figure 4-1.3b). In Figure 4-1.3a the '"ho reacticn'' response corres-
ponds to a normalized outdoor day-night sound level ranging from
about 50 to &1 dB with a mean of 55 dB. For a normalized day-night
outdoor level of 65 dB, widespread complaints or single threats of
legal action can be expected.

Sociological surveys intended to determine longer-term integrated
adverse responses of people to environmental noise have been con-
ducted in several countries, including the United States. The results
of such surveys are generally stated in terms of the percentage of
respondents expressing differing degrees of disturbance or dissat-
isfaction. Each social survey is related to some measurement of

noise exposure (usually from aircraft operations), thus enabling
correlation between annoyance end outdoor noise levels in residen-
tial areas.

The results of social surveys show that for a given ncise level,
individua! responses vary widely. Studies have also shown that
these variances are reduced substantially when Individuals are con-
sidered according to similar attitudes about "fear' of aircraft
crashes and ''misfeasance’' of authorities. Almost identical func-
tional relationships between human response and noise levéls are
obtained from averaged responses of a whole surveyed population
and from the groups of individuals having neutral attitudinal
responses., Therefore, in deriving relationships between reported
annoyance and day-night scund level, 1t is reasonable to use the
average overall group responses, recognizing that individuals may
vary considerably from the average, both positively and negatively
depending upon particular attitudinal biases.

4-6



L% PUE §- | SB3UBIELE H

—

[ 3TEVIDILON AT IWHINID
S1ASI0N HANOH LTV
- NGQLDYIY ON

SLNIY 1dWOD DY HDAS

N LY 17337}
A0 I¥IHHL F3T1OMIS HD

(AP ONILYH ISI0ON JLISOJWOD JIYWIXOHddY
acl oLl ool
l I l 1 ] 1 1
T T 1 T T T L
18P LS¥IIH04 FHNS04% 3 ISON L YNIXCHddY
1151 or oE 0z
il 1 1 L I i 1 —_ __
T T T T T T 1
18P 13A37 ANNOS LH2IN/ AV O3 Z17YINHON
o) ] [0}:3 113 09
+ ]
sagndui] J2 3ud) 21hg ON
watlp Ajjendeg SMORUIAY
4 1 ‘3INsodxg JG)ig HMOG
‘asigp uequn [RIIUAPISaY
i0) PAZIRILIDN BIR]
BeQq ;o Noe
J0 adopEaug
ueay _
!
1
ll.l..i..‘h
48 L - + 2 aw -

——p—

SLNIYIaWO D Qv 3dd53aamm

ISHIN d0LS 0L STFEdIIE0

w201 0L §1¥3ddY

ONOHLS HO 'NOILDY w931
- 40 5L¥3IHHL Tv¥d3AIE

NOILOY

== TNQILIY3IH ALINOWWOD

ALINAWWGD SNOYOOIA

I3AIT LNITIYAINDI ANNOS LHDIN/AYA dIZ1TYUHON

40 NOILINND v S¥ ISION FAISNYLNI 40 S3dAL ANYIN OL NOILDV¥IH A LINAWKWOS

BE Lt 3HNDIA

4-7



CORRECTIONS TO BE ADDED TO THE
DAY/NIGHT AVERAGE SOUND LEVEL {Ldn)

FIGURE 4-1.3b TO OBTAIN NORMALIZED Lgn

Correction
Added to
Type of Measurad
Correction Description Lin in dB
Seasonal Summer {or year-round operation) )]
Correction Winter only (or windows always closed) -5
Carrection {huiet suburban or rural community {away from +10
for Qutdoor targe cities, industrial activity, and trucking)
He?'d“al Normal suburban community laway from industrial +5
Noise activity)
¥
Level . !
Urban residential community {not near heavily i 0
traveted roads or industriel areas) .
Moisy urban residential community {near relatively | -5
busy roads or industrial areas) i
Veary noisy urban residential community : =10
|
Correction No prior experience with intruding noise | +5
;D" , Commiunity has had some exgosure to intruding ' 0
E:’"L‘:z:e noisa; little effort is being made to control noise.
: This correction may also be applied to a convmunity
::r; s which has not been exposed previously 1o noite, but
Attrpm:mw the peeple are awsre that bona fide efforts are being
fudes mads to contral it.
Community has had cansiderable exposure to in- -5
truding noise; noise maker’s redations with com-
mubity are goad.
Community aware that aperation causing naoise is —10
necessary but will mot continue indefinitety. This
correction may be applied on a limited basis and
undst emergency conditions,
Pure Tone No pura tone ar impulsive character 1]
or Impulse Pure tone ar impulsive character present +5

Rafarancas 4-4 and 4-10
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Social survey data obtained from questionnaires in eight communitiFs
near civil airports in this country and around Heathrow Airport In
London are shown in Figure 4-1.3¢. Thls figure shows the percentdge
of the populace that is highly annoved as a function of the daye.’
night sound level. The figure indicates that for a Ly, of 65 dB,
over 30% of the people exposed wili be highiy annoyed.

The percent of people who will actively complain to authorities about
noise will be much less than the number of people annoved. The
approximate relationship between those annoyed and those complaining
is shown in Figure b-1.3d, which is based upon scocial data gathered
in this country. The figure indicates that when 1% of the people
compiain, 17% repert being highly annoved, and when 10% of the

people complain, 43% are likely to be highly annoyed.

& summary of the relaticonship between the day-rnight sound level and
the percent likely to complain and be highly annoyed is shown in
Figure 4-1.3e. This figure is based upon the results of the several
surveys mentioned. Alsc indicated are the average community reaction
{derived from the community case histories studies) and a scale of
the relative importance of aircraft noise as a factor in disllking

an area or wanting to move. When the cutdoor Ly, is 60 dB, approxi-
mately 2% of the household might be expected to complain, although
232 of the people might respond as highly annoyed when questioned,
and some reaction would be expected from a typical community. |f

the levels increase over 65 dB, more than 5% may be expected to com-
plain and over 33% would respond as highly annoyed. At higher levels,
increasingly vigorous community reaction would be expected and noiss
would become a dominant factor in disliking an area.



PERCENTAGE OF PEQPLE HIGHLY ANNOYED AS
FIGURE 4-1.3c A FUNCTION OF DAY/NIGHT AVERAGE SOUND LEVEL
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SOCIAL SURVEY ESTIMATE OF THE PERCENTAGE OF HIGHLY

FIGURE 4-1.3d ANNOYED AS A FUNCTION OF PERCENT OF COMPLAINTS
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SUMMARY OF ANNOYANCE SURVEY AND
FIGURE 4-1.3e COMMUNITY REACTION RESULTS

Relative Importance of Aircraft as a Factor in Disliking
Area or Wanting t¢ Move (Heathrow 1st Study]
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4-2 CHOICE OF NOISE MEASURES FOR SCREENING PURPOSES

Installation environments may encompass a range of noise sources
with widely varying characteristics. As stated in Chapter 2, not
all noises can be evaluated equally well (in terms of impact on
people) with the same noise measure or noise scale. For site
screening and initial design purposes, the basic equivalent level,
A-weighted, is satisfactory, with a few exceptions.

The exceptions are large ampliitude impulse type sounds: typically
sonic booms, expliosive blasts or artillery fire. Such sounds are
discrete noises {or series of such noises) of short duration (less
than a second) in which the sound pressure level rises very rapidly
to a high peak before decaying to the level of the background noise.
These large amplitude impulsive sounds can excite noticeable vibra-
tion of buildings and other structures. The induced vibrations may
generate additional annoyance to people beyond that due to audibility
of the impulse because of "house rattliing'' and ''startle,’’ as well as
additional contributions to interference with speech or sleep. For
these exceptions, criteria In terms of A-weighted Leq values must be
augmented with noise ¢riteria based on consideration of the C-weighted
equivalent levels.

h-2.1 NO1SE MEASURES AND CRITERIA FOR LARGE AMPLITUDE IMPULSE
SOURCES

For screening purposes, the impulse sounds which would be considered
separately are those for which the wide band peak sound pressure level
is over 110 dB {100 dB nighttime).* For such impulse sounds, the
C-weighted equivalent ievels or C-weight day-night average levels
should be determined. When the wide band peak sound pressure levels
for impulse sounds exceed 140 dB, evaluations of effects such as
hearing loss, window breakage and other structural damage should be
undertaken. This may reguire use of special analysis procedures not
covered in this planning guide. For quarry blasts, ground borne
vibration and window breakage potential should alsc be assessed

even for impulse sounds where the wide band peak sound level falls
below 140 dB.

% An approximate evaluation of the threshold requirements for impulse
sounds may be made using a standard Type 1 sound level meter smploy-
ing the C-weighting and the ''slow' meter characteristic. An impulse
sound wouid be one that produces a maximum meter reading in excess
of 82 dB in daytime or 72 dB at night.



C-weighted day-night levels for impulse noise can be interpreted in
terms of annoyance in residential areas by use of Figure 4-1,3c.
The same noise level scale applies for the C-weighted day-night
level for impulse noise.

Acceptable A-weighted day-night average levels, as shown in Figure
4-5, also apply to C-weighted day-night average levels of impulse
noise for exposure up to the level where special building construc-
tion requirements are needed (i.e., where the word 'yes'" cccurs).

Detailed criteria for interpreting the C-weighted eguivalent levet
(or day-night level)} in terms of impact on other land uses have not
been fully developed. Therefore, the building noise level reduc-
tion (NLR) requirements discussed in the following sub-sections for
non-impulse sounds should not be directly applied to noise environ-
ments dominated by impulse sounds,

4-2.2 NOISE MEASURES FOR NON-TMPULSE SQUNDS

The following sections present criteria for non-impulse sounds in
terms of Ldn. For some land uses or activities the noise

exposure over the entire Z4-hour period is essential (especially in
residential or other living spaces). In most work areas, exposure
over a shorter period, perhaps an 8 to 10 hour period, is important,
Thus, the L4, measure, which represents the noise environment over

a 2b4-hour period, may not be entirely accurate in depicting the
noise environment for sherter perieds, Since the Lgs measure may be
one that is most easily available, it can satisfactorily serve as an
appropriate measure for screening purposes for most all activities
or land uses. The Ldn will usually provide a conservative noise
estimate {or overestimation) of the noise exposure during shorter
perfods of the day.

For detailed design purposes, the nolse exposure may be determined
for the appropriate pericd of the day. When complete information
about daytime and nighttime levels s not available, Figure 4-2.2
may be used. It illustrates the relationship between the Ldn value
and the difference between daytime and nighttime equivalent levels.
It provides a way of correcting the Lgn value to obtain the daytime
equivalent level when the difference between daytime and nighttime
equivalent levels can be estimated. Refer also to Example 4.2.2.



VARIATION OF Ly, AS A FUNCTION OF DAYTIME
FIGURE 4-2.2 AND NIGHTTIME EXPOSURE
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Larger differences between day and night Leq values usually exist
in quiet nalghborhoods than in noisier dense urban areas. When
the day-night average level is 55 dB or less, the typical decrease
from day to night equivalent levels will be 10 dB; similarly, when
Ldp is 70 dB the decrease may be & dB or less.

SOLVING FOR APPROXIMATE
EXAMPLE 4-2.2 DAYTIME AND NIGHTTIME Leq

PROSBLEM:

Determine the approximate daytime and nighttime LEq, given that Lyp is 70 dB.

SOLUTIQN:
1. If Ly, = 70 dB, than assume the difference between day and nighttime LEq = 4 dB.
2. The difference betwaen Ly, and daytime Leg =3 dB (from Figure 4-2,2)

3 Daytime Leq =70dE - 3dB
Daytime Log = 67 dB

4, Nighttime Leq =67dB-4dB
Nighttime '-eq =83 dB




4=3 EXISTING NOISE LEVELS

The typical range of Lgp values for various outdoor environments is
shown in Figure 4-3a. Nete that the noise levels increase with
population density (and motor vehicle density}.

The number of people In this country exposed to different day-night
Jevels is illustrated In Figure 4-3b, The figure shows the incre-
ment in noise expesure due to the most intense urban noise sources,
aircraft and freeway ncise. Even excluding those living near ailr-
ports, considerable numbers of residents live in relativeiy noisy
areas. This is illustrated in Figure 4-3c.



TYPICAL RANGE OF OUTDOOR COMMUNITY

FIGURE 4-3a NOISE EXPOSURE LEVELS
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RESIDENTIAL NOISE ENVIRONMENT OF THE NATIONAL
POPULATION AS A FUNCTION QF EXTERIOR

FIGURE 4-3k DAY/NIGHT AVERAGE SOUND LEVEL
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FIGURE 4-3¢c

URBAN POPULATION EXPOSED

TO NOISE ABOVE €0 dB

Lgn Exceeds

MNurnber of People

Percent of Total
IMban Population*

60 dB G2.7 million 46
65 dB 26.8 million 20
70dB 8.8 million 6.6
75dB 2.2 millian 1.6

*Estimated as 134 million.
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4= 4 PLANNING LEVELS VERSUS OTHER NQISE CRITERIA

The planning levels presented In this chapter should be considered as
"design levels'" which will assure noise environments that will not
Interfere with activities, that is, will not reduce work efficiency,
not interfere with the speech communication appropriate to the acti-
vity, and not interfere with rest or recreational activities. Higher
noise levels can be tolerated and will frequentiy exist at installa-
tions and developments, civil and military. In wany cases, the
design levels are below the maximum levels incorporated in existing
military and industrial requlations.

The design levels specified are based upon experience and Judgment,
consideration of current urban noise levels, and basic technical
and economic factors. Primary factors relating the design levels
te other noise standards are considered below.

The Department of Housing and Urban Development's current policy
statement on noise abatement and control, KUD Circular 1390.2,

states ''moise is a major source of environmental poliuticn which
represents a threat to the serenity and quality of life in popula-
tion centers.” ({Ref. 4#-9).1n establishing noise exposure policies
and standards toc be observed in the approval or disapproval of all
HUD projects®*, noise environments are categorized as: (1) acceptable,
{2) discreticnary - normally acceptable, {(3) discretionary - normally
unacceptable, and (4) unacceptable. The planning levels presented

in this manual would define the boundary between categories (1) and
(2): acceptable and discretionary - normaily acceptable.

For many activities and land uses, the range in noise levels between
categories (2) and (3), discretionary - normally acceptable and
discretionary - normally unacceptakle, is 5 to 10 dB. Thus, exceed-
ing the planning levels presented in this chapter by 5 to 10 dB
would usually result in a noise environment that would be classified
as normally unacceptable.

The planning noise levels in this manual may be higher than thase
that have been specified without censideration of technical feasi-
bility or economic impact. For example, the EPA has identified
levels for different situations requisite to protect public health
and welfare with an adequate margin of safety (Ref.4-10).The EPA

# HUD-assisted projects cover a wide range of land uses, in addition
to residentlal.
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reccmmendations de not generally incorporate technical feasibility,
economic impact, nor the fact that a large proportion of the current
population may be exposed to levels well in excess of the EPA-
identified levels, The EPA recommendations include margins of
safety on the order of § te 10 dB.

The planning levels specified In this manual take into consideration
the existing noise environments found in many communities. Because
of economic impact considerations ithe specified planning levels do
not include large margins of safety. Margins of safety on the order
of 5 to 10 ¢B would, in many cases, impose severe restrictions on
land use and drastic increases in construction cests. The resulting
higher design levels would also drastically reduce filexibility in
land planning, without necessarily achieving a marked increase

in the judged acceptability of the noise environment.

The EPA recommendations should be regarded as ultimate goals for
attaining a quiet noise environment. However, it should be noted
that consistent appiication of the planning noise criteria given in
this manual will generally result in noise environments that are
quieter than those encountered in many existing military and civil
communities.

4-22



4-5 EXTER|OR PLANNING LEVELS

The acceptable cutdoor noise environments are listed in Figure 4-5
for major military and civil land uses. Appropriate design levels
for facilities not listed in the table can be inferred by relating
the types of human activities and reliance upon speech communica-

tion to parallel land uses or facilities in the table,

Planning levels are in terms of Lgy values. As discussed previously
(Sec 4-2.2}, however, the Leq over the period of usage is preferable
for detailed design when occupancy or usage does not extend over 24~
hour periods.

In the table, the outdoor noise environment is considered in 5 dB
wide "'zones''. For each zone acceptability is noted by one of the
four following entries: (1) 'yes', {2} noise level reduction (NLR)
number, (3) "no'', or {4) one of these and a footnote number.

'Yes'' Designation

Where ''ves'' is indicated, no special noise control restrictions are
necessary and normal construction appropriate to the activity may be
used.

'"NLR" Designaticn

For many land uses, higher levels of exterior ncise exposure are
acceptable provided there is a proper degree of building ncise
insulation. Such trade-offs are possible for land uses where indoor
activities predominate. When such trade-offs are appropriate the
amount of noise lnsulation required is enumerated in the table in
units of MLR, {NLR 1in dB, is the difference in A-weighted noise
Jevels, measured outside and inside a facility.)}=

% Refer to Section 5-2.2 for further information. It should be noted
that the NLR is dependent not enly upon the transmission loss
characteristics of the building surfaces exposed to the exterior
noise, but is also dependent upon the particular characteristics
of the exterior noise source and the acoustic properties of the
designated room in the building. An outside noise spectrum to
be used for design calculations is suggested in Reference 4-2.
This spectrum will generally be suitable for estimating NLR values
for facilities exposed to surface vehicle and aircraft noise.
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ACCEPTABLE LAND USES AND MINIMUM

FIGURE 4-5 BUILDING SOUND LEVEL REQUIREMENTS
Outdoor MNaita Environment
[Lon/Leq in dB}
SLUCM
Facility Code 85-89 30-B4 75-78 70-74 /5-69
Farmuly Housing 1100 Mo No No NLR3IO{4} MNLR 2514
Bachelsr Housing TG Na No MLA3S & MLAZD I3 NLRZ5 {4
Transwent Locging -
Hote!, Motel. efc. 15 No No NMLR3S14)| NLA3DI|] NLAZS54)
*Classrooms, Librarwes.
Churches 68,711 Na No No NLR30 NLRZ25
COHicas & Admunisiralian
Busddigs - Milikary NLA40 NMLA35 NLR30 NLA25 Yes
*OHices - Business 6162,
& Prolessignal 63,65 No No NLR3D NLRZS Yes
Hospitais, Macical
Faciltws. Mursing homes
124-hour kcupancy 651 Mo No Na NLR 30 NLR 25
*Dental Chrie. Meducal
Dispansaries 651 No No NLR30 NLR25 Yer
*(Ouidoor Music Shalls EFAl No No No No Mo
*Commercia & Reta)l
Stores. Exchanges. Mowe
Theaters, Restauranls & 5354 56
Cafeterias. Banks. Cradit 220,
Unions. EM/Ohcer Clutrs 52.59 No No NLR 2D NLR25 Yes
=Fugnt Line Crperations,
Maintenance & Traimng NLA35 (5) MLR3D &' Tes You Yes
*Industnial, Manutacturing 21.29,31-35,3%
& Laboratories 41-4% 51,52 64 No NLR 355 NLA 305 NLR25I5| Yas
*Ouldoor Sports Arenas,
Qutdaor Spec ator Sports 722 MNo No Na Yas(1] Yes(1t
*Playgroonds, Aclive Spert
Recreational Areas 7610 Ma Mo Mo Yes Yes
*Neighborhood Parks 7610 No Ne No Tes Yes
*Gynasiums., Inooor Poals 74257432 No NLR 30 NLR 25 Yeas Yes
*Outdgor - Freguant Speech
Cammunicanon Noi2, 3} Nai2 3} Nai2] Mol2} Nal2)
=Chutdgor - Infrequent
Speech Dommunication Noi2, 3} Nal2 3} Yas Yes Yes
Liwestock Farming.
hnimal Breeding 815817 Mo Ng Mo Yes Yes
*Egneullural [except
griculluraf fexcept L westock) 81 Yest3l Yesi3) Yes Yes Yas

=For J1etal=d pesign, the L.,_.q far the appropriate pertod ol Lsage 14 the p

from Lan.

Yes - Land use compabble with ngise enwronment. N special nage cantrgl restriction, Narmal construchion appropriale.
NLR - Appropriate naise evel faductian where indpor activities predominats.
No  1and ute nat tompatible with noa envirslment. even o special BUNdNE noise Mdulation proveded.

Rafer to text for further explanations of Yes, NLR, and No designations.
FOOTNOTES

1 wand use :¢ sccaptable proviged specdl sound rémiarcerment systems are (nstalled.

2. Land use may be acceptable provided special speech coMmunication systems are used,

3. Land use may be acceptable provided hearing protechion devices ars wern by parsehnel. Chech apphcable nearing damage reguiabions

4. Althaugh 1t s recognized that ioeal eonditions may require residential uses in these areas, this use is strongly discouraged in L 70-74 and
Lip 7579 and discouraged 01 bdn 6569, The absence of viable alisrnative develcpment aptions should ba deterstined, MLR criteris will nat
eliminate ouldoor émargnment noise problems and, as a resutt, site planming ana design shoukd include measures 1o minimize s mpact
particularly where tha aoise 15 from groond level saurces

on

Mige censifive work areas or where the mofmial narse level s low,
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The MLR values given in Figure 4-5 represent a conservative estimate
of required building insulation. MLR estimates should be reviewed
during detailed design, taking into account the ncise spectra of

the most predominant cutside noise sources and the desired interior
noise levels (see Section 4-6). From design analysis, it may be
found that the actual NLR requirements can be relaxed from those
given in this table. However, such relaxation of building require=-
ments should be accepted only after a detailed analysis has been
undertaken.

Due to high and geographically widespread noise exposures, it will not
often be possible to locate facilities without considering building
insulation requirements. |t should be recognized that increasing
noise insulation Increases flexibility in locating facilities,

but also increases construction costs.

""No'' Desighation

& "ng" indication In Figure 4-5 means that the noise environment
is not suitable for the designated activity or facility, even if
special building noise insulation is provided. Table footnotes
indicate exceptions where special conditions apply.

Comparative Levels

FQr residential areas, Figure 4-5 indicates that no special noise insula-
tion is required in residential areas exposed to Lyn values of less than
6? dB. Similarly, no special insulation i{s required for classrooms,
libraries, churches, hospitals and nursing homes. It should be noted
that a ncise environment having an L4, value of 65 dB is 10 dB above

the Ly, value recommended by the EPA (Reference 4-10) as the maximum
outdoor level to avoid any interference with outdoor activities. Con-
versely, a noise environment having an Ldn of 65% dB defines the HUD
boundary between "acceptable' and "discretionary =- normally unaccept-
able' zones {Reference 4-9).

For offices and administrative facilities, ocutdoor egquivalent levels
may reach 70 ¢B before special building noise insulation is required.

For outdoor work activities not requiring frequent speech communication,
the acceptable noise environment range extends up to 80 dB. For out-
docr work activities in noise environments of greater than Ly, 80 ,the
following factors should be considered:

(1) Speech communication needs {including availability of
special communication systems)

# Assuming NEF 30 is equivalent to an Ly, of 65.
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(2) Hearing damage risks {specifically considering applicable
military regulations concerning hearing loss protecticn).

It should be noted that the EPA has ldentified a 2h-hour Loy of 70 dB
as the desirable level for protecting against hearing loss gor leng
term exposure (40 years}. Contrarily, both current military and civil
regulations set considerably higher limits for work-related noise
exposure.

Military vs Civil Use

For offices and administration buildings, military usage, with appro-
priate NLR requirements, is permitted {but not encouraged) in higher
noise exposure than recommended for civil offices. This differentia-
tion recognizes occasional! overriding operaticnal needs to locate
administration offices close to flight lines or ground runup locations.
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4-6 INTERIOR DESIGN LEVELS

Figure 4-6 contains a list of planning levels for activities conducted
in interior spaces. The planning ievels for exterior noise and for
interior equipment that is not continuously operated are given in
terms of Lecl values. Continucus noise sources, for example wventilat-
ing systems or other mechanical equipment, emit steady state ncise
which is measured in terms of L;.* The sources must be considered
separately. As indicated in the right hand column of Figure 4-6,
permissible L, values are 5 to 10 dB less than Leq values for the

same activity,

Interior steady state noise levels more than 5-10 dB below the levels
specified in Figure 4-6 are not desirable, Annoyance will actually
increase with the lowered background ncise levels because individuals
will hear intruding sounds that normally would be masked by the

steady state noise. QOccasianally, where adequate noise Insulation
cannot be provided, increasing the continuous background noise levels
over the values shown Tn Figure 4-6 will provide better masking of
intruding intermittent sounds. For such occasions, the characteristics
of both in the intruding noises and the bhackground noise should be
considered during the design of the facility. (Refer to Section 5-3.2.1,
Noise Masking.}

o Is the A-weighted noise level produced by the ventilation or
mechanical systems (or other interior noise sources) which cperate
more or less continuously. The Lg value for design should be the
noise level produced in the space during the time of occupancy
while the equipment is at the typical mode of operation.
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INTERIOR NOISE ENVIRONMENT

FIGURE 4-6 PLAMNNING LEVELS

All Noise Continuous
Sources Interior Sources*

ACTIVITY Leq (dB} LsldB} "

Sleeping 45 40

Other Residential Activities

{Conversations, Radic, T.V.

Listening, etc.) 50 40

Classrooms, Libraries, Churches

Hospitals 50 40

OHices - Private, Conference 45 40

Offices/Wark Spaces, Telephone

Use Satisfactory 1 45

Work Spaces - Occasional, Speech

Communication or Telephona Use 60 13

Work Spaces - Infrequent Speech

Communicatian, Telephone Use

Infrequent 70 G0

* Typically, ventilation systams and mechanical equipmant in near-continuous operations.

**The L, valua is givan in terms of A-weighted noise level. The approximate noise criteria (NC)

curve valuds ard 8 dB fess than the A-level values {references 4-13 and 4-14),




CHAPTER 5 REDUCING NOISE CONFLICT

This portion of the manual is laid out in three sections according to

the point where an abatement technique is applied:
the noise path, and the noise receiver,

presented in this chapter are enumerated below,

Cutline of Noise Abatement Strategies

A, HNoise Source Modifications
1. Aircraft Noise - Fixed Wing
a. Operational Modifications

1)

3}
h)
5)
6)

7]

Approach Procedures
al Holding and Maneuvering
Altitudes

b} Traffic Control

c)] Approach Glide Angle

d} Imitial Approach Altitude

e)] Flap Setting

f] Delayed Flap and Gear
Extension

g) High Speed Approach

h} Regulation of Thrust Reversals

i} Combined Techniques

i} Propeller Driven Aircraft

Takeoff Procedures

a) Reduced Thrust

bl Full Throttie

c) Flap Setting

d} Power {utback

e) Afterburner Use

f} Propeller Driven Aircraft

Routing and Runway Usage
Cperation Scheduling

Aircraft Operation Regulations
Flight Simulators

Operator Lontrol

b. Technological Changes
c. Air Installation Planning
d. Implementation

2. Aircraft Noise - Rotary Wing
a. UOperaticnal Modifications

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

Takeoff and Approach Procedures
Aircraft Operation Regulations
Routing and Runway Usage
Operation Scheduling

Flight Simulators
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1.

6) Operator Control
b. Technological Changes
c. Air Installation Flanning
Aircraft Noise - Ground Operations
Impuise Noise
&. Sonic Booms
b. Weapons
Vehicular Traffic Noise
a. Streetf Vehicles
1} Vehicle Noise Control
2} WNoise fontrol Along the Roadway
a) Roadway Gradient
b} Stop-and-Go Traffic
¢} Traffic Volume and Speed
d) Routing
e) Roadway Configuration
f) Roadway Surface
3} Scheduling
4} Implementatiocn
b. Combat Vehicles
1} Vehicle Noise Contral
2} Noise Control in the Field
Railroad Noise
Fixed Source Noise
a. Engine Design
b. Vibration lsolation
¢. Energy Absorption
d. Barriers and Enclosures

e. Conclusion - !mplementation
Noise Path Modifications

Barriers

a. Aircraft Koise

b. Motor Vehicle and Railrcad Noise

c. Impulse Noise

d. Evaluation & Shielding

e. Implementation

Acoustic Design

a. Acoustic Site Design

1} Shielding

2) Reflection Reduction

3) Attenuation with Distance

4) Minimization of Exposed Surface
b. Acoustic Architectural Design

1) Shielding

2) Reflection Reduction

3} Space Utilization
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c. Acoustic Construction
1} Acoustic Considerations
2) Non-Acoustic Considerations
d. Implementation
C. Noise Recelver Modifications
{. Receiver Locational! Considerations
a. On-lInstallation
1} Solving Existing Problems
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E-1 NOISE SOURCE MODIFICATIONS

Generally, noise can be abated more effectively at the source than
at the numerous places of reception. MNoise reduction at the source
is typically of three types:

{1) Technological change. A design modification which
actually reduces the "amount' of noise emanating from
a source,

(2) Operational change. A change in the operation of the
source which does not necessarily reduce the absoclute
level of the noise created, but reduces the level
perceived by the receiver.

{3) Locational change. A separation of the socurce and the
receiver which will reduce the level of noise perceived
but not the level created.

The planner will be invoived with each approach but more frequently
with the third. The opportunity for relocation of existing noise
sources will generally be limited because of cost and possible

mission degradation. Locational medificatlons are stronger possibili-
ties in expansion and initial construction programs, Methedeologi-
cally, noise source siting is the same as site selection for neon-
noise source facilities.

Traditional land planning tools will not always be sufficient to solve
a noise problem. The following discussions on operational and tech-
nological approaches illustrate other possibilities for abatement.
These sections wil) broaden the planner's petspective on a complex
problem which cannot be successfully treated through any single narrow
approach.

5-1.1 AIRCRAFT NOISE - FIXED WING

There are two classifications of fixed wing aircraft: propeller and
turbine powered. The comments in this section pertain primarily to the
latter.

Because of the intensity and prevalence of aircraft noise, it s a
major noise problem and,as a result has been extensively researched.
The following comments reflect abatement philasophies rather than
state-of-the-art solutions which are evolving too rapidly to be
published as current.



E-1.0.1 OPERAT{ONAL MODIFICATIONS

The opportunity to employ coperational modifications is limited. The
goal of the air Installation planner is to create an environment that

will support aircraft operations; thus extensive operational modifi-
cations wiil normally be unacceptable. However, such alternatives

should not be ignored as possible methods of reducing noise conflict.
The foliowing brief descriptions of operational modifications are
included to augment the planners' general knowledge of abatement
technigues.

The potential feasibility of the fellowing techniques is dependent

on installation mission, safety, and approved air traffic control
procedures. Specific wvariables which will alter the effectiveness

of the technigues include aircraft type, mission, aircraft Toad, run-
way length, traffic lecad, meteorcologic and topographic conditions,
pilot capability, approach/takecff patterns, etc.

5-1.1.1.1 APPROACH PRGCEDURES

Holding and Maneuvering Altitudes

Sufficiently high holding and maneuvering altitudes can reduce noise
arpund air flelds,

Traffic Control

& steady flow of traffic, which minimizes waiting time to take-off
or land, can reduce noise at and around airfields.

Approach Glide Angle

By increasing the approach glide angle to the maximum practicable,
ncise can be reduced (but to a constantly diminishing degree} in areas
under runway approach. Noise reduction is due to increased altitudes
and reduced engine power. (Refer to Figure 5-1.1.1.1.}

Initial Approach Altitude

Sufficlently high initial approach altitudes can reduce noise in out-
lying regions. (Refer to Figure 5-1.1.1.1 )

Flap Setting

Reducing flap setting reduces airframe drag, thus decreasing the
amount of engine power required and increasing speed. The net result
is decreased noise in outlying areas. (Refer to Figure 5-1.1.1.1 )
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FIGURE 5-1.1.1.1 NOISE ABATEMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES
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NOISE ABATEMENT
FIGURE 5-1.1.1.1 {CONTINUED)} APPROACH FROCEDURES
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Delayed Flap and Gear Extension

Delayed flap and gear extension will alsc reduce airframe drag,
engine power required, and thus nolse in cutlying areas. (Refer to
Figure 5-1.1.1.1.}

High Speed Approach

A high speed approach can reduce noise in outlying areas. Aircraft
descent is at a high speed with reduced thrust, utilizing aerodynamic
drag and flap and landing gear adjustments to control speed. The
procedure adds to pilot workload and is best suited for aircraft
equipped with automatic landing systems. (Refer to Figure 5-1.1.1.1.)

Regulation of Thrust Reversals

Some aircraft employ thrust reversals for added braking power when
landing. Such reversals cause objectionable sideline noise near the
runways. The restriction of thrust reversals is possible when runway
lengths permit. There is a trade off between reducing reversals and
increasing taxi time.

Combined Techniques

Greater noise reductions are possible through combinations of te-h-
niques, but results are not entirely additive. Furthermore, not al}l
techniques are compatible with each cther.

Propeller Driven Alrcraft

Noise mitigating techniques for propeller driven aircraft are similar
to those outlined for jet aircraft. The typically lower noise output
of prop-aircraft and the steep descent capabilities of lighter weight
varieties facilitate noise mitigation. |In general, the objective, as
with jet airgraft, is to keep the aircraft high.

5-1.1.1.2 TAKEOFF PROCEDURES

Associated with takeoffs are two types of nolse; sideline and ¢limb-
out. Sideline noise is characterized by engine noise and the effects
of noise reflection caused by structures near runways. Sideline
noise occurs when an aircraft is on or close to the ground. C)imbout
noise is dominated by engine noise and occurs when an aircraft is
above building height. Controlled aircraft thrust is paramount in
abating both types of neise,
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Mast of the following takeoff procedures will result in decreased
noise in one area and increased noise in ancther, This tradeoff
must be weighed with the patterns of sensitive and non-sensitive
land uses to minimize detrimental noise impact. Again, mainten-
ance of the flying mission and safety must take precedence. Reduc-
ing thrust under some circumstances is unsafe.

Reduced Thrust

Reducing thrust, or lowering the power setting, decreases noise,
Reducing thrust at takeoff fs the primary method of reducing side-
line noise and is cne of several methods of reducing climbout noise.
The potential benefits of this are offset, however, by the greater
distances required to achieve a 'noise free'' altitude. (Refer to
Figure 5-1,1,1.2)

Full Throttle

The use of full throttle or ful} power throughout takeoff will permit
a maximum climbout angle. More noise will be created near the run-
ways but further down the flight track noise will be reduced because
of increased altitude. (Refer to Figure 5-1.§.7.2)

Flap Setting

A steeper ascension angle and reduced thrust are possible if the flap
angle is reduced after a prescribed velocity is attained. Both
higher altitude and lower power setting will reduce noise impact.
(Refer to Figure 5-1.1.1.2)

Power Cutback

A normal liftoff with a power reduction at a selected point down range
will decrease near range nolse and increase far range noise. (Refer
to Figure 5-1.1.1.2)

Afterburner Use Modification

Noise emissions during afterburner use are significantly higher than
when the afterburner is not used. Cessation of afterburnmer use as soon
as possible may result in lower exposure levels beneath the flight path.
The reduction may however, be offset by the greater distance required
to achieve a '"noise free' altitude.

Propeller Driven Aircraft

In concept, the technigues for jet aircraft apply to propeller driven
aireraft. Power cutbacks are not as effective, though, because of
lower engine noise levels,
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FIGURE 5-1.1.1.2 NOISE ABATEMENT TAKEOFF PROCEDURES
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NOISE ABATEMENT
FIGURE 5-1.1.1.2 (CONTINUED) TAKEOFF PROCEDURES

REDUCED FLAP ANGLE

POWER CUTBALCK

NOTE: DIAGRAMS ARE GENERALIZATIONS FOR ILLUSTRATIVE PURPOSES ONLY.
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That is. the relztive marits of any one technigue may be more or less than depicted.
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5-1.1.7.2 ROUTING AND RUNWAY USAGE

The location of flight corriders or routes, especially near runways
when aircraft are closer to the ground, 75 & controlling factor in
noise pollution. By dispersing corriders, the amount of area subject
to noise and crash potential will increase but the severity of the
noise impact will diminish. Conversely, flight paths can be con-
centrated into a single corridor, thus decreasing the amount of land
affected while increasing the severity of impact. {(Refer to Figure

5-1.1.1.3)

This approach can be varied to handle problems In a particular area or
during a specified time. Flights can be concentrated Into a route
which avoids noise sensitive areas. Corridors can be changed according
to the time of day so that night flights are routed over areas not used
during the night. Similarly, changes can be made seasonally to reduce
the effects on facilities which may be used only during certain times
of the year.

Routing has the advantages of being flexible, comparatively inexpen-
sive, and potentially very effective. Two factors critical to route
changes are as follows:

(1) The location of nolse sensitive areas; and
(2) The constraints to route changes.

Constraints may include mission requirements, other air traffic, pilot
and alrcraft capabilities, and FAA approval.

Preferential runway usage is not as flexible as route changes but can
be equally cost effective. Prevailing winds determine the layout and
usage of runways. When winds are not a factor or there is more than
gne runway, then it may be possible to utilize that runway or runway
direction which minimizes adverse impacts on surrounding envirens.

g-i.1.1.4 OPERATION SCHEDULING

Hoise abatement can be achieved with the distribution of aircraft
operations in a prescribed manner over a defined time perlod. The
two approaches are as follows:

(1) Scheduling to restrict the number of night flights;

(2) Scheduling to distribute the number of operations
"evenly' over a time period.

People are more sensitive to night noise; this is reflected in Figure
5-1.1.1.4a {reprint of Figure 3-1.1.2a). This graph can be used to
calculate the reducticn in noise which results from a reduction in
the percentage of night flights.



FIGURE 5-1.1.1.3
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FIGURE 5-1.1.7.4a Lgn CHART FOR SINGLE EVENTS
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For example, if for a given aircraft type there is a reduction in
night operations from 50 percent to 10 percent {regardless of the
number of total cperations), the reduction in Lgpn, which is calculat-
ed by subtracting the two corresponding numbers on the ordinate
(SEL-Lgn) axis, is 4.5 dB. For more than one aircraft type, the total
noise reduction can be calculated using decibel addition. (Refer

to Figure 3-1.3}.2¢c.}

The purpose of the second scheduling approach is to minimize traffic
peaks which result in higher noise levels. For example, at an installa-
tion when there are 10,000 operations per month, there may be 200
operations one day, 1,000 the next, and so on. If the number of take-
offs and landings were dispersed evenly over each of the 30 days in a
month, then there should be 333 per day. As demonstrated in Figure
5-1.1.1.4b, the Ldn on a 333 cperations day would be approximately

L dB less thar on a 1,000 operations day, but would also be approxi-
mately 2 dB greater than on a 200 operations day. This approach

can reduce peaks but will not alter the total monthly noise exposure.

tnflexible scheduling restrictions, i.e., blanket curfews, hourly

or daitly quotas, etc., can in effect mandate a reduction in total
operations and otherwise interfere with mission accomplishment. For
these reasons, scheduling constraints must be planned with respect
to mission requirements.

5-1.1.1.5 AIRCRAFT OPERATION REGULATIONS

Aircraft operation regulations include limiting aircraft loads and
prohibiting the use of certain types of aircraft. Invoking such con-
straints to abate noise will generally conflict with air installation
mission.

For some of the neisier transport aircraft, steeper climbout angles

or reduced thrust may be possible if loads, including fuel, are limit-
ed. Reduced loads and fuel may require greater numbers of flights
(and thus more noise, Figure 5-1.1.1.4b} which can offset the bene-
fits of reduced thrust. Because L4y has a logarithmic base, levels
are strongly affected by the noisiest aircraft. Conseguently,
reassigning the offending aircraft can bring noise relief.

5-1.1.1.6 FLIGHT SIMULATORS

Much military flying time is for training. Some training flights
can be eliminated with the use of flight simulators. There

are many simulators in operation and current development trends are
toward more sophisticated and wseful designs. Regardless, the
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training situation requires extensive air time. The planner should
be aware that such devices exist and that their use has a bearing on
the noise environment.

5-1.1.1.7 OPERATOR CONTROL

The aircraft operators are an integral part of any abatement program,
They must fully understand operational abatement techniques - the
rationales as well as operating procedures. They should always be aware
of the location of noise sensitive areas.

5-1,1.2  TECHNOLOGICAL CHANGES

5uch technological innovations as quieter engines, more powerful

engines (for steeper and faster climbouts}, or new types of aircraft
(1ike fixed-wing vertical take~off aircraft) canm bring relief to

noise affected environments., Within the next decade civit type trans-
port aircraft will have quieter engines due to an aggressive research
and development program. High performance military combat aircraft

are not always suited to this 'quiet technology'', because degradation in
performance is usually a by-product of quieting.

There are presently no short range (five to ten vyears) technalogical
modifications (other than the gradual reptacement of current turbojet
aircraft with guieter ftanjet aircraft) which are likely to significantly
improve the air installation poise environment., Long range innovations
are probable but cannot be incorporated into current planning.

5-1.1.3 AIR INSTALLATION FLANNING

Beyond cperaticnal modifications and technological changes, noise can
be '"reduced' at the source by relocating the source away from the

receiver, In practice this is not always a viable alternative. The
locations of airfields are ltimited by topographic, meteorologic, and
other considerations. |In addition, such facilities represent large

capital investments., For these reasons the planner should rely on
receiver location alternatives {Refer to Section 5-3.1, Receiver Loca-
tion) rather than source location alternatives.

G-1.1.4 IMPLEMENTATION

The planner has the responsibiltity for achieving an environment which
will support aircraft operations; therefore, extensive operational
alterations to abate noise may not be feasible. However, operational
modifications should always be considered where practicable.

As part of their larger responsibility, planners are to assess

existing and potential areas of adverse noise impact. When in their
Jjudgment a problem is severe enough to warrant consideration of
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SUMMARY OF FIXED WING AIRCRAFT
SOURCE MODAFICATIONS

FIGURE 5-11.4 Potential benefits and Costs

POTENTIAL POTENTIAL®"
PRAGCEDURE BENEFITS CO5TS
Holding and Manecuvering Reduced noise No ditect costs
Ahnudes up to descent
Traftic Contral Reduced noise 1n areas Administration
around runway
Reduced fuel consumption
Approach Glide Angle Reduced nowse up te Optignal astomatic
touehdown guidiance systems
E tnitial Approach Raduced nowse up 1o Mo direct cosks
o Alutude desgent
g
& Flap Serting Reduced noise up to Mo direct cotes
= touchdawn
Reduced fuel consvmption
Flap and Gear Aeduced noise vp 1o Optional automatic
Extenwon pent of extension eniEnsHon aguipment
i
High Spand Reduced noise up ta ! Aulamatic landing
landing figld r sysfermns
Fegulated Thrust Reduced noase in E Runway lengthening
Faversals runway area ; More taxi time
!
Heduced Thruat Reduce nowse in ' Increased naive far
runway area and ! downtange*
close downrange * i
Drecrpased Tuel
contumption
|
w Full Thrortle Reduced nowse far I Increased naise ciose
™ downrange " downrange”
8 Increased fuel con-
u SUmMptIn
¢ 1
= |
Flap Setting Reduced nowe throogh- No direct costs
out takegft
Decreased fuel consumption
Power Cuthack Reduced noise after |ncreased naise far
cutback downrange*
Routmng Reduced noise {up 1o 5 Increased noise
100%| ! 1N sme Areas
Bumway Lisage RAeduced noise near increased nonse near
runway 4 runway B
Operation Scheduling Raduced noise at certain Increased noise ai
= -
% tim#s of tha day ceriain Lirmes
E Airpraft Qperaton Reduced noise in all areas Greater number of
Regulatian: cperations
{nstallation Planaing Reduction of naize in all Airtield modificatians
aroag
Trainmg Simulators Reduction of apise in al Cost ol simulator
areas

* Close and far downrange are relative terms referring ta the proximity of the araas under the flight path
to the runway, Close-downrange is the sraa naarest tha runway and far-downrange ic 1he area beyond
{Refer to Figure 5.1,1.1.2 .

**There are any number of potantial costs {and banefits] far aach procedure. Cests might alsa include
tachnique developmant, staff time, pilot training, mission interferance, etc,
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aireraft operations modification {summarized In Figure 5-1.1.4}, they
should present a statement of the problem and their recommendations for
abatement to their commanding officer, who will forward it through
appropriate channels for resolution. Variables which should be
appraised in determining problem severity include the following:

o number of persons adversely affected

o degree to which standards are exceeded

o probable cost of solving/avoiding preblem

o potential short and long term costs of inaction
o possible mitigating measures (pros and cons)

This general procedure can be used for each noise source mentioned
hereafter: rotary-wing aircraft, aircraft ground operations,
impulse noise sources, motor vehicles, railroads, and fixed socurces.

b=1.2 AIRCRAFT NOLSE - ROTARY-WING

The methods of abating rotary-wing aircraft noise are similar to those
for fixed-wing aircraft., The primary distinctions between rotary-and
fixed-wing noise are the source of the noise and the noise level. The
techniques presented below are summarized in Figure 5-1.2.

The rotor system and the engine are principal rotary wing aircraft
noise sources. Although absolute noise levels are approximately one-
half these generated by jet transport,the throbbing of blade slap

and rotor rotational noise increase annoyance.

5-1.2.1 CPERAT I ONAL HMODIFICATIQNS

The maneuverability, vertical flight, takeoff and landing capabili~
ties of rotary-wing aircraft permit greater flexibility than fixed-
winged aircraft; the opportunity to employ operational modifications
is limited. The objective of the installation planner is to create
an environment that will support aircraft operations. ODegradation
of mission or safety is not permissible. The following brief
descriptions of operational modifications are included to augment
the planner's general knowledge of abatement techniques.

6-1.2.1.1 TAKEOFF AND APPROACH PROCEDURES

At takeoff,noise can be mitigated by maximizing the climbout angle.
The sample case depicted in Figure 5-1.2.1.1 exemplifies the results
obtainable for one type of aircraft under various takeoff conditions.
Unlike fixed-wing aircraft,power cutbacks at takeoff are not feasible.

5-19



£G BIUBIBSY,

(1334} 4403WvL WOHS FINVLSIO

r T T T T T 001
Sk
58
“————————{—® | 5
1104-A pR1EAS|]
1004 Q0% Wod4 -
Hoaxe} subaqg g g
£ 8580 oo &
| T T T oooL
<
o
!
- 2
>
z
e ——— He ©
[T
(=
w
puUNGagy Wol4 . o
JoaRe] aa1bsQ GZ e
Z 95e7) — oool =
LW
[ =]
I [v.o 118 M
[
o
_ a
“«— —_—— e —— =0
PUnoISy Wwaosy -1
Jpoaxe] asasbag gL
| 5] = oo0L

T0LA HO 1 0HdOHd LHO4SNYH L
HOd SHNOLNOI IHNSO4X3 JSI0N

L'L°Z°L"5 34dNYId

£-20



During descent, annoying blade slap noise from the large rotor is at

a maximum for a narrow range of alrspeeds and descent rates. The

blade slap regime can be avoided by an approach which combines the

best approach angle, speed and blade loading condition for the specific
helicopter model involved.

5-1.2,1.2 AIRCRAFT QPERATION REGULATIONS

There are several aircraft operation reguiations which can mitigate
noises. These include: aveoidance of sharp turns, utilization of
optimum cruise speeds and motor rpm, utilization of high altitude
localizer flight for instrument training, and restricted utilization
of the noisiest aircraft. Maintenance of a high altitude is the best
Th-flight abatement procedure. (It is recommended that rotary and
fixed winged aircraft flying Visual Fllght Rules keep at a minimum
of 2,000 feet above noise sensitive areas - FAA Advisory Circular
§1-36.) Other regulations include limiting aircraft load and pro-
hibiting the use of certain types of aireraft. Refer to Section
5-1.1,1,5, Aircraft Operation Regulations (Fixed Wing Aircraft)

for further disgussion.

5-1.2.1.3 ROUTING AND RUNWAY USAGE

When fow altitude flights are integral to mission accomplishment,

then route modification should be investigated. Where possible,
flight corridors should avoid or,at a2 minimum, be down wind of sensi-
tive areas. The use of runways, particularly the location of the
takeoff and touchdown points, should be based on this latter criteria.
The comments in Section 5-1.1.1.3 Routing and Runway Usage (Fixed
Wing Aircraft) apply.

5-1.2.1.4% QOPERATION SCHEDULING

Refer to Section 5-1.1.1.4%, Operating Scheduling (Fixed Wing), for
discussion of night operation and scheduling.

5-1.2.1.5 FLIGHT SIMULATORS

Rotary wing flight simulators have been developed and are in use.
These devices can result in reduced noise levels by obviating the
need for some flights.

E-1.2.1.& OPERATOR CONTROL

The comments in Section 5-1.1.1.7 Operator Control (Fixed Wing Air-
craft) apply.
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5-1.2.2  TECHNOLOGICAL CHANGES

There are several significant rotary-wing aircraft technological
innovations in the research and design phase which could have an
impact on noise environments. There are likely to be changes in
conventional aircraft and the introduction of new types of aircraft.

Two predominant noise sources of rotary-wing aircraft are blade slap
and rotor rotational noise. B8lade slap is caused by the compressi-
bility phenomena occurring on the advancing roter blade during high
forward speeds. During hover and at low speeds the sound is created
by an interaction of the vortices of the preceding blades with the
cncoming blades. (Refer to Section 3-3.).1 Aircraft Noise Sources,
Rotary-Wing.} Decreased rotor tip speeds together with specially
designed blades can suppress slap. Increasing the number of blades
will provide the same 1ift capabilities at reduced rotor speeds,
thus reducing slap. Main and tail rotor rotational noise is similar
to blade slap and, therefore, can be diminished in the same manner.
Quieter rotor systems have been designed and are undergoing further
development and testing.

Increased blade tip speed results in increased forward speed and
increased helicopter noise. Thus, there is a trade-off between helil-
copter performance and economics and noise. However, compound heli-
copters, which have auxiliary engines for forward flight {alleviating
the dependence on the rotor for such capability) are neot subject to
this tradeoff. The compound configuration permits greater forward
speeds and more efficient 1i1ft and without great increases in noise
output. Greater application of this vehicle could be a partial aid
In reducing noise problems.

Vertical take-off and landing (VTOL} technology is advancing. One of
the most promising developments has been the tilt rotor vehicle which
combines the best characteristics of the rotary and fixed wing aircraft.
The eventual widespread utilization of such vehicles could radically
alter installation noise signatures,

Aiso of potential importance are short take-off and landing (STOL)

afrcraft. In addition, quiet engines are being tested for possible
use in light weight helicopters. These innovations are at varyving

states of development.

After new aircraft becomes operational, there are delays, sometimes
Tengthy, before significant changes are realized in the noise environ-
ment because of final modification and production times and phased
replacement of older aircraft. The planner should be aware of what

is being developed for middle and long-range planning purposes.

{Refer to Figure 5-1.2.2.)
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FIGURE 5-1.2.2

ESTIMATED NOISE REDUCTION
POTENTIAL FOR HELICOPTERS

Noise Reduction {dB)”

Light and
Heavy Medium Light-Piston-
Transport Turbine-Powered Fowerad

Time Period Helicopters Halicapters Helicapters
Potential in | 977
Utilizing Available
Production Methods 0 g8 10
Potential by 1985
Utilizing Current
Industry Trends 10 15 140
Potential by 1980 to 1985
Lhilizing Demanstrated
or Advanced Technology 10 17 20

Referance 5-36

2 Noise radugtion ralative to typical 1973 noise lavels in dBA at 10HX) fant
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SUMMARY OF ROTARY WING
SOURCE MODIFICATIONS

FIGURE 5-1.2 Potential Benefits and Costs
PROCEDURE POTENTIAL BENEFITS POTENTIAL COSTS*

Climbaut Angle Reduced noise in all areas No direct cost

Flight Altitude Reduced noise up to descent No direct cast

Route Modificatians Reduced noise in area A Increased noise in
area B

MNoise Abatement Reduced blade slap No direct cast

Approach Trajectary Increase pilot workload

Operation Scheduling Reduced noise at certain témes Increased noise at
certain times

installation Flanning Reduced noise in all areas Airfield madifications,
cost of new hardware,
safety, convenience

*There are any number of potantial ¢osts {and benefits) for each procadure, Caosts might aiso include
tachnigua development, staff tima, pilat training, mission interferencs, etc,
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5-1.2.3 AIR INSTALLATION PLANNIKG

Besides operational modifications and technological changes, perceived
ncise levels can be reduced by separating the source from the recipient.
Generally, as with fixed wing aircraft, it will be best to consider
noise receiver rather than the noise source locational alternatives.
However, since rotary wing aircraft require little space for touchdown
and takeoff there is a degree of locational flexibility for cperations,
but safety and operational efficiency conditions must be considered.
Many military helicopters are single engine type which require
unrestricted ingress and egress conforming to established helipad
criteria. in addition, there is a tradeoff between the inconvenience
created by separating the site of operations from support facilities
and the resultant reduction in noise.

-1.3 AIRCRAFT NOISE-GROUND OPERATIQNS

Aircraft ground operations consist of maintenance activities, where
engines may be instailed in or "free" from aircraft, and pre-takeoff
operations. For equal noise exposure (in terms of SEL}, noise from
ground cperations is generally more annoying than the noise of air-
craft in flight. 1t has been theorized that individuals believe air
installation officials have greater control over ground operations
and that much of the noise is unnecessary, and therefore, is more
annoying. The situation is aggravated by nighttime ground runup
noise.

The duration and type of engine runup will vary widely during mainten-
ance operations, Typical operations may consist of twoe or three runups
at military power lasting from 5 to 10 minutes each. Afterburner opera-
tions may last from a few seconds up to a minute or more.

To reduce the impact from ground runup noise, the first factars to
be considered are:

{1} Engine runup test schedules; and

{2) The location and orientation of powercheck pads and
engine test stands.

Engine runup schedules should be reviewed to insure that operations,
especially nocturnal, occur at those sites which bave the least
impact on noise sensitive areas or activities. Because of the pro-
nounced directicnality of runup noise (refer toc Figure 3-4.1.1.a)
orientaticn as well as lecation of runup sites must be considered
when noise is to be reduced in a particular area.
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If erientation, siting, and scheduling cannot be used tec reduce neise
impact, then consideration should be given to an effective but gener-
ally more expensive solution: noise suppressors, There are three
varieties of ground maintenance noise SUPPressors:

{1} Pertabie. Portable noise suppression equipment can be
used with some engines not equipped with afterburners.

(2} Demountable (semi-permanent}. All components of these
units, with possible exception of the intake mufflers,
are constructed in sections and designed for assembly
on site. Depending on the specific requirements, the
intake muffiers may be either demountable or portable.

{3} Permanent (Typically concrete construction.) Permanent
instalTations may consist of a fixed muffler system,
with aircraft exposed, or a muffler system combined
with a total enclosure for the airecraft or engine.

Typical uemountable noise suppression equipment consists of an exhaust
noise muifler, secondary air intake and enclosure, primary air intake
system, cooling water system and controls, control house, and aircraft
tiedown system. Generally, ground runup noise suppression equipment

is cooled by aspirated air at all engine power settings up through
military power. Water is typically required for cooling the exhaust
muffler of nocise suppressor systems during afterburner power opera-
tions. For discussion within this manua!, ground suppression eguip-
ment is classified according to three grades of acoustical performance:

Approximate Maximum A-Levels¥®
Grade {along 250 ft. measurement cirgle)

I 77 dB
Ll 89

11 9g
#Actyal criteria are specified in terms of octave band SPL's.

Usually, Grade | performance is only possible with permanent con-
struction. Current demountable equipment provides Grade Il perform-
ance. Portable equipment for singie engine non-afterburner aircraft
provides Grade || performance. Portable equipment anchored by direct
attachment to multi-engine aircraft (C-135, C-141, B-52 and C-5A

type aircraft) provides Grade |11 performance.



The effectiveness of portable and demountable suppressors 1s mitigated
by leakage in the seals between the suppressor and the airframe ex-
haust and intake cpenings. Unltess acoustical leaks can be eliminated,
suppressor design goals cannot be achieved. Total aircraft enclosures
eliminate the need for close coupling of suppressor systems to the
airframe, However, enclosures are expensive ($1.5 to 3 million) due
to their size and special construction requirements.

The use of noise suppression equipment for engine runups will increase
the time and number of maintenance personnel required. Time is re-
quired to tow and tie-down aircraft and attach the silencing system.

Additional information on suppressors is contained in References 5-28, & 5-6.

5-1.4 IMPULSE NOISE

Impulse or blast noise is characterized by a sound pressure wave

which abruptly peaks and then slowly decays and,in the case of a sonic
boom, peaks once again. There are two primary impulse noise sources:
supersonic aircraft and weapons. The nature of the noise and poten-
tial abatement techniques for each source vary widely.

SonTc booms are of lower intensity than weapon noise, which has bread
spectral characteristics. While each source can cause disconcerting
vibration and startling, noise from weapons, due to the spectral
differences, is more annoying.

5-1.4.1 SONIC BOOMS

Sonic booms result from supersonic overflights occurring in designated
supersonic corridors/areas, From a source modification standpoint,
the planners should concern themselves with the location of such
corridors/areas, the possibilities for rerouting, and/or increasing
flight aititude.

5-1.4.2  WEAPONS

Opportunities for abating explosive noise at the source are limited.
Blast noise cannot be reduced and muffling artillery pieces reduces
range and accuracy. The most effective approaches te reducing
weapon noise are:

{1} Regulating operating hours: To reduce noise intrusion
during noise sensitive hours, e.g., nighttime in resi-
dential areas, class time in instructional areas, etc.,
a temporal analysis should be made of potentially
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affected noise sensitive activities and mission
requirements. This analysis will indicate when
there are noise conflicts and where operation times
of the noise source and/or receiver might be altered,

{2) Remote range locations: Separating the neise source
from the receiver is & possible attenuation technique
where space permits. In addition to Tand requirements,
consideration must be given to the cost of moving opera-
tions, possible added cost of operating at a less
convenient site, possible mission degradation, and
new noise problems relative to existing development
and potential development needs near the new range.

(3) Restrictions during worse focusing conditions: A temp-
erature inversion layer and certain other conditions of
temperature gradients and wind velocity and gradients
will cause sound waves to be focused back toward the
ground. These local conditions should be identified and
menitored and operations modified accordingly, where
possible,

5-1.5 VEHICULAR TRAFFIC NOISE

Although generally not as intense, vehicle noise is more prevalent
than aircraft and impulse noise. This section is subdivided according
to the two classifications of motor vehicles: street and combat.
Vehicles normally operated on paved roadways are defined as street
vehicles. Automobiles, pickups, jeeps, and diesel trucks whether

they are privately or military owned fall into this category. Combat
vehicles are defined as vehicles which are operated by the military
and function off of roadways. This includes military street vehicles
when operating off of roadways and ali-~terrain vehicles.

The noise source abatement techniques discussed below are primarily
vehicle or roadway related and vary within each vehicie class. These
technigues include:

(1} vehicle design, operation and maintenance; and

(2) Route design, maintenance, and location.

These techniques are summarized in Figure 5-1.5,
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5-1.5.1 STREET VEHICLES

As stated in Section 3-6.1.]1 Noise Sources (Motor Vehicles),street
vehicles can be divided intc three distinct classas: light trucks
and automobiles, medium trucks, and heavy trucks. The vehicles in
each class generate the same approximate noise levels, but deviant
vehicles {those that are especially noisy because of poor mainten-
ance, poor muffling, etc.} strongly impact the roadside noise
environment.

5-1.5.%.1 VEHICLE KQ1SE CONTROL

Noise generated by vehicles can be abated to a degree. Military
vehicles can be maintained to insure that engines are well tuned,
that exhaust system components are operating efficiently, and that
quieter style tires are installed and well maintained. Privately
owned vehicles which are blatant noise sources can be controlled with
police type regulations, such as citations for faulty muffler systems.
The noise from improperly maintained vehicles can be controlled,

but there is Iittle that can be done to reduce the composite effect
of many vehicles in optimal operating condition. For this reason
roadway related abatement techniques, as well as vehicle related
techniques, must be utilized,

5-1.5.1.2 NOISE CONTROL ALONG THE ROADWAY

Roadway Gradient

Grades can cause significant increase in heavy truck noise {up to
8 dB), as indicated in Figure 3-6.2.2a.

Stop-and-Go Traffic

The effects of stop-and-go traffic are a function of truck-automobile
traffic mix. A slight percentage of slow moving commercial vehicles
will increase the noise of stop-and-go traffic. It is generally felt
by experts that where there is a typical mix of heavy trucks (2 to &
percent), moderate and steady speed freeflow traffic will be quieter
than stop-and-gc traffic. The means to calculate the noise level
reduction has not yet been developed. Freeflow can be facilitated
through the use of any number of typical engineering modifications,
e.g., computerized signals, elimination of unnecessary arterial stops,
road widening to prevent bottlenecks, one-way streets, etc.
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Traffic Volume and Speed

Vehicle noise is a function of traffic volume and speed. The Leg
nomograph for street vehicles (Figure 3-6.2.1a) illustrates the
following relationships:

o For all vehicle types, noise levels increase as vehicle
volume increases;

o For heavy trucks, noise levels decrease slightly as
vehicle speed increases; and

o For automobiles and medium trucks, noise levels
increase as vehicle speed increases.

Considering traffic volume, if rocads are constructed or modified to
accomnodate less traffic, then sideline noise will decrease, but this
reduction must be weighed against the added expenditure of construct-
ing a greater number of roads and the possibility of exposing a
greater number of persons to traffic noise. Limiting traffic speeds
can also reduce noise (depending on the truck-auto mix).

Routing

Routing or rerouting traffic to aveid a2 noise sensitive land use

can be an effective abatement technique. Rercuting may consist of
constructing a new roadway or rechanneling traffic on existing road-
ways. Heavy trucks deserve individual attention in terms of special
routes including alternate night routes.

Roadway Configuration

Noise can be abated by elevating or depressing a highway. The net
effect is the same as that of a noise barrier. {The method for cal-
culating noise reduction by either technique is presented in

Section 5-2.1.4.) Figure 5-1.5.1.2 s a generalized illustration
of the benefits that can be derived from various typical highway
configurations. (This figure should not be used for abatement
evaluation.) For the example shown, in comparison with a roadway
at grade, at distances in excess of 100 feet, the depressed roadway
will be approximately 5 to 7 dB quieter, and within the shadow

of the elevated roadway it will be from 0 to 7 dB quieter.

Roadway Surface

As stated in Section 3-6.2.2, a roadway which is unusually rough due
to broken pavement or large voids or transverse grooves will cause a noise
level increase of about 5 dB.
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5-1.5.1.3 SCHEDULING

Rocadway vehicle noise leveis are directly related to peak hour vehicle
volume; the lower the volume, the lower the nocise, This relationship
s illustrated in the nomographs for manual noise level calculation

in Section 3-6.2.1, Determining Loy for a Simplified Roadway. Peak
volume can be manipuiated through rovting (described previously) or
scheduling. A temporal analysis of noise sensitive functions and
periods of noise peaking will illustrate where scheduling changes may
be useful. Major peaks typically cccur before and after work hours.
These can be ''flattened out' by staggering work hours.

5-1.5.1.4 IMPLEMENTATION

To minimize costs and the detrimental effects of noise, abatement
planning should occur on the drawing board before a problem is created.
[mpiementation of the follewing procedures wiil help in achieving this
end,

(1} Roadway designers and traffic engineers should understand
the noise ramifications of roadway design and traffic
flow. They should know where noise sensitive areas are,
how to determine noise impact, and how to mitigate the
effects of noise.

(2) The potential noise impact of all alternate designs
shauld be calculated {refer to Secticn 3-6.2).

(3) The costs (dollar and otherwise) of ameliorating
adverse impacts should be determined.

(4) The above information should be incorporated into the
final design selection process.

(5) The planner should monitor this process tc insure that
the noise environment recelves proper consideration.

In the case of an existing problem, studies should be made to ascer-
tain the feasibility of rerouting, resurfacing,and/or reducing
stop-and-go traffic, traffic speed, and traffic volume. Implementa-
tion strategies should be investigated concurrently. Often these
types of abatement techniques can be implemented at moderate expense.
For example, resurfacing can be coordinated with routine maintenance
resurfacing., Modifying grades and roadway configurations and con-
structing roadways in new routes are costly and normally will not be
viabie approaches to ameliorating an existing problem. Abatement
analysis should address not only direct costs but delay time costs,
effects on fuel consumption,and other factors typical to engineering
cost-benefit analyses.
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E-1.5.2  COMBAT VEHICLES

Lombat vehicles are classified as transport and weapen types. Tracked
and wheeled vehicles in either class are generally noisier than heavy
trucks,

5-1.5.2.1 VEHICLE NOISE CONTROL

The ncoisiest vehicles are likely to be those that have poorly maintain-

ed engines and running components. At a minimum muffler and intake
systems shouid be checked and engines tuned. Beyond typical mainten-
ance, noise can be reduced by utilizing sound absorbing material in engine
compartments and additional exhaust and intake mufflers or baffies.

Several types of vehicles are equipped with auxilTary equipment such
as pumps and compressors. These naise sources should be treated as
fixed sources. Quiet motors, enclosures, and other measures ocut-
lined in Section 5-1.7 are applicable.

§-1.5.2.2 NOISE CONTROL IN THE FYELD

There are four areas of opportunity for operaticnal medifications to
reduce noise exposure:

{1} vehicle speed and volume;
{2} scheduling;

(3) routing; and

(4) operator awareness.

As illustrated in Figure 3-6.2.1b, for bath transport and weapons
vehicles, noise exposure increases as either vehicle speed or volume
increases. Thus, speed restrictions and scheduling modifications,

to reduce ''peaks' in traffic volume, can reduce noise. Additional
schedul ing modifications might include regulating operations in noise
sensitive areas during "sensitive' hours of the day,

In some cases, noise abatement can be achieved through relocation

of routes and maneuver areas that create a noise nuisance. In all
cases, operators of noisy equipment should be made aware of problems
{or potential problems} so they can modify their actions accordingly
as practicable.
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FIGURE 5-1.5

SUMMARY OF VEHICLE SOURCE MODIFICATIONS

Potential Costs ana Noise Reductions

TECHNIQUES

FOTENTIAL
NOISE REDUCTION

POTENTIAL COSTS*

Aeduced Roadway Gradient

0-848
{Fig. 3-6.2.2a}

Increased construction costs

Stop-and-Go Traffic

0-20dB

Computerized signals
Rerouting an existing roadways
Street widening

HReduced Traffic Volumae

{Fig's. 3-6.2.7a & b)

Mote noise elsewhete
Road underutilization
Aoad investments eisewhere

Reduced Speed

{Fig’s, 3-6.2.1a & b}

Delay time

Roadway Surface

0-5dB

Resurfacing

Routing

Reduced noise in area A

Mew circulation on existing
roads--sighing and strip costs
tncreased noise in area B

Daprassed Roadways 0-10dBA Increased construction gosts
Elevated Roadways 0-10dBA Concrete structure $60 - 5100 sq.ft.
Vehicle Maintenance Variable Added maintenance labor&materials
Ancilllary Equipment 0-15dB Abszorptive material
Noise Damping material

Barriers

Enclosures

Quist engines
Schaduling Regulations Variable Administration

Possible delay trme

Remote Operation

Reduced noise
in one area

New support facilities
Increased noise in another area

L ]
Thére are a numbar of potential costs (and banafits} for each procedura. Costs might also include mission mtarferance,
decraased production, staff tima, ste.
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5-1.6 RAILROAD NOISE

There are two main types of railroad operations: line and yard. The
noise from these operations consists of a lecomotive component and a
car component. Reviewing briefly Section 3-7, Railroad Noise:

(1) Locomotive line ncise is affected primarily by grades;

(z) Car line noise is affected by velocity, curves, bridge
structures, rail discontinuities, and wide and/or uneven
rail joints;

(3) Locomotive yard noise is a function of idling time;

(4) Car yard noise consists of coupler impacts and wheel-
rail interaction noise.

Axle differentials, improved car brakes, rubber wheel webs, engine
modifications and cther rolling stock improvements will reduce source
noise, but the planner is }ikely to have more control cver abatement
and obtain better results by ensuring that tracks are constructed in
the best manner and are well maintained and that operaticns do not
occur during noise sensitive hours.

Specifically, welded rails can reduce noise up to 8 dB. An additional
1 to 2 dB can be achieved by grinding rails flat and smooth. Vibration
ncise can be reduced several decibels by coating the rail web with

an appropriate vibration damping compound or by using rail fasteners

to reduce transmission to structures, Concrete track beds atre slight-
ly guieter than wooden ties and ballast. The most significant reduct-
ion in noise, 5 to 25 dB, can be obtained by eiiminating tight radius
curves. (Refer to summary Figure 5-1.6.)

In addition to modifying track systems, or optimally, insuring noise
criteria are incoerporated in initial design, the potential benefits
of scheduling should be investigated. Siding and spur operations

will usually be more adaptable to scheduling controls than line opera-
tions. (See Reference 5-25.)

5-1.7 FIXED NOISE SOURCE

Moise sources operated at a stationary site, commonly within a struct-
ure, are defined as fixed sources. Power plants, maintenance shops,
machine shops, and wind tunnels, are noise generatcrs in this category.

In the discussion of source modifications which follows, machinery and

the structure in which it s housed are treated as the source. The
source is so described because the planner has noise environment
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FIGURE 5-1.6

SUMMARY OF RAILROAD SOURCE MODIFICATIONS

Costs and Potential Noise Reduction

TECHNIQUES

NOISE
REDUCTION
[at 100 feet)

MAJOR COSTS (1976 dollars)

{Typical Railroad
Construction)

Main {ine (wooden ties, jointed
rail - without grading)

525 - 4Q/LF
{Turnouts) 34,500 - 8,000 each
{Crossings) Major street 540,000
Minor street 330,000
Welded Rails 4.8dB 54 - 7/LF (plus above conastruction
costs}
Concrete Ties 0-2dB $20/LF {plus above ¢onstruction
costs)
Eliminating Tight 5-26dB $£3 - 5/LF {plus above construction
Radius Curves ooSts)
Rail Grinding 1-2dB Grinding
Scheduling Reduced Administration
noisg at Possible delay time
certain times Increased nosse at certain times
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responsibility when fixed scurces impact areas beyond their immediate
confines, e.g., shop or plant walls., The health and welfare of equip-
ment operators and other workers within a nolse source structure are
primarily the responsibility of the medical services.

Stationary Engine Dasion

Froper inftial design 15 the most effective approach to eliminating
machinery noise at the source. There are a limited nomber of meas-
ures that can be taken with exfsting machinery. Where engines are the
dominant noise scurce, a specially designed air in-take muffler er a
"mator mute'! can reduce noise levels up to |0 dB at the cperator
position. The installatfon of a new guieter englne would be an effect-
fve but mare expensive solution.

Yibration Ysolation

Vibratlon of large, thin metal machinery guards is a2 common noise
source. This effect can sometimes be checked by:

(1) Moving the polnts of panel attachment from vibrating
elements of the machine tc othar, mare stable points
of the frame; or

{2) BReplacing solid metal sheets with perforated ones
which will not radiate nolse as readily,

Machlnery rigidly attached to floors or walls can create a2 loud-
speaker effect which can be mitigated with the instaliation of rubber
or other resilient type mounting blocks. Up to 15 dB reduction at
the aperatar posftion is possible.

Emergy Absorption

Imdogr reverberant noise can be reduced to a |imited degree (3 to

t dB at removed locaticons) with the use of "acoustical treatment'
or absorbent materials on walls and ceillngs. Several decibels
reduction can be achieved by affixing dampening materials te vibrat-
ing surfaces such as large pipes or equipment housing walls, etc,
These materials convert wibratory energy to heat.

Barriers and Enclosuras

Oramatic noise reductions are possible with sound barriers and
equipment enclosures. These devicas best raduce high frequency

noise Labove 500 Hz). Where a slight reduction in noise is required
a sheet of laminated glass or plastic may be sufficent.

Barriers several feet wide and high may provide 10 to |5 dB  attenu-
ation.



Although noise may be reduced on one side of a barrier, it may be
amplified on the other side due to reflection. Absarbent material

on the noise source side of the barrier will partially dissipate sound
energy and reduce reflective qualities.

Elaborate and expensive total enclosures can reduce machinery noise

by 30 to 50 dB. This reduces access to machinery and, therefore,

will rarely be viable. Access openings usually lessen effectiveness

to a 10 to 20 dB reduction. |In some instances, it may be possible

to enclose both equipment and operator. While this has positive

effects on the overall noise environment, the worker inside will not
benefit. Small machines can be enclosed in a "glove box' container

which has openings for a worker's hands. Depending on the size of the
opening, noise reduction may be 5 to 15 dB'. (Refer to summary Figure 5-1.7.)

5-1.7.1 CONCLUSION - IMPLEMENTATION

The peotential reductions in noise cited previously de not incorparate
the reducticns afforded by a structure in which the noise source may
be located. Refer to Section 5-2.2, Soundproofing, and consider the
effects of "inverse soundproofing'’, that is containing noise inside

a building rather than keeping it out.

As with other abatement techniques, a combination of measures will
often bring the maximum results, but the potential noise reductions
of each separate technique are not directly additive.

Procedurally, after & preoblem is identified, the installation Bio-
environmental Engineer or Health and Environment 0fficer should
measure the noise environment. The planner should then assess the
problem and recommend a solution or solutions for appraisal and
implementation. The determination and installation of appropriate
abatement devices must be done by acoustical experts: persons who
are experienced in acoustics and familiar with the hundreds of fixed
source abatement apparatus available. The planner's role is to
a53e55 the problem, recommend solutions and assure that the desired
results are achieved.

Various abatement techniques should be compared on the basis of
decibel reduction versus direct monetary outlays and costs of reduced
productivity. Barriers and enclosures will be obstacles to workers.
At first, operators will be unaccustomed to them and productivity
will be reduced. With time, it will rise, perhaps never to its
former level or perhaps surpassing it because of the improved work
environment. Losses in productivity may also result from shut down
time during the installation of noise mitigating devices.
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FIGURE 5-1.7

SUMMARY OF FIXED SOURCE MODIFICATIONS

POTENTIAL NOISE MAJOR COSTS (1976)
TECHNIQUE REDUCTION UNIT COSTS PRODUCTIVITY
Absarption 35 dB .** 5 50-72.50/sq. ft. a
Damping 3-10dB * .20-4.50/sq. ft. 4]
Barriers {inside 5-15dB * 2.00-3.50/sq. f. up to 19%
structural]
“Glove Box' Booths 31548 * 250.00-250.00/ea. up to 20%
Equipment Enclosures 5-50dB. * 4.00-9.00/sq. f1. up 1o 25%

Reference 5-40
* a1l oparalor position

**at “"removed’’ distances within structurs housing noise source
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5-2 NOISE PATH MODIFIiCATIONS

Thus far, the discussion in this chapter has centered about noise

abatement at the source. Recognizing that abatement at the source
may not be sufficient or even possible, one must look to the next

logical place in the noise system for intervention. That place is
along the noise path.

Abating noise along the noise path consists basically of placing a
physical barrier between the noise source and receiver. Just as It
is most effective to deal with noise at the source before it dis-
perses, it is generally more efficient to block noise near the source
than near the receiver.

This section deals with the two approaches to noise path modifications:
changes near the ncise source; barriers and shields, and changes near
the noise receiver; soundprocfing.

5-2.] BARRIERS

Walls, earth berms, buildings, natural terrain, and foliage are
commonly utilized as noise barriers. To varying extents each reduces
noise by partially absorbing it and reflecting it away from receivers.
Barriers, which are most effective against higher frequency sounds,
must be located in the line-of-sight between the source and the
receiver. Barrier effectiveness Tncreases with height, width, and
proximity to either the source or the receiver. |f there are gaps in
a barrier, the potential benefits of acoustical shielding will bhe
substantially reduced. Furthermore, the effects of all barriers are
lessened by atmospheric sound scattering and by noise “spilling"
effects around barrier limits. Besides acoustic advantages, barriers
visually obscure the noise source and thus also bepaefit the rnoise
recipient psychologically,

The discussion following focuses on the use of barriers to mitigate
aircraft, surface vehicle, and impulse noise. The method for catecu-
lating barrier height and effectiveness is presented in the concluding
section. A final summary chart {Figure 5-2.1) enumerates typical
costs and benefits of several types of barriers.

E-2.1.1 AIRCRAFT NOISE
Barriers are not utilized extensively to abate aircraft noise because

they can be effective only when aircraft are operating on or near
the ground.
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The sideline noise of fixed-wing aircraft which is generated during
taxiing, takeoff, and landing can be reduced by properly positioned
barriers. During takeoff the maximum effects of a barrier will accur
when an aircraft is still on the ground and approximately 45° beyond
the point being shielded. (The 45° is measured from an axis drawn
through the shielded point and perpendicular to the flight track.)

For landing aircraft, barriers will reduce sideline noise to the front
and rear after touchdown. Barriers are useful in abating thrust
reversal noise.

The effectiveness of barriers in reducing sideline noise is not well
established, in part because of limited application. Buildings along
runways afford partial shielding and landscaped earth berms are the
least expensive and can be the most aesthetic barrier mode.

Field measurements at the Minneapolis-St. Paul Airport barrier {a one
mile long, 15 feet high earth berm with 25 foot high trees planted

60 to 100 feet deep) affirm a 5 dB minimum noise reduction in select-
ed areas.

A barrier with a smeoth solid surface may reflect noise into regions
beyend the barrier. (Refer to flgure 5-2.1.1.) This effect can be
mitigated with the use of surface treatment or vegetation which pro-
vides absorptive and dispersive properties.

Barriers offer little relief from rotary wing operations because of
the rapid vertical ascent capabilities of the aircraft. However, for rotary
or fixed winged ground operations noise barriers can be effective.

5-2.1.2 HOTOR VEHICLE AND RAILRDAD NOISE

Barriers are capable of reducing the noise of railway, street, and
combat vehicles in areas around fixed guideways or paths. Where com-
bat vehicles are executing field maneuvers, the use of barriers for
abatement is less feasible. In this case, barrliers should be erected as
close as possible to the noise receiver, not the noise source.

Several types of barriers have been used extensively along highways.
The most common are wooden, biock, and concrete walls and earth berms.
These obstructions approach a maximum effectiveness of 22 dB . Rows
of buildings will aiso provide noise attenuation if the socurce is
completely shielded by the structures, both vertically and herizon-
tally. A single row of structures, with less than 20% open area
between structures, will provide 5 dB attenuation. Succeeding rows
will provide an additional 2 to 3 dB each, up to a maximum attenua-
tion of 10 dB for all rows.
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FIGURE 5-2.1.1

BARRIER REFLECTED NOISE
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Landscaping, although aesthetically pleasing, is not highly effective
in abating noise unless it is dense, thick and tall. |If vegetation
is not dense enough to obscure the sight of the noise source, its
effect will be inconsequential. A reduction of 5 dB for every 100
feet of dense landscaping at least 15 feet high is appropriate. The
maximum degree of reduction that can usually be expected is 10 dB

Natural terrain and roadway configuration also can help reduce ncise.
As indicated in Section 5-1.5.1.2, Noise Control Along the Readway,
elevated or depressed roadways have built-in noise barriers. The
potential noise reduction in these cases is presented in the follow
ing section.

The types of barriers appropriate for highways are applicable te rail-
ways teo. Since line operation noise is predominately wheel and

track related, low walls (about car floor height) are adequate. Such
parapets are capable of reducing wayside noise 10 dB  {at 100 feet).
With yard and siding type operations, where predominant engine noise
is augmented by the impacts of couplers, more extensive walls are
required.

Besides mitigating noise, barriers can reduce glare, dust, and fumes,
and can improve aesthetics. To avoid the adverse effects of barriers,
design considerations should include maintenance, noise reflection,
shadow effects, drifting sand or snow, and related factors.

£-2.1.3 IMPULSE NOISE

Barriers are normally effective for small arms ranges but their use
with heavier weapons is not recommended. 1t [s not uncomman for
sound waves from explosions to be transmitted upwards and focused
downwards miles away. This phenomena renders ground terrain, earth
berms, and other barriers ineffectual. Where sound waves are trans-
mitted along the greund a barrier would have to be located close

te the blast to be effective. Without a total enclosure there

is a high probability of reflecting noise to other points.

5-2.1.4 EVALUATION OF SHIELDING

For most ground based point and line noise sources, an obstruction
between the source and the receiver can provide significant attenua-
tion of noise,

A simplified assessment of the benefits of shielding may be performed,
using the path length difference parameter. This quantity, usually
symbolized by 3(delta), s the difference in distance travelled

by the sound wave going over the obstruction rather than directly

5-L3



through it {along the line-of-sight to the cbserver if the obstacle

were not present). Figure 5-2.1.4a illustrates the geometry of acoustic
shielding, and defines & for a generalized obstruction or barrier.
(Note that obstructions of finite width are approximated by a "knife-
edge'' barrier.)

Barrier attenuation as a function of & is depicted in Figure 5-2.1.4b.
The upper curve is to be used for point scurces, while the lower
applies to roadways or railroads.

After establishing the locatich of the observer (or site), the loca-
tion of the source, and desired degree of noise reduction, the
foliowing procedure should be used to salve for barrier height.

(1) Establish the location of the proposed barrier. (Gener-
ally the closer a barrier is to either the source or
the receiver the more efficient it will be.)

{2) Estimate the required barrier height.

(3) Compute & using Figure 5-2.1.h4a and barrier attenua-
tion using Figure 5-2.1.4b,

(4) compare the barrier attenuation value obtained to the
desired value of noise reduction.

(6) Adjust the estimated wall height either up or down
according to the above difference and soive for barrier
attenuation again. Reiterate until the discrepancy
under Step L4 above is acceptably small. (See
Example 5-2.1.4a )

To be an effective noise barrietr, an obstruction must be solid {(no
gaps or leaks}, moderately dense (minimum surface weight of 2 to &4
Ib.fsg.ft.}, high enough to significantly break the line-of-sight
(i.e., the greater the & value the greater the attenuation) and
sufficiently long to prevent sound from defracting around the edges.

For line sources, the attenuation indicated in Figure 5-2.}.4b will
be realized only if the barrier is sufficientiy long to cover an
angle of observation (o) greater than 160 degrees. Barrier attenua-
tion fot shorter barriers can be calculated using Figure 5-2.1.4¢,
which indicates barrier attenuation as a function of shielding ratio
a/¢ (alpha/theta) and infinite barrier performance. Barrler per-
formance is seriously degraded by insufficient length. Noise from
arcund the barrier edges creates an additive effect to that which
spills over the top. For example, from Figure 5-2.1.4¢c, if the
shielding ratio fer a barrier with “infinite performance'" of 15 dB
decreases from 0.9 te 0.8, the attenuation drops 30%, from 10 d8 to
7 dB.




FIGURE 5-2.1.4a

ACOUSTIC SHIELDING GEOMETRY

SCHEMATIC OF ELEVATED HIGHWAY

SCHEMATIC OF DEPRESSED HIGHWAY

GENERALIZED GEOMETRY OF ACOUSTIC BARRIER

Observer
&

Chserver
-

Obsarver

S=X+¥-2
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ATTENUATION OF AN INFINITE BARRIER

FIGURE 5-2.1.4b FOR POINT SOURCES AND ROADWAYS
30 i
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EXAMPLE 5-2.1.4a CALCULATION OF BARRIER HEIGHT

PROBLEM

Deetrrmime the Bairer Rttt required 10 eeduce the naste devels inoa cesiaen g backwardd by
2dB The uny nose wurge o automebile trathie an a roadway 200 feet disrane. The
tarramn 15 flar. The anghe of obseivation of the rgad L (11 will be greater than 1609
Asturne gn anfinite barrier lengih.

SOLUTION

1 Helect a suitatale kocatusn for the Bareer i s case o The rdge of the sidewal k. 20
tegt trom the canterhing of the roadway

2 Estimates baraer newght {Hp! - 10 feey

3 Prapare a diagam of the wall, sourge, and receiven relationship where:

o ruaree herght (Hgl - O Hlor autemabnles, Secuion 3-6.1.1 11

b ohserver haight 1Hg = 5 0 teet [y pical case assumplion)

+

-
iz w
=5 Scale
a'
R4 X ¥ e
Litg 10

:4 R $p-— —— _,l

C Setback, rosdway 1o barsier 1550 - 20 1aet
d. Sevback. rusdway to obaerver 1540 - 200 feer

4 Caleulate path length deflerence 14!
Soe MW T iFigure 5.7 1.4al
% =f85Z + Hp? =+/12012 « 1012 - 22.36 (Pythagorean Theoreml
Vo315 S+ thy M2 -4 118002 <152 - 18007 [Fythagoresn thearem

T F0a
r-24
L] Dieteraune darres atrenoation 14!

Ap = 14dB | Figuse 5-2.1.4b1
Ttus 5 mnrz thar the desirnd 1248 w0 assume 2 shorter barrier height and recalcutate S,

G Estimate Bariies heighy fHyl ~ 6 fem
T ]

4 Ay - 100dB
~ 10 AH Irnuad gt 10 ararest dB
Ap oo 0wy mituenn 3k Hp lear Than 10 fze1. bt greader than & faey

k| Hi, - £ 1ert
w Ao 18

1" Ap - 12dB .. the harnar showld be 8 fret in height
Mate Herauwe of Pield uncertainbies, for paamole The agtual sverade heignt of obsarver,
Ang Askurmpnons made n the caloylation of XY, and 2, a satety lacior can be
ntrasduced, and o geeater barrier hegln sedeced
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FINITE BARRIER ATTENUATION

FIGURE 5-2.1.4¢ FOR ROADWAYS
Finite Barrier Attenuation

Shielding Ratio, /7, [0 |1 |2 |3 ].4]|56 | 6}.7.8;.9[10
Infinite SdBjo |01 |12 |-2|3|4]|-4 5
Barrier C10dB | O 0 1 |23 |3|4]|-6 -10
Performance [« yeqplo (el |2 2|3 4|5 |7 10| 15

~ - ]—

Barrier
Ohsarvar

EXAMPLE PROBLEM:
Calculate barrier attenuation on an infinite roadway | ) = 1807} for a barrier which
subtends an angle of 128% { ~ = 1252 The same Barrier, but of infinite length

{1 = 1609} affords 15 dB attanuation.

SOLUTION:
il
1. Calculate =1
41259 —~
& = 180° =069 = 0.7

2. Barrier attenuation = —5 d8 (from Figure 5-2.1.4¢)
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Te apply the aforementioned process to the procedure for calculating
barrier dimensions for a line source,it s necessary to execute three
additional steps:

(1) Select the desired barrier height {Hp } and calculate
the shielding ratioc ( /0 ).

(2) calculate .« .

(3) Calculate the barrier length {using trigonometry).
(Refer to Example 5-2.1.4b.)

5-2.1.5 IMPLEMENTATION
Barriers are powerful abatement tools, but they can be costly and can
cause many non-acoustical deleterious effects. A barrier cost-
benefit analysis should include the following:
(1) Benefits
o Neoise reducticn {and related benefits)
a Privacy
o Less dirt, glare, and exhaust
(2) Costs
o Mission degradation
o Direct {design and construction}
o Maintenance (landscaping, cleaning, repairing, etc.)
o Safety (to moterists, pilots, etc.)

o Visual {ugly, block view, etc.)

For further informaticn on design considerations refer to the following
publications:

(1) "Location, Selection and Maintenance of Highway Traffic
Barriers', NCHRP Report #7118, 1971.

(2) AASHTO, Guide on Evaluation and Attenuation of Traffic
Noise, 1974.

(3) AASHTD, Highway Design and Occupaticnal Practices
Related to Highway Safety, 1974.
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EXAMPLE 5-2,1.4h CALCULATION OF BARRIER LENGTH

PROBLEM:

Determine the length of a barrier assuming the conditions in Example 5-2.1.4a, where & = 1509
{due to tepography) and the desired attenuation (Ap) is 12 dB.

SOLUTION:

1. Select the desired barrier height (Hp} and calculate the shiglding ratic ;Tl . For Example,
with respect to Example 5-2.1,4a, ene could select a barrier with Hy, = 8 feet, Ay = 12dB
and “infinite” length {* = # } or with Hy = 10 feet, Ap, = 15dB and a shorter length. In each
case the shielding ratio would differ, the resuktant barrier length {Lp) would differ, but the
desired attenuation (12dB) would be the same. For an Hg of 10 feet, L, is calculated as
follows.

2. Calculate the shielding ratio.
infinite barrier performance = 15dB (Example 5-2.1.44)

Desired performance = 12dB

rg- is between .9 and 1.0 {Figure 5-2.1. 4¢), interpoiate by ratios:

: !
Ao~ @
1848 ¢ 1045 _ 15dB — 10dB

) i

o Ay, — 10 dB
; [3]
1
_10-09  15dB—104dB

-

Oap

' 12 dB —

ﬁ) - 09 B —10dB
Ap

..r)

(T = .94

“Ab

3 Calculata .+

= ( 94 = 1410

4, Caleulate Ly

PR - S
% Ly = {tan %11 ) (S5 — Sp)
% Lp = {2.82)(180) t
% Lp =508 " Lo

Lh = 1016 feert J

(not to scale)
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SUMMARY OF BARRIER TYPES:

FIGURE 5-2.1 Patential Benefits and Costs
MAXIMUM POTENTIAL CONSTRUCTION COSTS®
TYPE NOISE REDUCTION 1978)

Construction Black Wall**

{Strip 100 feet wide]

5 feet |parapet) 15 dB $ 4.00/LF-% 9.00
10 feet 15 dB B.00/LF - 18.0D
20 feet 15 dB 16.00/LF - 37.00
Earth Berm 15 dB $12.00/LF
{10 feet high
10 feet wide
no landscaping}
Foliage 5dB $40.00/LF

*  Does not mcluds maintanangs,

“* Ag walls incr#ass® in height tha basa width and subsurface foundetion must also incraasa in size.
square foot also increases with height,

5
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5-2.2 ACOUSTILC DESIGN

Acoustic design includes modifications to site design, architectural
design, and comstruction to achieve nolse reduction.

5-2.2.1 ACOUSTIC SITE DESIGN

Acoustic site design is defined as the practice of positioning
structures and other land uses within the confines of a site for
the purpose of reducing noise Jevels. The primary techniques are
shielding, reflection reduction, and land use.

5-2.2.1.1 SHIELDING

Structures and natural variations In topography may serve as barriers
to shield noise sensitive portions of a site.

{1} A small hill or earth mound can be as effective as a
man made earth berm. A depressed area may be a good
location for a structure or noise sensitive exterior
use,

(2) Due to site limitations,it is most likely that shield-
ing can best be provided by structures.

o Buiidings housing non-sensitive uses are ideal for
shielding. The garage cor parking structure gan
serve this function.

o Buildings with uses less sensitive to noise than
those being protected are also potential shields;
in such cases the shielding structure will usually
require acoustic architectural design and/or con-
struction. Retailing and administrative buildings
can be used to shield residential structures.

{3) Although the topography of a site may not offer much
vpportunity for shielding, properly placed structures
can exploit natural site characteristics. Earth-
mounds between bulldings can further enhance shielding
characteristics.

6-2.2.1.2 REFLECTION REDUCTION

Noise reflected off buildings and ground surfaces can be a signifi-
cant problem, especially in highrises and exterior spaces.

(1) A street bounded by buildings is a nolse canyon. This
effect can be mitigated by maximizing building setbacks.
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Building reflection can alsc be reduced by varyin
building heights, reducing building density (with the
use of open space}, and avoiding parallel wall canyons.

(2) Setbacks can be doubly functional because they present
the cpportunity to utilize landscaping and other noise
absorbic surface treatments which are effective In
reducing the impact of terrestrial ncise sources. Hard
surfaces, such as parking lots, will reflect noise,
and may even amplify it.

(3} Structures should be oriented to focus reflected noise
into non-sensitive areas,

6-2.2.1.3 ATTENUATION WITH DISTANCE

Land uses can be manipulated not only to create shielding and reduce
reflection, but te capitalize upon noise attenuation with distance

(4.5 dB reduction for every doubling of distance for line sources) .
Recreation areas, parking and other land uses can be situated to increase
the distance between a hoise source and the primary land use,

Another Facet of attenuation with distance (buffering) is on site
hoise source location. Streets, parking areas, and fixed noise
sources should be situated to reduce unnecessary noise exposures.

Note that buffering land uses, e.g., an outdoor recreation area, may

be more sensitive than the use being protected. Thus, abatement
priorities must be assessed at the outset, A comparison of the

periods of a day during which a noise level is unacceptable, and during
which a facility is used, may suggest optimal nocise reducing iand use
patterns.

5-2.2.1.4 MINIMIZATION OF EXPOSED SURFACES

Noise can be reduced by minimizing the surface area of that portion of
a structure exposed to, or facing, a noise source. In the case of a
line source, such as a roadway, the noise may be more anncying in
rooms with an exterior wall perpendicular to the roadway (and facing
oncoming traffic) than in rooms with an exterior wall parallel to the
readway. This is because of the following:

(1) The directional characteristics of the noise.
{2) Noise levels rise and drop off quickly as vehicles pass

the corner of a building, rather than rise and decay
slowly as perceived in a parallel surface room.
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5-2.2.2  ACOUSTIC ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN

Architectural techniques which can be used to reduce naise include
room layout, window sizing, wall opéning {doors, windows, ducts, etc.}
treatment, etc. Architectural techniques are not to bhe confused with
construction measures like wall insulation and heavy roof construction
which are treated in the following section. Architectural techniques
to reduce noise, like site design techniques, are usually less expen-
sive than acoustic construction.

5-2.2.2.1 SHIELDING

Shielding consists of physically blocking or impeding sound waves.
Architecturally, there are two general approaches: reduction of
wall opening surface area and utilization of external architectural
elements, e.g., overhangs, balconies, etc.

{1) Wall openings. The wall of a structure is a sound barrier.
Abatement effectiveness is greatly diminishedsthough,
if there are passages through which sound energy can
penetrate, The three common weak links in walls are
ventilation ducts, windows, and doors. Methods to
reduce sound transmission for each are as follows:

o Ventilation ducts:
Minimize the number needed on walls and roofs
exposed to noise sources. This can be facilitat-

ed through room arrangement (refer to Section
6-2.2.2.3, Space Utilization).

. Use ventilation noise traps.
. Locate ducts in areas not exposed to noise.
o Windows:

Minimize the window surface area (to zero if
possible} onh walls exposed tc nocise sources.

Locate windows in areas not exposed to noise,

Reduce the need to open windows exposed to noise
sources by providing mechanical wventilation or
natural ventilation through windows or ducts at
unexposed locations. (Note, mechanical ventilia-
tion in itself requires wall openings.)
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¢ Doors:
Locate entries in areas not exposed to noise.

(2) Architectural elements. Etements which are a normal
part of a structure can be designed to provide a
shielding effect. As implied by the previous dis-
cussiocn, shielding is most effective near acoustically
weak elements such as wall openings, Enumerated below
are some of the elements which should be considered in

mitigating noise,

o Balconies:

Depending on topography and room arrangement,
balconies can shield noise from below or above.

Balconies may reflect nolse into a building.

Because a balcony is often a place of relaxaticn:.
it may not be fitting to locate it in an exposed
area. An analysis of times of use and of periods
of unacceptable noise levels could reveal the
appropriateness of balcoany shielding.

o Overhangs and soffits can impede noise from above,
but can also have reflective characteristics.

o Shielding can also be achieved by recessing a build-
ing into the ground or backfilling earth around lower
floors.

o HNoise exposure is reduced in recess areas, e.g.,
a patio or entry recessed into the surface of a
structure.

¢ Other potentially protective elements are architect-
ural embellishments such as decorative walls, pro-
trusions, or facades.

£-2.2.2.2 REFLECTION REDUCTION

Most building surfaces are excellent sound energy reflectors. Built=
in noise problems can be avoided by utilizing techniques parallel

to those outlined in Section 5-2.2.1.1 covering site design shielding.
There are three approaches:
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(1) Surface treatment is the use of materials which partially
absorb, thus reducing,reflected sound energy. Noise
levels at absorbently coated walls are less than at
reflective walls, but there is an upper limit to the
effectiveness of absorption. |Ivy or other absorbent
materials can be useful.

(2) Reflection can be reduced by promcting the scattering
or dispersion of sound waves. Surface design, or. the
use of rough materials, variegated surfaces, screening,
etc. can achieve this end.

{3} As indicated previously, balconies and other appurten-
ances can be the source of unwanted reflections. By
properly locating reflective surfaces, reflected noise
intrusion can be aveoided. The designer should also be
cognizant of all large flat surfaces, pptential
reflection inte outdoor spaces, and potential mini-
canyens where noise might be reflected back and forth.

5-2.2.2.3 SPACE UTILIZATION

The manner in which space is utilized, vertically and horizontally,
can have a significant effect on the amount of noise to which a room
is exposed. The abatement principles for space utilization are
similar to the land use principles of acoustic site design.

tn the case of space utilization, the primary geal is to minimize
ngise in sensitive portions of a structure by maximizing the
shielding and/or barrier benefits afforded by the stryucture itself,

This Is done by locating rooms housing noise sensitive functions and
rooms with wall openings away from a noise source.

{1) In the former case it is necessary to first classify
rooms according to sensitivity. In a residential
structure there might be three categories:

o Most sensitive: bedroom and den

0 Sensitive:r living room and dining room

o Least sensitive: kitchen, bathroom, utility rooms,
halls, and closets,

(2} Similarly, rooms with wall openings should be classified

according te their propensity to permit the passage of
sound. The more vulnerable places are outdoor patios

5-56



and rooms with a large window area, cutside doors that
are used frequently, and windows which provide ventila-
tion. The least sensitive rooms, as in the residential
example above, are usually the rooms least requiring
wall openings.

Areas needing protection should be located away from the noise source,
buffered by nhon-sensitive uses and walls, With inflight airplane
noise it is desirable to locate sensitive uses away from the flight
track horizontaily and vertically, i.e., on the lower floors of &
multi-story structure. |llustrated in Figure 5-2.2.2.3 are several
layouts designed to mitigate noise from a predominant direction. As
indicated in the same figure, outdoor spaces can be sheltered by
arranging other uses around them in a courtyard fashion, not untike
the methed of creating recessed areas,

As an extension of the above approach, a structure can be designed to
"turn its back'' on the noise source and focus elsewhere, e.g., into
an interior court. Accordingly, the space between the noise source
and the structure can be minimized to maximize the amount of pro-
tected areas oh a site,

5-2.2.3 ACOUSTIC CONSTRUCTION

Acoustic construction is the use of structural elements to impede
sound transmission. Elements such as windows, walls, and rocfs

will mitigate noise to a degree, but greater abatement Is possible
with acoustic construction. HNoise is best mitigated by impeding the
passage of the soundwave and by facilitating the absorption of sound
energy.

5-2.2.3.1 ACOUSTIC CONSIDERATIONS

Acoustic construction has been demonstrated to be & technically

feasible means to reduce neise up to 50 dB, but only indoar environ-
ments can be Tmproved. An acceptable cutdoor environment is especi-

ally important in residential areas and the more moderate the climate.
the more often the outdoor envirocnment is used. In a Los Angeles

study it was found that in areas where outdoor noise exceeded 87 dB,
owners regarded the environment to be unsuited for residential use,
regardless of the effectiveness of indoor soundproofing {(Reference 5-39),
Acoustic construction can be a viable solution for churches, schooels,
offices, retailing facilities, etc.

Those land uses where noise insulation should be considered are enum-
erated in Figure 4-5. For some land uses (for example, classrooms,
libraries, and hospitals) soundproofing may be effective only under
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certain conditiens. For instance, in structures housing training
programs where outdoor activities are not required, soundproofing is
appropriate. Where cutdoor activities are an integral part of a
training program the potential value of insulation is lessened.

The acceptable noise teve!l reductions (NLR) for outdoor Ldn or teq

values are also presented in the aforementioned figure,
There are numerous means to reduce sound levels, Several technigues
are listed below. The quantified sound reducticns afforded by
several typical construction measures are presented in Figure
6-2.2.3.1V . More specific data en acoustic constructien can be
acquired from the references listed in Appendix D.
{1) Walls

o Increase mass.

g Use '"'dead" air spaces.

o Increase airspace width (between walls),

0 Increase airspace length (space between studs).

o Use staggetred studs.

o Seal cracks and edges.

o Use insulation blankets.

o Give special attention to openings; electrical
outlets, medicine cabinets, etc.

o Use resilient materials to hold studs and panels
together.

o Use acoustic coating.
(2) Roofs
o lncrease mass.
o Seal cracks and edges.
{(3) Ceilings
a Use insulation btankets,
o Use non-fixed suspension methods.

o Use acoustic coatings.
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{(4) Floors
o I[ncrease mass.

o Block off all joists {prevents naise from traveling
over or under walls).

o Use resilient supports between joists and fleoor.
(5) Windows

a Use sealed windows.

o Increase glass thickness.

o Use double glazed windows.

o Increase volume of '"dead' airspace in double
glazed windows,

(6) Doors
o Use salid core doars (not sliding or hollow core).
0 Use doorframe gaskets.
(7} Interior Design
o Use heavy drapes.
¢ Use heavy carpets.
o Use acoustic ceiling treatment.
The sound level reductions in Figure 5-2.2.3.1 are specified in
decibel ranges because of the variance in noise sources and types
and quality of construction. Designed noise reduction levels cannot
be achieved if acoustic eiements are not constructed or installed
with proper care.
Reference 4-2 provides conservative building construction specifica-
tions required to attain NLR values of 20, 25, and 30 dB in buildings
exposed to surface vehicle and aircraft noise. |If KNLR values greater

than 25 dB are specified, then a detailed acoustical analysis should
be undertaken because the KLR values in Figure 4-5 are conservative.
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TYPICAL BUILDING CONSTRUCTION

FIGURE 5-2.2.3.1 NOISE LEVEL REDUCTION VALUES
NLR in dB
AIRCRAFT AND
TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION VEHICULAR NOISE
Conventional wood frame - windows open 15 - 20
Conventional wood frame - windows closed 25-30
Conventional wood frame - no windows, or 4" - 35

glass windows sealed in place

1/8™ glass windows, sealed in place™ 20 - 25
1/4" glass windows, sealed in place® 25 - 30
Walls and roof - weighing 20 to 40 lbs/sg.fr., I5-40

na windows*

Walls and raof - weighing 440 to 80 Ibs/sq.ft., 40 - 45
no windows™®

Heavy walls and roof - weighing over 80 lhs/sq.ft., 45 - 50
no windows*

* Azzuming & surface srea consisting of only this element.
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5-2.2.3.2 NON-ACOUSTIC CONSIDERATIONS

Provision of acoustic construction can increase initial construction
costs.

Most acoustic construction techniques involve wall openings, especi-
ally windows; either closing, sealing, or removing them, These
modifications can necessitate the installation of a ventilation, or
air conditioning system. With respect to these systems, the following
should be considered:

(1) Window hung air conditicners normaily de not impede
exterior noise penetration.

(2) Ventilatieon systems are, in themselves, noise sources.
(3} Air ventilation and conditicner systems are costly.

Acoustic construction provides thermal insulation as well as acoustic.
This benefit can be equated to leng term monetary savings through
reduced energy consumption and should be incorporated into cost bene-
fit analyses. HNote too, that the provisicn of a ventilation system
will, conversely, increase energy consumption.

£5-2.2.4 IMPLEMENTATION
A& typical acoustic design program will entai) the following:
(1) Determining the degree of noise reduction needed,

{2) Establishing which design techniques are appropriate
and their probable effectiveness,

(3) Establishing preliminary implementation program.

{4t) Estimating cost of program and cost of not executing
program,

{5) Estimating the value of acoustic and non-acoustic
benefits,

{6) Submitting program for approval,
(7} Executing program

a. Establish design specifications,
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b. Develop construction plans,

c. DObtain quarters for displaced persons and functions
(if altering existing structures).

d. Make building modifications.

e. Verify effectiveness of program.

To follow this acoustical design program, the planner will require
the expertise of acousticians and architects. The former should be
consulted in areas 1, 2, and 7a above, Architects will take part in

areas 4, 5, 7a, b, and e,

The approval of new construction in noise Impacted zones must be
contingent upon the provision of adeguate noise insulation, The
planner should advise those responsible for design and construction
of the need for adequate nolse Tnsulation,



5-3 NOISE RECELVER MODIFICATHONS

Noise can be abated at the source, aleng the path, or, as is considered
here, at the point of perception. The two basic receiver oriented
approaches are: 1) insuring that individuals are not located or

cannot locate in impacted areas; and 2) helping individuals in im-
pacted areas to become more tolerant of ncise. The former approach,
receiver locational considerations, is a primary planning tool.

5-3.1 RECEIVER LOCATIONAL CONSIDERATIONS

5-3.1.1 ON-TNSTALLATION
5-3.1.1.1 SOLVING EXISTING PROBLEMS

In the case of an existing problem, that is, where built up areas are
adversely affected by noise, there are basically three locaticnal
approaches for use by the planner if noise abatement cannot be
econcmical ly accomplished at the source or along the path:

(1) 1f noise levels are unacceptable for one type of use
but not ancother, and the building Tn question can be
modi fied accordingly, then relocate the impacted
activity and alter the structure to accommodate the
less sensitive use. For example, an administrative
building might be used as a work shop or storage area.

(2) Physically relecate the structure tc a site with
acceptable noise environment.

(3) Abandon the structure and relocate the activity else-
where.

5-3.1.1.2 AVOIDING FUTURE PROBLEMS

To avoid on-installation noise problems, noise planning criteria must
be Incorporated into the site selection process. This procedure

is explained in Section 6-4.1, Site Selection. The major points are
as follows:

{1} Gather background data.

{2) ldentify acceptable sites {compare noise exposure
with land use sensitivity).

{3) Consider abatement techniques (to increase the range
of acceptable sites}.

(4} Select a site.



SUMMARY OF

FIGURE 5-3.1.1.1 RECEIVER CHANGES

ON-INSTALLATION

PROCEDURE COSTS

Change function of building Building alterations

Maving furniture, etc.
Temporary shutdown

Move structure

Building moving
Site praparation
Maving furniture, etc,
Temporary shutdown

Damolition

Demolition costs

n
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5-3.1.2  OFF-INSTALLATION

The effect of installation operations on the off-installation
envirohment must be considered in all planning programs. When such
effects are unavoidable attention shifts from ncise receiver location
changes to noise source and path modifications. The noise maker

has potential legal liability and depending on the circumstances,
may be sued for depreciating property values.

For the purpose of assessing potential impacts, planners should refer
to the Air Installation Compatible Use Zone (AICUZ) program. There
they will find a description of existing and proposed off-installation
land uses and other pertinent data on local communities and installa-
tion air operations. |In addition, planners should refer to local
general plans, zoning ordinances and waps, specific plans, economic
reports, and other documents which relate to the existing and proposed
use of land around the installation. They should also enter their
name on the environmental impact statement circulation list of local
agencies. |If an AICUZ report is not available, planners will have to
rely on the latter sources for information about the off-installation
environment,

5-3-2 CHANGE IN RECEIYER SENSITIVITY

The two approaches to modifying receiver sensitivity discussed belaow,
noise masking and public relations, will reduce the amount of annoy-
ance an individual experiences without actually reducing noise levels.
This effect is achieved by altering one's perception of neise.

5-3.2.1 NOISE MASKING

Ncise masking is the use of homogenous background noise to ''soften
unwanted sounds. |t is not a positive relief measure, but a cosmetic
device that dulls perception of intruding noise. This technique is
used in telephone booths where the "whirr' of the fan dampens obtru-
sive outside noise. In open plan offices, masking is critical and is
provided by controlled levels of ventilation noise (or music). Mask-
ing is generally used oniy in public spaces and work envirenments.
Its application inside residences is not recommended, although
exterior environments can benefit from the sounds of cascading water
and rustling leaves. Sound masking is only effective where noise
intrusicns are not extreme, within 5 to 10 dB of background noise levels,
and where total noise levels (masking plus background levels) do not
exceed concentration, sleep, and conversation interference levels.

It should be noted that various unwanted sounds serve to mask each

other. in some office situations where structures have been sound-
proofed to such an extent that outside ncise is imperceptible,
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indoor noise becomes dominant and unacceptable. Allowing slight
encroachment of external noise for masking has been found to create
good working environments. It is advisable to consult with acousti-
cal experts when noise masking appears appropriate. (See also Section

4-6.)
5-3.2.2 PUBLIC RELATIONS

The more negative an individuals attitude toward a noise producer, the
more intolerabie the noise itself is likely to be. The reduction of
ill feelings can decrease the incidence of complaints and will have
positive spinoffs in other dealings with the on- and off-installation
public. The responsibility for enbancing an installation's public
image lies with all personnel who deal with the public, and in the
case of noise problemss it lies primarily with the Public Information
0fficer, the installation planner, and those who respond to specific
noise complaints.

Beyond the usual courtesies extended to perseons making inguiries and
registering complaints, installation personnel should be as informa-
tive as possible. Helpful information might include explanations of
why operations have to occur when they do or why they must cccur at

a particular Installation or why operating the noise source is neces-
sary. Although such information will not lessen the adverse effects
experienced during a particular incident, it will hopefully reduce
further alienation and resultant intclerance. Disseminating inferma-
tion about the execution of specific abatement techniques or any other
positive measures is particularly important. |In essence, pecple want
to know if there is a prevailing reason why they must be subjected

to noise and what is being done about the noise situation. Further-
more, they do not want to be ignored.

Personnel who operate noise producers deal with the public in a
secondary fashion, but still have a responsibility for maintalining
an installation's public image. Operators (gunnery officers, pillots,
etc.) must avoid creating undue and unnecessary noise. One unusual,
Vhad'', noise incident, such as an offtrack low overflight, does
irreparable harm. |t draws attention to an installation and height-
ens public awareness of noise. Events such as these will often
induce complacent endurors to act.

Implementation

A positive public relations program should be instigated regardless
of the manner in which noise abatement is approached. Towards the
creation of such a program, the planner should endeavor to:



(1

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

Prepare selected individuals to deal with the public.
Inform personnel who handle complaints and inquiries
about nolse and its abatement. This manual contains the
background information they will need,

Set up a standard procedure for receiving and respond-
ing to inquiries and complaints. This procedure should
insure that letters are answered promptly and that com-
plete information about incidents is collected. A
check . list for telephonre complaints will facilitate
data collection.

Have all noise related grievances and questions channel-
ed to the specially prepared personnel.

Insure that those who operate and work with noise pro-
ducing devices are informed of their responsibilities
and about special problems (including those revealed
through complaints). This is a matter of course for
critical problems but should aiso be done as a nreven-
tative measure.

Provide, on an engeing basis, information on operations
and noise abatement efforts to interested citizen
groups and public agencies.



CHAPTER & MOISE PLANNING STRATEGEES AND THEIR APPLICATION
The previous chapters in this manual contain background information
on the noise problem:

Chapter 2 - the nature of noise

Chapter 3 = the assessment of noise

Chapter 4 - recommended acceptable noise levels

Chapter 5 - methods to reduce nolise
This information is utilized in the execution of noise abatement
programs. How such programs are developed and implemented is ex-
plained in this Chapter.
Figure 6 , Noise Abatement System, illustrates how to implement noise
abatement techniques and, correspondingly, illustrates the relation
of the elements in this Chapter. The Chapter is divided into three
sections according to the three subject areas depicted:

{6~1) Define Problem

(6-2) Analyze and Implement Solutions

(6-3) HMenitor

These sections are followed by three example problems.

Define Problem

Referring to Figure 6, to define the problem one must have the
information afforded by the Data Base (Section 6-1.1}. With this
basic data one can ldentify the Impacted Areas (Section 6-1.2).

Analyze and Implement Sclutions

When the noise problem has been identified, one can then analyze and
implement scolutions. When attempting to mitigate an existing or
unavoidable noise problem, the planner should follow the Selection
and Application of Abatement Techniques process (Section 6-2.2), but
when searching for an acceptable site for a new structure, the Site

Selection process should be executed (Section 6-2.1). |f during
site selection an ideal site cannot be found, then an investigation
shouid be made of those abatement techniques which will rectify the

situation or expand the number of potential sites. (This relationship
is indicated by the dashed lines leading to and from the Selection
and Application of Abatement Technigues process.)
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Manitor

After a site fs chosen or an abatement program s executed, a
MHonitorlng Program (Section 6-3) should be impiemented. <Changes

in land use, the environment, the nolse envircnment, and other data
base elements should be recorded Into the Data Base for subsequent
verification that ne new neise problems have resulted, In addition,
when abatement technigues have been applied, Tield noise measure-
ments should he taken to substantiate their adequacy. This checklng
mechaniam is indicated by the return arrow at the bottom of Figure 6.

SUMMARY OF SECTION &
Sectlan Page

1. Define Problem B-1 B=5
a. Data Base B=1.1 65

{1) HNoise Environment Information 6-1.1.1 b-5

(2] MNoise Source Information 6-1.1.2 B=5

{3} Land Use Data 6-1.1.13 E=6

{4} Economic Data A=1.1.4% 6-&

{5} PReceiver Data 6-1.1.5 6=7

{6) Envircnmental Data 6=1.1.6 £-8

k. ldentify Impacted Area fe).2 b=-9

2. fnmalyze and Implement Solutions 6-2 6-13
a. Site Selection 6-2.1 6-13

{11 Gather Background Data
{2) Determine Acceptable Sites
(3) Consider Abatement Technlgues

(4) Chonse a Site
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3.

Selection and Application of Abatement

Techniques

Review Abatement Alternatives

Evaluate Alternatives

Develop Plan

Identify and Coordinate with
Implementing Agencies

Execute Plan

Monitoring Neise Levels

b.

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4}

(5)

Monitor
a.
b.

Monitoring Data Base Information

Section

6-2.2

Page
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6-1 DEFINE PROBLEM

Determining where a problem or potential problem exists requires the
development of a data base.

6-1.1 DATA BASE

The first task performed in a planning program is the development of
a data base. Problem soilving is greatly facilitated if the problem
is asccurately and completely identified. Gathering data should not
be a one time function. Processes should be set up which will
supply information on an ongoing basis, so that changes may be
detected when they occur,

£-1.1.1 NOISE ENVIRONMENT INFORMATION

The bases for defining a noise problem are noise contours and site
naise analysis. The planner will develop and acquire this informa-
tion using the procedures set forth in Chapter 3, Noise Assessment
Technigues,

Noise tevels will not remain constant over time; missions change,
technology changes, vehicular (ground and air) traffic levels change,
etc, When noise level changes are suspected, they may be verified by
in-field noise measurements, and when necessary installation perscnnel
can calculate adjustments in noise exposures, Where significant noise
level changes are suspected, a new analysis (including computer con-
tour runs) should be initiated, Significant changes might include

cases where acceptable noise zones with buiitup facilities become un-
acceptable, or where areas slated for future use are adversely impacted.

6-1.1.2  NOISE SOURCE I(NFORMAT|ON

in addition to noise levels, relevant information on facters which
will affect noise levels should also be gathered. The list below
includes several of the important variables which are applicable to
most sources, The list of relevant variables should be expanded to
include other specific points of importance.

0 Number of operatlons

o] Projected number of cperations

Q Duration of operaticns

o Changes in operaticnal procedures
Q Time of operations



o Constraints to cperational changes

o Mission raquirements

o] Time schedules for technological changes

o Present abatement procedures

o Meteorclogical conditions which effect noise levels

and limit operational flexibility
0 Other projected noise scurce changes
6-1.1.3  LAND USE DATA

Land use and noise data are the most important elements in the data
base. Land use can be directly correlated with acfivities; e.g.,
sleep, study, play, etc., and ncise interference is a function of
activities. Thus, land use is a substitute measure of noise sensi-
tivity., It is also a convenient measure.

Land use information should be broken down into the classifications
presented in Chapter 4 and it should be recorded structure by
structure. The data should be mapped at the same scale as the noise
contours to facilitate overlay comparison. The choice of scale is
predicated upon the degree of accuracy required. At a minimum,
building footprints and site boundaries should be clearly discernible,

Comprehensive, up to date information on land use often does not

exist. It can be readily cbtained, though, from the installation
master plan and aralysis of current aerial photographs {with field
verification), Information on proposed iand uses, including

land use conversions, should also be gathered. Civil planning staff
personnel can identify future off-installations land use changes.

6-1.1.4 ECONOMIC DATA

Economic data, including building values (replacement costs), land
values, construction costs, refurbishing costs, economic 1ifespan,
etc., are required for siting and abatement alternative analyses.

The accuracy of cost/benefit studies is dependent upon the utiliza-
tion of current and precise economic data. In addition, economic
data is useful for estimating the likelihood of off-installation
development and thus, aids in identifying priority areas for Jand
development and potential land use incompatibility. Economic reports
drawn up by local governments and large land owners can be useful.
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6-1.1.5 RECEIVER DATA
Noise receivers are an invaluable data resource, capable of providing
first hand information in the noise environment. In addition, demo-

graphic data is primary problem solving input.

Collecting Recéiver Data

A noise abatement program by nature must be geared toward the noise
receiver, To facilitate this the planner must rely upon census type
information and infeormation gathered directly from the noise receiver.

Information about the number of people in noise impacted areas is

useful in establishing costs and benefits for noise abatement proegrams.
Total population and populatien variables can be estimated from instali-
ation census or housing data, from the U.5. Census, or from land use
data.

As stated in Section 5-3.2.2, Public Relations, planners should
establish a standardized procedure for receiving and compfiling noise
comptaints. This will open lines of communication and bepefit the
planner and complainant. The planner needs the first hand data

that noise receivers can supply and those affected by noise need to
air their complaints to responsive individuals. Specifically, com=
ptaint data can be useful in:

(1) Substantiating the greatest noise nuisances and the
most objectionable hours of operation.

(2) Gauging the severity of a problem and the public and
individual actions that are likely to be taken.

(3) Locating hyper-sensitive individuals and activities.
{(4) Substantiating noise contours.
{5) Measuring the success of abatement programs.

Sensitive Activities

Some land use related activities are especially nocise sensitive and
therefore should be identified for special consideration. These
would include outdoor areas for passive recreation, theatrical per-
formances, etc. During moderate weather there are likely to be
greater numbers of outdoor activities susceptible to noise inter-
ference.



Sensitive Groups

Each community wil) react differently to noise. While it is not fully
understood why reactions vary, several variables have been identi-
fied which are useful in assessing special problems. Although all
population groups are treated alike, for the purposes of analyzing
complaint data, the planner should be aware of those characteristics
related to noise sensitivity.

0lder people are more sensitive to sleep disturbance and less able
to return to sleep once sleep has been interrupted. They are also
more likely to register complaints. Higher income groups are more
sensitive to enviranmental quality and are alsc more likely to be
annoyed by noise (Reference 5-28).Fear of a noise source, such as
fear of aircraft crashes, will also lead to increased sensitivity.

6-1.1.6 ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

An awareness of envircnmental limitations is especially necessary

in the site selection process. Factors such as scil conditions and
unique animal habitats should be considered along with noise in site
setection. The weight of each factor is an installation policy
issue, Relevant environmental factors may include the following:

slope

soil characteristics

geologic substructure characteristics
ground water resources

surface water resources

water quality

marine environment

endangered species habitats
unique plant and animal habitats
historic landmarks

air quaiity

meteorologic conditions

Furthermere, when significant noise abatement programs are needed,
they, like new constructior, may require Environmental 1mpact State-
ments (EIS's) or Environmental Assessments (EA's). The preparation
of these reports demand analysis of a wide variety of environmental
factors.

Plarners should give a sustained effort to collecting and familiarizing
themselves with environmental data so that they can assess the impact
on probable sites and the effects of abatement programs. Environmental
factors must be considered as part of the analytic process, not after
a site or abatement program has been selected.
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A Yibrary of useful documents should be assembled, and should include
relevant military and civil EIS's, EA's, environmental inventories,
background reports, etc, Civil documents can be obtained from local

federal agency officials (Soil Conservaticn Service, USGS, etc.) and
non-federal! governmental entities,

6-1.2 IDENTIFY IMPACTED AREAS

After being assembled, the data base information is used to identify
existing or potential adverse impacts. As explained below, this
process is greatly simplified where there is a single noise source
described by contours. Where there s more than one noise source and
overlapping noise exposures there is no simple graphical means to
identify composite exposures.

In cases where there i5 a single noise source depicted by contours,
adversely impacted areas can be identified by overlaying a map

of contours with a map of land uses. Those land uses which are un-
favorably impacted can be identified by visually scanning the compos-
ite map. Depending on the basis of the contours, either existing

or potential conflicts may be identified in this manner {(refer to
Figure 6-1.2).

ldentifying impacted areas is more complex where exposure is due to
more than one type of noise source. The additive effects of noise
must be taken into account by computing spot checks where excessive
nolse exposures are suspected. Exposure derived by manual procedures
and contour interpolation can be combined through decibel additien

to obtain single point exposures. Such points might Include the
following:

o where contours overlap;

o where noise spurces, not described by contours, are
located:;

o where there is a nearby area of unacceptable

noise exposure; and
o where there have been noise complaints.
This fntuitive approach will become more precise as the planner

gains experience in identifying potential and existing trouble spots
and in calculating noise exposures,

As described in Section 3-9, Cumulative Noise Exposure for All Sources,
there are two phases to site selection: preliminary screening and site
screening. Initially, contours (and the aforementioned spot checks)
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are used to identify unacceptable areas, which can then be excluded
from further analysis. HNext, potential sites can be identified, and
noise levels can be calculated at these specific points.
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FIGURE 6-1.2 IDENTIFYING NOILSE CONFLICT AREAS
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IDENTIFYING NOISE

FIGURE 6-1.2 {CONTINUED} CONFLICT AREAS
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6-2 ANALYZE AND IMFLEMENT SOLUTIONS

With respect to controlling the noise environment, the planner will
typically be involved Tn one of three sets of circumstances, First,
for future facility site selection the planner will seek to avoid
noise problems. HNext, in cases where there are no sites free of
unacceptably high noise levels, ‘'t will be necessary to Incorporate
abatement technigues into the initial design process to preclude
noise problems. Finally, where there is an existing noise problem,
techniques should ke selected and applied to ameliorate that
problem,

6-2.1 SITE SELECTION

Site selection is a fundamental and effective means teo aveoid adverse
noise impacts. The process consists of four main steps.

{1) Gather Background Data

Problem soliving first requires definitien of the prob-
lem and associated factors (refer to Section 6-1,
Define Problem). !t is important to understand the
existing state of affairs, and in the case of siting,
an added emphasis must be placed on anticipating
future conditions. This pertains to each Data Base
factor (Section E-1.1} especially the following:

o MNoise - the expected noise levels (including
noise levels to be generated by the proposed
facility, e.g., increased traffic) over the life
span of the proposed facility

¢ Land use - future requirements which may have
ramifications on current land use decisions

¢ Noise source - technological, mission and other
possible changes which may effect the future noise
environment.

Physical facilities are costly, permanent invest-
ments and those things which may lessen their useful-
ness must be anticipated.

{(2) tdentify and Descrikbe Acceptable Sites

Land use relationships and project requirements must
be the main consideration in the choice of building



57tes. However, site selection also involves many
other factors:

Noise
Topography
Access
Availability of utility services
Various hazards:
Geologic
Seismic
Erosion
Flood
Soil shrink/swell
Ordance safety zaones
Aircraft accident potential zones
Airfield safety clearance criteria
Soil bearing capacity
Sofl limitations for septic tank filter field
Unique vegetation or wildlife habitat
Mineral resources
Aquatic rescurces {river, lake, watershed, etc.)}
Historic or archaeologic site

Projects which are “infill" between existing develop=
ments will usually not require extensive evaluation
beyond a noise assessment, However, master planning
efforts involving future tand use configurations and
site identification in undeveloped areas of an install-
ation will reguire a more in-depth analysis of a greater
number of factors,

Maps are cenvenient for storing and manipulating data.
The following graphic processes can be used to screen
and/or select sites:

(a) Map all pertinent data (see above) on separate
sheets of clear acetate.

(b} Use experience and intuition to establish
potential sites and identify each of those sites
on a base map.

{c) Overlay each data map on the base map and
annotate problems and drawbacks; e.g,, adverse
hoise environment, geclegic hazards, etc.

For ease of analysis, each data map should be shaded
according to the severity of impact or limitation,
Fcr example, the areas with slight soil bearing
capacity limitations should be depicted with light



_shades of color, areas with more severe limitations
should be darker, and areas completely unacceptable
under any circumstances nearly opaque, Other site
selection criteria, such as proximity to domestic
water supply and seismic hazard, can also be mapped
in this manner. The number of gradations delineated
on the maps will be a function of the available base
data and the requirements of the planner.

The map comparison approach can be used for initial
siting in lieu of step '"'b'" above, After the shaded
data maps have been prepared, the maps depicting
criteria relevant to the proposed land use should be
simultaneously overlayed on an urmarked base map, All
acceptable sites will be revealed as clear spots, and
the darker the composite shading the less desirable
the location wil) be. (For further information and
examples see Reference 5-13.)

{(3) tonsider Abatement Technigues

tt may not be possible to obtain a site that will
satisfy all criteria. Therefore, it may be necessary
to consider medificaticns which will render a site
acceptable. Utilization of the procedure cutlined

in Section 6-2,2, Selection and Application of Abate-
ment Technigues, should reveail viable noise ameliorat-
ing solutions. These can be compared with non-noise
design and site modifications to determine the best
method of creating a suitable site.

(4) Choose a Site

As a result of the previous steps the planner should
have a 17st of one or more sites and the noise abate-
ment measures and site modifications that will make
them acceptable for use. The costs and benefits of
each site should be assessed in the manner outlined
under Evaluate Alternatives, in the following section,
The planner and others involved in site selecticn

can thus arrive at a recommendation to be acted upon
by the approving authority.

6-2.2 SELECTION AND APPLICATION OF ABATEMENT TECHNIQUES

When it is determined that noise abatement is needed and the existing
or potential noise probiem has been identified and assessed, the
analysis and implementation phase of noise abatement can be inftiated.




This procedure contains five steps: (1) review/analyze abatement
alternatives, (2) evaluate alternatives, (3) develop plan, (4) identify
and coordinate with implementing agencies, and (5) execute plan,

{1} Review/Analyze Abatement Alternatives

First the planner should review the abatement alter-
natives presented in Section 5, Experts shoutld be
consulted as needed to obtain further details, Through
this process a set of potentially feasible techniques
should be chosen for additional study. A wide range of
possible approaches should be considered because:

1) noise problems normally reguire more than a single
means of abatement; and 2} during the selecticn process
many approaches will be dropped from consideration,

and those which appear infeasible at the outset may
become practicable,

Evaluate Alternatives

Procedurally the evaluation of noise abatement alter-
natives is the same as any project evaluation process.
In this case, the planner develops a list of alterna-
tives, This 1lst is modified by experts and technicians
in the field of concern. The recommendations are sub-
mitted to the approving authority for review, modifica-
tion, and approval,

The basis of evaluating alternative plans is the
comparison of the magnitude and distribution of costs
and benefits resulting from implementation of the plans,
Nolse abatement strategies do not lend themselves to
analysis by formal cost/benefit analysis because key
variables, such as benefits of reducing noise, are not
easily quantified, Values or costs can be assigned,

but only for comparative purposes,

Costs to be considered should include the following:

(a} Costs of implementation {e.g., capital improve-
ments, staff time, consultant fees, operational
changes, etc.).

(b} Long-run costs (fuel consumption, maintenance,
etc,),



(3)

{c] Costs of affecting the natural environment
(e.g., degradation of air quality, alteration of
wildlife habitat, etc.).

(d) Costs of foregoing the use of installation land
(where abatement in one place shifts noise impact
to another place).

(e) Costs of restricting off-installation land use
(e,g., foregone taxes, probable dampening effect
on development, etc,}.

(f) Costs of permitting noise impact {(e.,g., Titigation,
physiolegical and psychological costs, reduction
in usable tand, poor public image, depressed land
values, reduced economic activity, etc,).

The benefit of abating noise is basically the reduction
of the costs of permitting it to exist,

To facilitate comparative analysis, values can be given
to non=-quantified costs and benefits, Assigned values
or costs will vary depending on who assigns them.
Therefore, care must be taken not to incorrectly weight
a variable as this will distort results, Value deci-
sions made by an interdisciplinary group are likely to
be the least biased.

The particular costs and benefits to be measured and
the value they are given will differ from situation to
situvation, There will be a substantial difference
between the on=- and off-installation situations, A
solely military problem will involve the welfare of
impacted individuals and cost and benefits to the
federal government, An analysis of off=installation
impacts must, in addition, take inte account the view-
points of: the resident, who is concerned about his
welfare and monetary costs he may have to bear; the
businessman, who wants to promote a healthy economy;
and the local government, which is advocating the
interests of residents and businessmen on the environ-
mental, social, political, and economic fronts,

Develop Plan

The next step in the noise abatement procedure is the
development of an abatement plan, 5Such a plan will be
instrumental in avoiding the pitfalls of a piecemeal

6-17



approach to noise reduction, A cohesive and well
defined plan will serve as the bkackbone of an abate-
ment program and will assure program consistency
despite personnel changes.,

After the relative costs and berefits of the abatement
techniques have been compared and the optimum techniques
chosen, then a set of implementation priorities should
be set, In instances where abatement programs conflict,
it is best to develop priorities during the initial
evaluation procedure,

The basis of the priorities should be agreed upon at
the outset, Some of the considerations that should be
resolved are as follows:

(a} Should undeveloped areas have priority over areas
whare development is established?

(b) Should federa! resources be the primary basis for
decision making?

{c) Should the most ''severely" impacted areas be given
top priority regardless of the costs of abatement?

An abatement program will be based on established
priorities. Through coordination with other involved
individuals and agencies (enumerated later) priorities
can be developed into a realistic implementation program,
The availability of funding must bhe balanced against
abatement needs and operative constraints to arrive at

a timetable of affirmative acticon, The abatement plan
should describe:

(a) What is to be done,

(b} Where it is to be done,

(¢) When it is to be done,

{(d] How it is to be done (resource allocatien),

(e} Who is to do it.

Major plans should enumerate the specific measure to

be accomplished over a five vear period, |In the mid
range {5 to 10 years) and long range {10 years and on),



()

the plan should state in decreasing specificity the
general types of things that should be achieved. For
example, if there is a long=range projection that air-
craft operations will increase by a prescribed amount,
then a long=term abatement measure should be sketched
out, such as insulating, converting, or removing ''x"
number of structures in certain areas. As time passes
and the long range becomes the short range, plans should
be made more explicit; i.e., they should cover the five
points listed above, The abatement plan should be
updated annually, and progress on implementaticen should
he checked quarterly.

Whether an abatement plan is relatively simple (e.g.,
the utilization of acoustic construction) or complex
(e.g., afferding protection to a single area by utili-
zing aircraft operations modifications within the con-
text of changing aircraft types and missions) planners
should develop a specific strategy of execution before
setting out. They should assemble their data base,
identify individuals who will take part Tn the program,
and set up a procedure by which a plan can be developed.

Identify and Coordinate with Implementing Entities

Concurrent with the evaluation of alternatives and plan
development, the pltanner should identify those agencies,
military and civilian, that will be fnvolved in, or
affected by, the implementation of propesed noise abate-
ment plans, While coordination with some agencies will
not be required, a broad base of contacts will generally
aid in data gathering and information disseminatfon and
help elicit support. For the same reasons it is impor-
tant to coordinate with other entities as e=arly in the
process as possible,

This is critical when dealing with the off-installation
environment, Early coordination with local agencies
should prevent unnecessary problems, When there is a
potential off-installation impact, it can be anticipated
that an environmental impact statement will be needed
and that the regional A-95 clearinghouse will become
involved. Planners should familiarize themselves with
local regulations and OMB Circular A-95,



Funding is likely to be the controlling facteor in an
abatement program and, therefore, the availability of
funding should be investigated as soon as feasible,

If personnel responsible for requesting {and persons
responsibie for granting) funds are fully informed of
the nature, extent, and severity of the problem, the
chances for receiving adequate funding will be enhanced,

Execute Plan

Once the what, where, when, how and who of an abatement
program has been defined, subsequent approval will
initiate the actual program, At this juncture the
planner may assume a variety of roles ranging from
passive, where direct implementation is to be executed
by others, to active, where on-going coordination and
supervision is required.
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6-3 MONITOR

The final step in the noise abatement procedure is monitoring, which con-
sists of two parts: 1) monitoring noise levels; and 2] monitoring Data
Base information.

Monitering and plan review should not be done at random. Formalized pro-
cedures should be established and assigned to staff members. The amount

of time that must be devoted to these functions will be & function of the
severity of an installation's noise problem., Honitering of blast noise and
other extremely random and urusual scurces require special planning, equip-
ment and technigues,

Siting and abatement plans are based on today's information of tomorrow's
situation. The noise environment is not static. Technology changes, as

do missions and operaticnal procedures, Thus, the planner is required to
accommadate the unknown. Maintaining open 1ines of communication with per-
sonnel directly responsibie for noise sources and other key decision makérs
is imperative.

Fven with the best information, though, one cannot anticipate all the short
range decisions which may alter the emvironment. it is, therefore, advis-
able to take a conservative approach to noise planning. Protective safety
factors should be built in every abatement strategy. In practice this may
require, for example, '"over designing' barriers or providing more than
adeguate buffer space between noise sources and bullt up areas.

6-3.1 MONITORING NOISE LEVELS

After a site has been selected for a proposed facility, if it is geogra-
phically near an area of unacceptable noise exposure, then an in-field
spot check uzing a noise level meter should be made. Similariy, after
implementation, an abatement program or measure should be field checked
to insure that the desired results have been achieved. The precautions

to be taken Tn analyzing short term noise measurements are enumerated in
Chapter 2.

Long term continuous monitoring may be appropriate in specialized cases;
to gather data for cases involving litigation or to resclve noise exposure
questions at sites having controversial land uses. Becawse of operational
and reasconal weather changes, even 90 days of continuous monitoring may

be insufficlent. In extreme conditions, a one year time period may be
required.

A1l monitoring requirements should be referred to the installation bio-
environmental engineer or health and environment officer.

NOTE: HMonftoring systems for blast noise, rifle fire, rotary-wing airecraft,
and other noise scurces with a high crest factor require instrumentation

that computes the “true'' integral as specified in the definition of Ldn and
icdn. MNormal sound level meter detectors are unacceptable for this purpose.

Noise Monitoring Systems

There are numerous noise monitoring systems on the market. They range in
complexity (and price) from the simple sound lfevel meter to sophisticated
systems with microphones [receivers) linked to

6-21



computers which automatically analyze, compute, and record the daily
noise exposure and analyze number and types of noise events. The
monitoring systems within this range can be described as either
portable or fixed peint (for continuous monitoring}, For the most
commonly required types of measurements, namely short term or spot
check, portable systems (as described below) are appropriate,

Direct observation of standard scund level meter readings is satis=
factory for the simpiest noise monitoring tasks. Such cases may arise
when the noise is relatively constant and where one is concerned about
neise levels at a certain time of day or where nolse levels can be
predicted from measurements taken over a limited pericd. There are
observation techniques for making systematic meter readings at
pericdic intervals. From the data the statistical precision of the
measurements can be calculated. This approach could be used to
monitor traffic noise during peak periods of the day.

More complex portable menitoring systems consist of a noise metering
device with recording capability. The recording output can be
graphic; showing the variation in noise levels with time. From
graphical records the noise envircnhment level can be calculated
manually. This can be a cumbersome process, particularly where large
variations in noise levels are observed. The typical cost of such a
system 5 on the order of 51,000 to $2,000.

¥When significant variations in noise levels gccur in short time
periods, such as aircraft fiyover noise, systems which provide auto-
matic apalysis of noise data and storage capabilities are desirable,
A number of cities have opted for these types of systems. The major
components may be as fallows:

o A scund level meter.

o A "receiver' which records the sound level meter data
on magnetic tape {usually im digital form).

v A standard programmable calculator which analyzes
the magnetic tape data to calculate L4, or desired
statistics of the noise measures.

A system of this nature costs about $10,000, tf an installation
possesses a programmable calculator, it can be used directly, thus
reducing the above cost by about one half. When It is necessary to
monitor several sites simultaneously, the use of tape recorders can
aveid duplication of expensive equipment. Tape recordings can be
played back into a sound level meter - programmable calculator system
for analysis., An alternate type of instrumentation involves:
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& A sound level meter,

o A smali self-contained digital micro-programming unit
to calculate the desired Leg of Ldn.

0 A printout device which prints the desired value at
hourly or daily intervals,

This approach eliminates the need for a separate programmable calcu-
latar. Typical costs per unit run from $8,000 to $10,000.

6-3.2 MONITORING DATA BASE INFORMATIOQN

Pescribing a noise problem involves mare than defining the noise
envirorment. An understanding of the factors outlined in Section
6-1.1, Data Base, is critical to the noise abatement process. |In
addition, this information must be contfnually updated.

Monitoring Data Base information helps to define the existing envir-
onment, and aids in defining the future environment and potential
problems,

Noise Source Information

Modification of a naise source or its operation can affect noise
levels, With thorough information about projected changes the
planner can anticipate and avoid possible problems, Information on
the modification or operation of noise sources will ususlly be
obtatned from activity commanders. FPlanners should sensitize
commanders to their nceds and obtain Formal authorization to secure
appropriate data.

and Use Data

Vacant ltand can be developed with Tntense uses on short notice,
Therefore, the planner must keep Tnformed of proposed changes, For
off-installation land, this will require the following:

{1) Reviewing ervironmental impact statements for local
deve lopment.

{2] sStaying abreast of Tmportant zaning changes, general
ptan changes, public facitity improvements (road and
utTlity extensions},

{3} Reviewing local jurTsdiction pelicies and plans.
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(#) Updating land use information with the use of aerial
photographs and in-field observation,

Economic Data

Economic data will most tikely be derived from special studies
performed by lending institutions, the military, cities, counties,
and Targe land owners, The planner will have to take the initiative
to secure these reports, City planners, installation architects,
civil engineers, and public works officers should be aware of the
presence and availability of such reports,

Receiver Data

Information on noise receivers can be kept current by utilizing the
standardized procedure for receiving and compiling noise complaints
specified in Section 6-1,1.5, Receiver Data, and reviewing census
data as necessary.

Environmental Data

As with economic data, planners will have to rely mainly on studies
performed by others to acquire Infaormation. Because of the range of
environmental factors, planners should compile a list of those that
are appropriate to their needs and then list all the possible sources
for that information. For example, 1} the state of ground water
resources could be found in reports prepared by the U.S5. Army Corps
of Engineers, the U.5. Geologic Survey, or installation engineers and
2) unique animal habitats might be 'ocated with the aid of special
installation studies such as those prepared by the Waterways Experi-
ment Station (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers) as well as those performed
by scientists and students from local colleges. The updating process
requires acquainting information disseminating agencies of planning
needs so that relevant meterials might be forwarded as they become
available.
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EXAMPLE 6a SITE SELECTION

PROBLEM:

Locate a suitabls on-instaligtion site for x units af family hgusing. 11 has besn determined that the houting must sccupy a single site of
v acras and ba within a prescribed distanee of salacted support facilities.

SOLUTION:

1. Gather background data {Section 6-2,1, No. 1}, Data Base information, Section 6-1.1, has been sisembled and mappad and is
current,

2. Id#ntify and describe accaptable sites [Section 6-2.1, Mo, 2)

a. Basad on expariance snd personal knowledpge of the installation, tha planner identifies sites & and B which meet salection
eriteria.

b. Sites & and B are delinegted on a basa map.
c. Clear shests of plastic dencting Data Base informatien sre overtayed saparately on the base map 1o indicats sitd aseats and
limitations.
1) Site A is found to be in a flopd plain and is subject to two feet of flooding once svary tan years and five fast of flonding
orce ¢very 50 vears. Site A also has soil bearing capacity limitations,
2} Site B i located neer 8 major installation roatdway and according ta the noise impact map |Section 5-1.2) one half of the
site hat an axisting adversa noise exposure (with respact to the tamily housing nake criteria, Figure 5-4). An astimate
is made of the futura noise environment over the period of the lite of tha prajact: 30 years. Future traffic lavals,
including those resuiting from the project, indicate that in the future the entite sits will he advarsaly impected.

Lyn80"/Lgn65""
=T
SITEE

| Lgn65 /Lga70""
— - - —J
L - By
Roﬁ-ﬂw
Existing
** 30 Years in Future
3 Caonsider abatament techniques (Sactian 6-2,1, No. 3). Both sites will require modificstions bafors either witl be suitable for

family housing. The possible costs and banafits of thege modifications should Bie enumerated for subsequent quantification and
cast-benafit analy=es. The most practicable moditications/abatement tachniques are presented below. (See Matrix, naxt paps.
The lists of modificatians, costs, and benefits ara examples and are not meant 1o be axhaustiva,]

4, Evaluate elternatives {Section 6-2.2, Mo, 2)
At this juncture the possible altarnatives are investigated in further dapth, Although not done below, costs and benafits are
guantifisd and assigned specific manetery values, if possible.

a. Altarnative 1: Engineers have caleulated that the weight of tha fill material might cause ground failure bacause of the soil
bearing capacity limitatians to high laads; tharstare, this alternative is rajacted.

b. Altsrnative 2: Praliminary cost estimates indicate that a fevee will cost more than guidelines Tor this project permit, and this
alternative is tantativaly rejected [ponding demonstration of a batter alternativa).

[The svaluation of Alternatives 3, 4, angt 5.-the Site B altarnativeas--cannat be performed without a concaptual sita plan
layout, because the acoustic anvironmeant i depandant upen the physical layout of buildings and (and uses. Therafers, g 3itm
plan is developed which ineorporates as many techniques as possibia to mitigeta naisa; 8.9., the active recreation arsa iy
lacated adjacent to the roadway, the first tier of homes is butferad by earparts, tha first tier of homet is orignted to |esgen
noise impact on patio areas, ete. The fallowang alternatives are evaluated in light of the acoustic improvemants affordad by
the concaptual site planl

€. Alternativa 3: It has bean determinsd that 50% of the teeffic traveling by Site B is going to and from Loestions P and D.
An alternativa, but langer, route betwaan thasa points can be utilized but will require the construction of one light sagnial
beforg it can ba usad. The costs and benefits of this alternative (as listed in Stap 3} are quantifiad and compared in a
costfbangtit anzlysis.

d. Alternative 42 Preliminary acoustical analysis indicates that a & foot wall would b requirsd to abate tha current noise
lavels, and g 9 foot wall would be required to zbate the lavels that ara liktly to exist in 30 years (the Hfs of the praject),
Bacauss of space and cost considerations, a 5 foot wall supported by a 4 toot sarth berm is mlected for preliminary analysis
purpases. The costs and benefits of this alternative (as listad in Step 3) are quantified and compared in 2 cost/banefit
analysis.

e, Alternativa 5: Refarring to the previous sketeh and Figurs 4.5, it can be ssan that grotaction from future (30 years hence}
noise levels will requirs that appraximately one-hatf of tha homes heve an NLR of 25 and ere-half an MLR of 30, The costs
and benefits of this attarnative {as listed in Stap 3] are quantified and campared in a cost/banefit analysis,
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- SITE SELECTION
EXAMPLE 6a (CONTINUED}

L8 Choota » site (Saction 6-2.1, No. 4). Tha plannar rank ondars tha glternetives according to the results of the cost/benefi
analyses and other factors deemead impertant Far uitimate sits salsction, Site B Alternative § is chosen,

B. Develop abatement implementation plan {Section 6-2.2, No. 3}. A shari ranga {diract impleamantation] plan is devaloped 1o
facilitate the execution of acoustical construction.
a. What is to be done:
1 An NLR 25 is ta be achieved in certain designated structures.
2} An NLR 30 is to be achieved in certein designated structures,
b. Whare it is to ba done: Sita B
e. When it is to be dona:
1} Dwesign drawings ara to be complated by [date},
2} Consruction is to be completed by {data).
3 Post construction monitoring is to occur by {date}.
d. How it is to be done: An additional allocation of x dollars is to be acouired for acoustical treatment.
Who is to do it:
1} An architect/engineer {A/E) with soundproofing expertise will be hired to develop construction drawings,
2} Construction inspaction is to be parformed by individuals familiar with acoustical constructian,
3 Post canstruction menitering will be performed by installetion persennel,

7. tdantify and caordinats with implamanting antities (Section 5-2,2, No. 4} and execute plan [Section B-2.2, No. 5.
a. Plannar assures that requests for AJE propotals outline acoustizal requirameanis.
b. Flannar assures that NLA performanca criteria are includad in contract with AE.
. Flanndr assures that NLR performanca critaria are includad in contract wilh construction contractor.
d. Flannar assures that post construction acoustic performance is parformed and criteria are met.
o
-
w
>
-
.
z
=
= POTENTIAL POTENTIAL
g | & MODIFICATION ADVANTAGES DISADVANTAGES/COSTS
1 A Raize the grade of the site 5 ft1. a. HAeduce severity of flagding a. Cost of fill material and placement
b. Mot foolprecf {flooding could be greater
than & ft.}
c. Potanual property loss in flogd
d. Potentially unsightly
2 | A | Canstruct laves alang stream a. Reduce severity of flooding 8. Cost of levee (design and constructiont
on zite and in adjacant areas k. MNat foolproof
c. Potential proparty loss in floed
d.  Unsightly
a4,  Meintanance of lavee
3 B Reroute a portion of the 4. Reduce noisa at sita a. Cost of additional signalization
tratfic to another road k. Reéduea dust, air pollution b.  Futura traffic noise will rise to an
and other lgcalized sifacts unacpaptable laval i 15 years
of the roadway o. Mors traffic noise adjacent to new route
d. Readway users costs related to longer new
routa {delay time, tuel consumption, etc.)
& B | Construct noise barriar a.  {at 3a abowva) a.  Cost of barrier
b, (&t 3h ahovel k.  Maintenance of harrier
c.  Unsightly
5 | B | Agoustic constructian A {ax 3a above} s, Cozt of acoustic construction
b. HAeduce heating and b.  No gcoustic advantages to axtarior
cooling costs enyirgnmant
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MISSION CHANGE - CONCEPTUAL APPROACH

EXAMPLE 6b TO IDENTIFYING IMPACTED AREAS

PROBLEM:

Aircraft operations have heen altered significantly because of 3 mission change. ldentify the

acoustic problems that may have resuited from this change and develop means 1o solve them,

if neaded.

SOLUTION:

1. The Data Base informatian {Section 6-1.1) has been assembled and mapped and, before
analysis, it is verified that all information is current. The noise environment information
{Section 6-1.1.1) portion of the Data Base is uptated through the generation of new
contours. {Future noise levels are not availabie,)

2. ldentify impacted areas {Section 6-1.2),

a. The new aviatian naise contour map is overlayed on the land use map las
demenstrated in Figura 6-1.2} to identify areas of noise conflict, and nane are
faund,

b, The noise contour map for majer roadways is then cverlayed on the land use and
aviation cantour maps to see if there are areas where the composite noise ievels
might be at an unacceptabla leval, A petential problem is detected where two
classroom structures are impacted by roadway and aviation naise.

e, Determine the compaosite noise levels,

CLASSRDOMS
ROADWAY——%, AIACRAFT NOISE
NDISE CONTOUR 7 CONTOURS
A
11} Select the mast severely impactad points or areas near the classreams. There
are na exterior land uses so a window on each structure is chosen (A and BJ.

(2] Ldpatd = Roadway Ldp + Aircraft Ldn

= 6148 (calculated using Figure 3-6.2.1a)

+ 681 dB linterpolated from contours)
Lgn = 64 dB {decibel addition, Figure 2-1.2a)

(3} LgpatB = &1dB+6&0dE

= &4 dB

d. Based upon the noise criteria (Figure 4-5), neither structure is advarsely impacted,

a, No immediate action required, but potential preblem area noted for periodic
re-examination.
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PROPOSED NOISE SOURCE MODIFICATION -
EXAMPLE 6¢c IDENTIFYING POTENTIAL CONFLICTS

PROBLEM:
It is learned that artiltery operations at one firing range may be shifted 10 anather range. ldentify

potential naise enviranment problams.

SOLUTION:

1. The Data Base information {Section 6-1.1) has been assambled and mapped and, before
analysis, it is verified that all information is current. The probabie noise environment
change resulting from the proposed change in operations is quantified by the genaration
of future case contours,

2, Identify potentially impacted arzas (Section 6-1.2). The new noise contour map is
overlayed on the land usa map {as demonstrated in Figure 6-1.2) and it is discovered that
20 acres of housing and administrative structures will be adversely impacted.

3. Select possible abatement techniques {Section 6-2.2}.

a. Review/analyze abatement alternatives (Section 6-2.2, No. 1] in the manner
illustrated in Step 3 of Example Ga.

b. Evaluate altarnatives {Section 6-2.2, Na. 2} in the manner illustrated in Step 4 of
Example 6h.

. Present a stetement of the potential preblem, the means by which it can be solved,
and the monetary and nan-manetary cost and benefits of each possible solution to
the approving authority, so that the decision to modify operations can be weighted

in light of the acoustic ramifications.
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OFFICIAL DAVID C., JONES, General, USAF
Chief of Staff
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Chief of Staff
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Rear Admiral, CEC, U.S5. Navy
Commander, Naval Facilities
Ergineering Command

SUMMARY OF CHANGES

This revision replaces AFM 86-5; TM 5-365; NAVDOCKS P-98 in its entirety,
updating the aircraft noise assessment and prediction methodology. Added
features include the provision of comprehensive guidance for installation
planning with respect to noise produced by all major noise sources,
including aircraft noise (fixed-wing and rotary-wing flight and ground
operations), impulse noise (blast and sonic boom), motor vehicle noise
{street and combat vehicles), raiiroad noise, and significant stationary
noise sources. Guidelines for site selection and reccmmended noise level
reduction for various faciiity types are given. Methods for reducing noise
impact from all major sources are discussed and guidance for defining and
analyzing a noise praoblem, determining and implementing an appropriate
solution, and monitering the selected solution's effectiveness are provided.

6-29



DISTRIBUTION:
Alr Torce: F
Navy:

List

List

One copy each except as indicated

21

23A
24

428
46B
S0A
508

Al
A3
b4a
A5

Ab

B5
CAFS
C4r4ad
FAS5
Fa6
FR»
FAlOQ
FA1B
FA24
FAZ5
FB&
FB?
FB10
FEL3
FB21
FB28
FB29
FB30
FC4
FC7
FFl
FE2
FF3
FF4
FH1%

FEAIC

FKA1G

Fleet Camanders-in~Chief (2 copies)

Haval Force Commanders

Type Commanders, (24A and 24J-4 copies, all others-1 each)
Fleet Air Commands

Alircraft wWing

Tmified Camnands

Specified Commands

Immediate Office of the Secretary (80-2, MRALL, only)
Chief of Naval Operations (OP-44, 45 and 513 only)
Chief of Naval Material (MAT-044 only)

Bureau of Medicine and Surgery {4 copies)

Burean of Naval Persamel {4 copies)

Headquarters U.S. Marine Corps, Code MC-AAJ (2 coples},
Code MC-IFF (8 ocopies)

U.5. Coast Guard Headquarters only (Code ecv-3, 3 copies)
Civil Engineering Laboratory only

Officer in Charge of Construction

Air Facility 1ANT

Alr Station IANT (3 copies each)

Statian IANT (2 copies each)

Submarine Base LANT (2 copies each)

Amphibious Base LANT (2 copies each)

Base LANT {2 copies each)

Public Works Center IANT (3 copies each)

Air Facility PAC

Air Station PAC (3 copies each)

Station PAC (2 copies each)

Submarine Base PAC {2 copies each)

Amphibious Base PAC {2 copies each)

Base FAC (2 copies each)

Supply Depot PAC

Ship Repair Facility

Air Facility NAVEUR

Station NAVEUR

Naval District Conmandants

Base CNO (2 copies each)

Station CNO (2 coples)

Air Station CNO (2 copies)

Medical Research and Development Command

2ir Systems Command Hg, Code 4106 (5 copies)
Electronic Systems Command Hg. (5 coples)

Facilities Engineering Cammand Hg, Code 2013 {300 copies)
Supply Systems Camand Hg (5 coples)

Sea Systems Command Hg (5 copies}

6-30



FFARGA]L Air Develooent Center
FEARGAZ  Weapons Center

FRAGALl Undersea Center (5 copies)
FKASBl Air Facility ChNM

FEN1 Facilities Engineering Cammand Divisicn
(50 copies each except CHESNAVFACENGOOM 25 copies)
FEN2 Construction Battalion Center

FKNS Public Works Center NAVFACENGOOM (3 copies each)
FKP1A Weapons Station

FKP1E Torpedo Station

FKPLT Ordnance Station

FKP4C Ordnance Missile Test Facility

FKEP7 Shipyard {2 copies each)

FKRIA Air Station NAVAIRSYSCOM (2 copies each)
FKR1B Air Rework Facllity (2 copies)

FKR3A Air Engineering Center

FKR3C Air Test Center

FKR3D  Air Test Facility

FKR3E Weapons Evaluation Facility

FKR3H Alr Propulsion Test Center

FKR4A Missile Test Center

FKR4B Missile Range Facility

FR1® Chief of Nawval Reserve (4 copies)
FR3 Air Station CNEVRES (2 oopies each)
FR4 Air Facility CNAVRES (2 copies)
FT1 Chief of Naval Education and Training (4 copies)
FT2 Chief of Naval Air Training {4 copies)
FT5 Chief of Naval Techmical Training (2 oopies)
FIG Alr Station CNET {2 copies each)
FT37 Scol CEC Officers (260 copies)

List V3 Marine Corps Air Base Commanders (4 copies each)
Vi Marine Corps Air Facility (2 copiles)
v5s Marine Corps Air Station (2 copies each)
Ve Marine Air Reserve Training Command (2 copies)
V15 Marine Corps District
V16 Marine Corps Base (2 coples each)

Naval Publications and Forms Center
5801 Tabor Avenue
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19120

Army: To be digtributed in gecordance with ™ 5-820 series:
Engineering end Design for Real Property Facilities

f-31



References



i-5

REFERENCES: CHAPTER 1

U.S. Department of the Air Force, Hazardous Noise Exposure,
USAF Regulation No. 161-35,

U.5. Department of the Army, Environmental Protection and

Enhancement, USA Regulation 200-1,

U.$. Department of the Army, Health and Environment, USA
Regulation 40-5.

U.%5. Department of the Navy, Navy Environmental Protection Manual,
OPNAVINST 6240.3D.

U.5. Department of the Navy, Hearing Conservation, BUMEDINST
6260.6B.




2~1

2-2

2-3

REFERENCES: CHAPTER 2

Meister, F.J., "The Influence of Effective Duration in
Acoustic Fxcitement of the Ear', Larmbekampfung 10 (3/4),
June/August 1966.

Parsons, K.5. and R.L. Bennett, "Effects of Temporal and
Spectral Combinations in the Judged Noisiness of Aircraft
Seunds', Journal of the Acoustical Society of America,
Vol. 49, No. %4, April 1971.

U.5. Department of Transportation, Transportation Noise and
1ts Control, June 1972.

von Gierke, H.E., Methodology for Assessing Large Impuisive

Noise, Letter with attachments to D. Kurtz, Naval Facilities

Engineering Command, 18 December 1975.



3=-1

3-2

3-3

3-6

3-7

3-9

REFERENCES: CHAPTER 3

Schomer, Paul D., Predicting Community Response to Blast Noise,
CERL Technical Report E-17, December 1973.

Stuckey, 7.J. and J.0. Goddard, "lnvestigation and Predicticn
of Helicopter Rotor Noise, Part 1, Wessex Whirl Tower Results”,
Journa! of Sound Vibration, Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 50-80, 1967.

U.5. Department of the Air Force, Community Ncise Exposure
Resulting from Aircraft Operations: Acoustic Data on Military
Aircraft, AMRL-TR-73-110 {to be published).

U.5. Department of the Air Force, Community Noise Exposure
Resulting from Aircraft Operations: Computer Program Dascrip-
tion, AMRL-TR-73-109, November 1974,

U.S5. Department of the Air Force, Community Noise Exposure
Resulting from Aircraft Dperations: Technical Review,
AMRL-TR-73-106, November 1974.

U.S. Department of the Air Force, USAF Bioenvironmental Noise
Data Handbook, AMRL-TR-75-50 (multiple volume).

I.5. Department of the Army, (U.S5. Army report to be published).

U.S. Department of Transportation, "Airport/Aircraft System
Noise'", Volume |11l of, A Study of the Magnitude of Transporta-
tion Noise Geperation and Potential Abatement, USDOT Report

No. OST-0ONA-71-1, November 1870.

U.5. Environmental Protection Agency, Information on Levels
of Environmental Noise Requisite to Protect Public Health and
Welfare with an Adequate Margin of Safety, USEPA Report No.
550/9-74-004, March 1974.

R-3



42

43

4-4

4-5

46

4-7

4-8

-9

=12

REFERENCES: CHAPTER 4

Beranek, L.L., Noise Reduction, McGraw-Hill Book Co., Inc.
New York, 1960,

Bishop, D.E. (BBN}, A Building Code for Exterior Noise
Insulation with Respect to Aircraff Noise, BBN Report 2944,

U.S. Air Force, June 1975.

Connor, W.K. and H.P. Paterson, Community Reaction to Aircraft
Noise Around Smaller City Airports, MASA CR-2104, August 1972.

Eidred, K.M., Community Noise, U.5. Environmental Protection
Agency NTID 300.3, December 1971.

Galloway, W.J. (BBN), Community Neise Exposure Resulting from
Aircraft Operations: Technical Review, USAF, AMRL TR-73-106,
November 1974,

H.M.5.0., Noise-Final Report, Cmnd. 2056, Londen, July 1963.

H.H.5.0., Second Survey of Aircraft Noise Annoyance around
London (Heathrow) Airport, 1571,

Tracoer Inec., Community Reaction to Airport Moise - Vol 1,
NASA CR-1761, July 1971,

U.5. Department of Housing and Urban Development, HUD Circular
1330.7, Noise Abatement and Centrol: Department Policy,
Implementation Responsibilities and Standards, 1971,

U.5. Environmental Protection Agency, [nformation an Levels
of Environment Noise Requisite to Frotect Public Health and
Welfare with an Adequate Margin of Safety, EPA Report
550/9-74-004, March 1974,

U.S. Federal Aviation Administration, Analysis of Community
and Airport Relationships/Noise Abatement: Development of
Alrcraft Noise Compatibility Criteria for Varied Land Uses,
FAA Report SRDS RD-BL4-1L4Y, U1, December 196%.

von Gierke, H.E., Chairman, ''Draft Report on Impact Char-
acteristics of Noise Including Implications of ldentifying
and Achieving Levels of Cumulative Noise Exposure'', EPA
Aircraft/airport Noise Report Study, Task Group 3, July 1973,

R~



von Gierke, H.E., Methodology for Assessing Large Impulsive

Noises, letter with attachments to D. Kurtz, Naval Facilities

Engineering Command, 18 December 1975.

Webster, J.C., "Effects of Noise on Speech Intelligibility',
Noise as a Public Health Hazard, American Speech and Hearing

Association, No. &, February 1969,



5-1

5-3

5-4

5-5

5-11

REFERENCES: CHAPTERS 5 AND 6

Beaton, J.L. and L. Zourget (Caltrans), "Traffic Noise Near
Highways: Testing and Evaluation', Highway Research Record,
NO. hi"a, ]9?3"

Beland, R.D., P.P. Mann, et (Wilsey & Ham), Aircraft Noise
Impact, Planning Guidelines for Local Agencies, HUD,
November 1972,

Bishop, D.E. (BBN}, A Building Code for Exterlor Nocise
insulation with Respect to Aircraft Ncise, BBN Report 2944,
U.5. Air Force, Jupme 1975.

Balt Beranek and Newman, Inc., A Study -- Insulating Houses
from Aircraft Noise, HUD, November 1966,

Galloway, W.J. (BBN), Community Noise Exposure Resulting
from Aircraft Operations: Technical Review, USAF, AMRL
TR-73-106, November 197L,

Getter, Gustav, and Associates, Noise Suppressors, NAVFAC
Contract NE24E7-73-C-0503.

Gordon, C.G., W.J. Galloway, B.A. Kugler, and D.L. Nelson (BBN),
"Highway Noise: A Design Guide for Engineers', National High-
way Cooperative Highway Research Program Report No. 117, 197)

Gregoire, H.C. and M.M. Strickenback (Boeing Co.), Effect of
Aircraft Operation on Community Noise, June 1971,

Hurlburt, R.L., Chairman, "Report on Operations Analysis
Including Monitoring, Enforcement, Safety and Costs'',EPA
Airport Noise Study Report, 27 July 1973.

Kugler, B.A. and A.G. Pierso! {BBN)}, ""Field Evaluation of
Traffic Noise Reduction Measures'', Highway Research Record
No. 448, 1973.

LeVere, Bartus, and Hart, "Electroenchaslargraphic and
Behaviorial Effects of Nocturnally Occurring Jet Aircraft
Sounds'', Aerospace Medicine, April 1972, p. 381-389.

Ljunggren, Sten, A Design Guide for Road Traffic Noise,
Kational Swedish Building Research, NTIS, 1973,

McHarg, lan, Design with Nature.

]



5-15
5-16
5-17
5-18
5-19
5-20
5-21
5-22
5-23

Memphis State University, Effects of Noise on Wildlife and
Qther Animals, NTIS PB~206720, 31 December 1971.

Nelson, K.L. and T.D. Welske (National Argonne Laboratory},
Transportation Noise, Impacts and Analysis Techniques, NTIS,
Dctober 13973,

Nethery, Sidney J., Chairman, "Military Aircraft and Airport
Koise and Opportunities for Reduction without Inhibition of
Military Missions', EPA Aircraft/Airpart Noise Study Report,
27 July 1973,

“Noise Abatement Control'', Highway Research Record No. 448,
1973, various reports,

San Diego, City of, Building Code for Exterior Noise |sclation,
28 February 1973,

Sawley, R.J. and C.G, Gordon (BBN), A Comprehensive Survey of
the Noise in Communities Around Boeing Fleld, Seattle, BBN
Report 1709, 1969.

Schomer, Paul D., Predicting Community Response to Blast Noise,
Construction Engineering Research Laboratery, Technical Report
E-17, December 1973.

Schuttz, F.T. (BBN), Technical Background for Noise Abatement
in HUD's Operating Programs, HUD, & September 1970.

Review, Vol. XX, No. &, p. 64-72, October 13969.

S5ims, Major William R. and Cpt. Angelo J. Cerchcone, ''In
Search of An Aviation Environment Master Plan', Air University

"Sonic Boom Symposium'', The Journal of the Acoustical Society

of America, Vol. 39, No. 5, May 1866.

a. Hubarbk, Harvey H., "Nature of Socic Boom Problem'.

b. Kane, E.J., '"Some Effects of the Nonuniform Atmosphere
in the Propagation of Sonic Booms''.

c. Maglieri, Dominic J., ''Some Effects of Alrplane Operations
and the Atmosphere on Sonic Boom Signatures''.

d. wvon Gierke, H.E., "Effects of Sonic Boom on People Review
and Outlocok'.

R-7



5-24

5-25

5-26

5-27

5-28

5-30

5-31

5-32

5-33

5-34

5-35

Sperry, William C., Chairman, "Noise Source Abatement Technology
and Cost Analysis Including Retrofitting'', EPA Aircraft/Airport
Noise Study Report, Task Group 4, June 1, 13973,

Swing, Jack W. and Donald B. Pies (Wyle Laboratories}, Assess-
ment of Noise Environments Around Railroad Operations, July

1973,

U.5. Department of the Air Ferce, Community Noise Exposure
Resulting from Aircraft Operations: Acquisition and Analysis

of Aircraft Noise and Performance Data, AMRL-TR-73-107,

Septembaer 1975.

U.5. Department of the Air Force, Hazardous Noise Exposure,
USAF Regulation 161-35,

U.5. Department of the Air Force, Procedures for identifying
and Justifying Base Requirements for Aircraft Turbine Engine

Ground Run-up Noise Suppressors, LSAF T0-00-25-237, 30 Jan 1876.

U.5. Departments of the Alr Force, Army, and Kavy, Land Use
Planning with Respect to Alrcraft Noise, AFM 86-5, TM 5-365,

NAVDOCKS P-98, 1 October 1964,

U.S. Department of Commerce, The Noise Around Us: Including
Technical Backup, Report of Fanel on Noise Abatement, Septem-

ber 1970.

U.5. Department of Defense, Construction Criteria Manuval, DOD
4270.1-M, 1 October 1972,

U.5. Department of the Navy, Pilot Tests for the Establishment
on an Environmental Data Base for Naval Aviation Activities,
Val. 1, U.5. Navy Enviromnmental Data Base Program, August }972.

U.5. Department of Transpartation, Transportation Noise and

lts Control, June 1872,

U.5. Environmental Protection Agency, 'Impact Characterization
of Noise Including Implications of ldentifying and Achieving
Accumulative Noise Exposure'', EPA Aircraft/Alrport Study
Report, Task Group 1, July 1973.

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Information en Levels
of Environmental Noise Requisite to Protect Public Health
and Welfare with an Adequate Margin of Safety, USEPA Report
No. 550/9~74-004, March 1974,

R-8



5-36

5-37

5-38

5-39

5-40

U.5. Environmental Protection Agency, lLega! Compitation:
Guidelines and Reports, January 1973.

Wesler, J.E., Manual for Highway Noise Prediction, DOT,
Federal Highway Administration, NT15, March 197Z.

Williams, T.E., "Highway Engineering and the Influence of
Geometric Design Characteristics on Noise', Journal of
Sound and Vibration, Vol. 15, No. 1117-22, 1371.

Myle Laboratories, Final Report, Home Soundproofing Pilot
Project for Los Angeles Department of Airports, March 1570,

Yerges, Lyle F., '"Cost/Effectiveness Appreoach to Machinery
Noise Control", Sound and Vibration, July 1974, p.30-32.

R-9



Glossary



GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Amnual Average Busy Day - The number of annual average busy day
operations is the average of the twelve monthly averages of work-
day operations. ({See 3-1.1.2 for further explanations.)

Audible Range [of Frequency} (Audio-Frequency Range) - The frequency
range 16 Hz to 20,000 Hz ([20kHz). This is conventionally taken to
be the normal frequency of human hearing.

A-Weighted Sound level, A-Level (AL) - The ear does not respond
equally to sounds of all frequencies, but is less efficient at low

and high frequencies than it is at medium or speech range freguencies.
Thus, to obtain a single number representing the sownd pressure level
of a noise containing a wide range of freguencies in & manner approxi-
mating the response of the ear, it is necessary to reduce, or weight,
the effects of the low and high frequencies with respect to the medium
frequencies. Thus, the low and high freguencies are de-emphasized
with the A-weighting.

The A-scale scund level .is a gquantity, 'n decibels, read from a stand-
ard sound-level meter with A-weighting circuitry. The A-scale weight-
ing discriminates against the lower frequencies according to a
relationship approximating the auditory sensitivity of the human ear.
the A-scale sound level measures approximately the relative 'noisiness"
or "annoyance' of many common sounds.

Broad-Band Noise - Noise whose energy is distributed over a broad
range of frequency (generally more than one octave).

Composite Noise Rating {CNR} - CNR is a measure of the noise produced
by aircraft operations over a 2b-hour annual average busy day. The

CKR is calculated from aircraft noise expressed in PNdB, and the number
of cperations in daytime and nighttime periods. Both nighttime and
ground runup operations are penalty weighted, The CNR has been utilized
by the Department of Defense and the FAA to define the noise environment
about airports since the early 1360's,

Continuous Noise - On-going noise whose intensity remains at a measur-
able lTevel {which may vary) without interruption over an indefinite
or a specified pericd of time.

C-Weighted Day-Night Average Scund Level {LCdn) - Refer to the day-
night average sound level, lg,. The C-weighted L4, is determined in
similar manner, with C-weighting substituted for A-weighting.




C-Weighted Sound Exposure Leve! {(SELp) - The C-weighted SEL is the SEL
{see definition below), based on the C-weighted level rather than the
A-weighted level.

(-Weighted Sound Leve!, C-level (CL) - The C-scale sound level is a
gquantity, in decibels, read from a standard scund level meter with
C-weighting circuitry. The C-scale weighting approximates overall
sound pressure level for the sverage range of human hearing and most
common neise sources. The C-scale incorporates slight de-emphasis
of the low and high portion of the audible freguency spectrum.

Day-Night Average Sound Level (Ldn) - The day-night average sound levei
is a measure of the noise environment over a 24%-hour annual average
busy day. It Ts the 24%-hour A-weighted sound level, with a 10 d8
weighting applied to the nighttime levels. When hourly equivalent
level (Le) information is available, the Lgn is calculated as follows:

Ldp = 10 Iog?l- N totedi/1® + o Z okenis/ 1P
i ' |

where d and n refer to daytime and nighttime periods.

Alternatively, when a noise source produces discrete noise events, the
Ldn may be computed by summation of individual SEL values according to:

SELg4;/10 - SELL;/10
Ldn = 10 Tog ) o +10 2 10 - 49,4

i f

Decibel {dB) - The decibel is a logarithmic unit of measure of sound
pressure, calculated according to a formula {see sound pressure
level). One decibel s the level of the squared sound pressure that
is 101/10 = 1,259 times the squared reference sound pressure; also,
one decibel is the level of the sound pressure that is 101/20 = 1,122
times the reference pressure.

Effective Perceived Noise Level (EPNL) - EPNL is a single number rating
of the noisiness of complex aircraft flyover noise signals. It is
calculated by the integration with time of the tone-corrected perceiv-
ed noise levels (PNLT) during a single noise event, such as an air-
craft flyover, The EPNL includes adjustments for the relative duration
of the noise signal and presence of audible pure tones or discrete fre-
quencies (such as the whine of a jet engine compressor or fan). The
reference signal duration is 10 seconds,
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For the case where the PNLT values are measured at 0.5 second inter-
vals during the noise event, the computational formula for EPNL is:

PRLT (k)
2¢ 10
EPNL = 10 log | }. 10 - 13
k=0

where the summation extends over the time peried of the signal between
the first and last times at which PNLT (k} is within 10 dB of the
maximum PHLT; and d is the duration, in seconds, between the first

and last values of PNLT (k) are within 10 dB of the maximum PNLT.

The EPNL is formally defined in ANSI S&.4-1973 'Definition and
Procedures for Computing the Effective Perceived Noise Level for
Flyover Aircraft Nocise''.

Equivalent Sound Level {Leq) - The equivalent sound level, Leq, is the
level of a constant sound which, in a given situvation and time period,
has the same sound energy as does a time-varying sound. Technically,

equivalent sound level is the level of the time-weighted, mean square,
A=weighted sound pressure, The time interval over which the measure-

ment is taken should always be specified,

The energy averaging is given expiicitly by:

t2
J’ 1AL () /104,

4

where the averaging is performed over the period ty - tj.

Lo = 10 log T, -t}

The typical averaging time for the equivalent level is a period of
one hour. However, the time period can be altered to meet one's
needs.

For noise sources which are not in continuous operation, the equiva-
lent level may be obtained by summing individual SEL values and
normalizing over the appropriate time period.

Frequency - Number of complete oscillation eycles per unit of time.
The unit of frequency often used is the Hertz (Hz).
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Fregquency Band - Difference in Hertz between the upper and lower
frequencies that delimit a band, or the interval in octaves between
the two frequencies. The band is located frequency-wise by the
geometric mean frequency between the two band-edge freguencies.
Examples are: 'an octave band centered at 500 Hz', or more simply,
“"the 500 Hz octave band'.

Hertz - Unit of frequency equal to one cycle per secand.

Impulse Noise (Impulsive Noise) - Noise of short duration (typically
less than one second) especially of high intensity, abrupt onset and
rapid decay, and often rapidly changing spectral composition. Im-
pulse nolse is characteristically associsted with such sources as
explosions, impacts, the discharge of firearms, the passage of super
sonic aircraft {sonic boom) and many industrial processes.

Infrasonic - Having a frequency below the audible range for man

{customari ly deemed to cut off at 16 Hz).

Intermittent Noise - Fluctuating noise whose level falls one or more
times to low or unmeasurable values during an exposure,

Noise Exposure - The cumulative acoustic stimulation reaching the ear
of a person over a specified period of time {(e.g., a work shift, a day,
a working 17fe, or a lifetime).

Moise Exposure Forecast (NEF) - NEF is a measure of the noise enviraon-
ment over a 24-hour annual average busy day. |t is based upon summation
of individual noise events over the 24-hour period, with adjustments
applied for nighttime noises and aircraft ground runups. EPNL is the
hasic noise event measure, The nighttime adjustment differs fram that
used Tn calculation of Lan-

EPNLy;/10 EPNL;/10
NEF = 1¢ Tog > o +16.67 Y 10 - 88

Noise Hazard (Hazardous Noise) - Acoustic stimulation of the ear which
is likely to produce nolse-induced permanent threshold shift in some
portion of a population,




Noise Level Reduction (NLR) - HNLR is the difference in decibels,
between the A-weighted sound level outside a building and the A-
weighted sound level inside a dasignated room in the building. The
NLR s dependent upon the tramsmission loss characteristics of the
building surfaces exposed to an exterior noise source, the particu-
lar noise characteristics of the exterior nolse source and the
acoustic properties of the designated room in the building.

Overall Sound Pressure Level (OASPL) - O0ASPL level is the sound-
pressure level measured in a broad frequency band., This band is often
taken to extend from appraximately 25 Hz to 10,000 Hz,

Perceived Noise Leve! {PNL) - PNL is a rating of the "noisiness! of a
sound calculated from acoustic measurements. The unit is the perceived
noise decibel (PNdB). The perceived noise level is calculated from
sound pressure levels measured in octave {or 1/3-octave] frequency
bands. This rating is most accurate in rating the noisiness of broad-
band sounds of similar time duration which do not contain strong
discrete frequency componentis.

The PNL is formally defined in the Society of Automotive Engineers
(SAE) Aerospace Recommended Practice 865A 'Definitions and Procedures
for Computing the Perceived Noise Level of Aircraft Noise'.

Pythagorean Theorem - A theorem in geometry, the square of the lengths
of the hypotenuse of a right triangle equals the sum of the sguares
of the lengths of the other two sides.

Sound Exposure Level (SEL} - The sound exposure level (SEL} is a
measure of single noise events, such as an aircraft flyover. It is

the A-weighted sound level integrated over the duraticn of a noise
event {(referred to a reference time of one sound)., Hence, it gives the
equivalent level of a continuous signal of one second duration for

the event.

For purposes of aircraft roise evaluation, SEL is computed from A-
levels sampled at discrete intervals of 0.5 seconds or less. Thus,
the working expression for SEL becomes:

- d
k = —
.t AL (k)
—~ 10
SEL =10 log 3 10 + 10 log A t
k=20

where d is the time interval during which AL{k) is within 10 dB of the
max imum A-level, and t is the time interval between noise level
samples.



Sound Level Meter - A sound level meter is an instrument that provides
& direct reading of the sound pressure Jevel at a particular loccation.
It consists of a microphone and electronic amplifier together with a
meter having a scale graded in dB. Using appropriate built-in elec-
trical filters, it is possible to directly measure the overall, the

A- or D-weighted sound pressure levels. Standard sound level meters
must satisfy the requirements of American National Standards insti-
tute (ANS1) Specification for Sound Level Meters, $1.4-1971.

Sound Pressure - The sound pressure at a peint in 2 sound field is a
measure of the fluctuating variations in pressure from the static
value (i.e., atmospheric pressure) caused by the presence of the
sound field. For mast complex sound sources, the sound pressure
contains energy over a broad frequency range audikble to humans.

Sound Pressure Level (5PL) - The range in sound pressures from the
minimum audible sound waves to those existing in the vicinity of a
medern Jet airplane is greater than a factor of one million. A
measure of the scund pressures is therefore more convenient on a
reduced scale. Consequently, a logarithmic scale is used in which
equal increments correspond to equal multiples of sound pressure;
the reference pressure corresponds approximately to the minimum
audible sound pressure. This is a convenlent scale to use since
the ear responds to sound waves in a similar manner. On such a
scale, the measurement of sound pressure 1s termed SPL, the units
being the decibel or dB.

In more formal mathematical formulation, the sound-pressure level of

a sound, in decibels, is 20 times the logarithm to the base ten of

the ratio of the pressure of this sound to the reference pressure

[dB = 20 (log £ )] . The common reference pressure for acoustics in
air is 20 microgascals (20 micronewtons per square meter). In English
units this quantity is approximately 4.2 X 10~/ pounds per square foot,

Sound Transmission Class (§TC) - STC is a single-figure rating of
the sound insulating properties of a partition as determined by
methods described in '"Determination of Sound Transmission Class'',
American Society of Testing and Materials Designation E413-73.

Sound Transmission Loss (STL) - STL is a measure of the sound insulat-
ing properties of a wall, floor, ceiling, window, door, that are
characteristics of the partition itself and naot the room of which it
is a part. The STL may be calculated from the ncise reduction between
two rooms, in a specified frequency band, plus ten times the common
lagarithm of the ratio of the area of the partition to the total

scund absorption in the receiving room, as determined by methods
deseribed in ''Measurement of Airborne Sound Insulation in Building'',
American Society of Testing and Materials Designation ES0-70 or

latest revision thereof.
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Standard Land Use Coding Manual (SLUCM) - Standard system for
identifying and coding land use activities. Published by U.§.
Department of Commerce in 1965.

Steady State Noise Level (Lg) = Lg is the A-weighted noise level
produced in the space by the ventilation or mechanical systems
{or other interior noise sources) which cperate more or less con-
tinuously. The Lg wvalue for design should be the noise level
produced in the space by the equipment during the mdst usual mode
of cperation during the time of occupancy.

Tone-Corrected Perceived Noise Level (PHNLT) - The tone-corrected
perceived naise level is the perceived noise level adjusted for the
presence of audiblie discrete frequency components which increase the
noisiness of the sound signal. The PNLT was developed to aid in
assessing the perceived noisiness of aircraft or vehicle noises
which contain pure tones or have perceived irregularities in their
spectrum,

The PHNLT is formally defined in ANSI S6.4-1973 'Definition and
Procedures for Computing the Effective Percelved Noise Level for
Flyover Aircraft Noise".
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APPENDIX A

DOD AGEWCIES PROVIDIHG ENVIRONMENTAL NOISE CONTOURS AND ASSESSMENTS

1. PUBLICATIONS AVAILABLE:

a. CERL Interim Report N-10, User Manual: Interim Procedure
for Planning Rotary-Wing Aircraft Traffic Patterns and
Siting Nolse-Sensitive Land Uses, September 1976. INTIS],
Prosents (1) internim precedunes 4on defemmining fthe Loca-
tion of rotany-wing airerast thadfidie patiemms and {nghess
and eghess corndidorns inte an ailniceld/helipent area to
avodd conglict with nodse-sensd{tive Land uses and [2) crnitfenda
fon sLtng nedse-sensdtive fand uses with
nespect to estabfished aingiedd cn helipost plfans.

b. CEPL Technical Report E-42, User Manual for the Acquisition
and Evaluation of Operational Blast No'se Data, June 1974.
[NTIS]. Presents means for acquining operaticnaf blasit
nodlse Anformation and evaluating fhe resulting contours.
Foams dntroduced and explained te facilfitaie the compilaficn
of data. Overlays fo be constructed fo evaluate the con-
fowrs consist o genenalized Land-use and population density
map cverdais, The means 4s given fo infenpref the confours.

c, LERL Technical Report E-17, Predicting Community Response
to Blast Noise, December 1373 [NTIS]. Presents a
prefiminayy methed {or predicting Cevels cf ammoyance
frem antifleny o blast noise {n the envitons of a military
base., Means given fo tefate varicus artilleny pleces Lo
a TNT equivalent and fo nommalize the cuerpresiuwre faom
defenating vardous quantities cf TNT fo the oveapressure
fnom the defonaticn of one peund of TNT. Buwied chatges
and abevegtound defonations considered. Ways fo predict
probabfe bfast cvexpressure and {requency spectrum as a
function of distance ate discussed.

[NTIS} - Indicates document available from National Technical
information Service, Springfield, VA 22151
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Z. AGENCIES TO CONTALT:

a. AIR FORCE:

Air Force Civil Engineering Center, Tyndall AFB, FL 32401,
For environmental assessment assistance contact AFCEC/EV.
For noise contour production contact AFCEC/DE.

b. ARMY:

(1) Construction Engineering Research Laboratory (CERL),
P.C. Box 4005, Champaign, 1L 61820.

(2} Commander, U.S. Army Health Services Command (HSPA-H)
Fort Sam, Houston, Texas 78234,

c. NAVY/MARINE CORPS:

Aircraft Environmental Support Office, Naval Air Rework
Facility (Code 64270), NAS North Island, San Diego, CA
92145, Address information copy of requests to:
NAVFACENGCOM (Code 202).



AFPENDIX B

NO!SE DATA SOURCES FOR MANUALLY DERIVED KGISE
CONTOURS

Avrcraft Noise and Performance Data:

a. Publications Available on Aircraft Flight and Ground Runup
Noise Data ;

{1) AMRL-TR-73-110, Community Noise Exposure Resulting
from Aircraft Operations - Acoustic Data on Military
Aircraft. [NTIS] Six volumes:

Vol I: Index/Explanation of Use
Vol 11: USAF Bomber/Cargo Aircraft Noise Data
Vol 11l: USAF Attack/Fighter Aircraft Noise Data

Vol IV¥: USAF Trainer/Fighter Aircraft Neise Data
Vol V: USAF Propeller Aircraft Noise Data
Vol VI: USHN Aircraft Noise Data

Provides stant range versus nodse fevel datn

on military alncnagt, ncluding spectral informalion,
around-£o-ground and adn-to-ghound propagation, and
beth tone-connected and non-fone-conkected data.
Initial volfume provides insfauckions and foams fox
cafoulating exposures.

{2} AESO 313-76-01, Fixed Wing Aircraft Acoustical Parameters
Handbook (NAVY)}. Provides dafs and nodise contourd on mosd
eperaticnal Mavy fixed wing adrenadt, Cxplains how the data
and contours can be applied fon the detemination of nolse impact
i the suwnounding area.

{3) CERL Interim Report N-10, User Manual: Interim Procedure
for Planning Rotary-Ming Aircraft Traffic Patterns and
Siting Noise-Sensitive Land Uses, September 1976 [NTIS].

{See Appendix A for abstract).

b. Publications Available on lmpulse (Blast) Nocise Data:

CERL Techpical Report E-17, Predicting Community
Response to Blast Noise, December 1973, [NTIS] {See
Appendix A for abstracr).

[KTIS] - Indicates document available from National Technical
Information Service, Springfield, va 22151,
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¢c. Publications Available on Fixed Source Nolse Data:

{1} BMRL-TR-75-50, USAF Bicenvironmental Noise Data
Handbook fNTIS). Complete handbock contafns ovea
100 velumes. Volume I confadins an {ntreduction fo
handbook usage, £4sting of nedise data avallable 4in
succeeding volumes, and a €481 ¢of chgandzations
malntaining he ference fddfe coples.

{(2) CERL Technical Report E-53, Construction Noise:
Specification, Control, Measurement and Mitigation,
April 1975, [NTIS/ADA 0096681 Prpuides workable
cosdfbenefit medef for deteamining tradecffs asscciated
use of new, guiefer consfruction eguipment and/oa
conatruntion process modification, MNodel desdgned
gon use in evaluafing equipment wsdge, cperaticnal
metheds, on physical means fo aftenuate the noise
of construction sites fo accepiable fevels and fc
desenibe guantifatively the cost asscoiated with
these reducticns., Reguires farge data base fox
applicalion.

{3) CERL !nterim Repert N-3, Cost Effectiveness of
Alternative Noise Reduction Methods for Construction
of Family Housing, July 1976 [NTIS]. Desciribes
application ¢f cost/benefit modef devefoped in
CERL-TR-E-53 to multifamdly housing conslaucticn.
Signijicant §indings are aiscussed.

{4} USAEHA Technical Guide {MED}, Noise Hazard Evalua-
tion-Sound Level Data of Noise Sources, January 1975.
Contains noise level data for many military noise
S0Urces.



Agencies to Contact:

a. Air Force:

Aerospace Medical Research Laboratory (6570 AMRL/BBE),
Wright-Patterson AFB, OH 45433, Source for noise data

on military aircraft not contained in AMRL-TR-73-110
or AMRL-TR-75-50,

b. Armz:

(1} Construction Engineering Research taboratory (CERL),
P.0. Box %005, Champaign, 1L 61820.

(2) Commander, U.S. Army Environmental Hygiene Agency (HSE-OB)
Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD 21010

¢. Navy/Marine Corps:

Aircraft Environmental Support 0ffice, Naval Air Rework
Facility {Code 64270), NAS North Island, San Diego, CA 92145,
Address information copy of reguests to: NAVFACENGCOM

{Code 202)
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APPERDIX C

COMPARISON OF NOISE RATING MEASURES

There are numerous nOise exposure measures in cdurrent use in this
country and abroad. Most were specifically developed to rate air-
craft noise exposure. While there are differences among the measures,
most can be expressed in the same general format, i.e., as a summation
of noise levels.

When applied to a number of identical events, this summation may be
expressed as:

Noise Measure = Noise Level + A log (Ng + PoNg + PuNp) + C

The noise level is typically based on either the A-weighted or per-
celved noise level, and may contain adjustments for tones and/or
duration, Ng, Ng and Np are the number of operations for daytime,
evening and nighttime periods (the evening and nighttime periods are
cften combined). Penalties {Pg and P} may be applied to evening and
highttime pericds. The factors A and C are constants: A determines

the manner in which multiple events are added together; C is a normallz-
ing constant.

Figure C-1 1ists many common noise rating measures and their charact-
eristics. A)l can be expressed in the form above. For a maximum PNL
of 110 dB (assuming A-level = PNL - 13}, and an assumed effective
duration of 10 seconds, the equations for these measures can be plot-
ted as a function of the number of events N (daytime only). This is
shown in Figure C-2, which may also be used to translate approximately
from one measure to another.

One additional measure, the Aircraft Sound Description System {ASDS),
developed by the Federal Aviation Administration, does not follow the
same general format as the previously described measures. The purpose
of the ASDS methodology is to define the amount of time, at a loca-
tion near an airport, that an A-weighted level of 85 dB is exceeded
during the day. This measure cannct be easilty related to any of the
above mezsures.
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FIGURE C-1 ATTRIBUTES OF VARIOUS NOISE RATING MEASURES

Sound
Qrigin Rating Lovel Tones Duration Mumber Day/Night*
LUSA NEF EPNL ves yBs 1070 N 2 period/+10 dB
ICAQ . WECPNL EPNL vas yes 10 log N 2 or 3 perind/+5
usAa F CHR Max PNL ne no 10 log N 2 periad/+10 dB
France & . Max PNL no no 10 log ™ 3 period fvariable
UK NNi ' Max PN L no ne 15 log N
Germany Q : A no yes ; 13.3log N !
USA B Ldn A : no yes | 10logN 2 period/+10 dB
California CNEL | A | no ves 101og N 3 period /+5&10 dB
South Africa | NI A yes yes 10 log N
Metherlands B %A max no no 20log N

*Variaus panalties for night or evening sound levals ara used in different rating methods.
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APPENDIX D

ACQUSTICAL DESIGN

PUBLICATIONS AVAILABLE:

a.

TM-5-805-15, U.S, Army Technical Manual on Architectural
Acoustics. Desdgn injonmation io prouvide occupant with
satisfaciony acoustical condifions within and pretection
prom nedse that may be Anjurious to health or welfane.
Prouides necommended techniques for reducing umvanted
sounds .

AESD 330-76-02, Facility Acoustic Parameter Catalog (NAVY).

Provides a pundamental hnowledge of anchifectural acoustics.
Provides techniques for defermination cf Sound Thansmission
CLass (STC) and composite tramsmission Loss and forn relating

Ecé&adkadncixcn Ao STC. Prowides absoapticn and transmission
cAs dafa,

AESQ Report 330-70-01, Noise Reduction Technology Catalog
(NAVY). Provides a fundamental acquaintance with fhe prop-
erties of nodse and various fechriques appficabfe to nodise
contred, Paovddes absorpfion and thansmission Loss data for
common buifding matenials,



APPENDIX E

MISCELLANEQUS NOISE DATA SOURCES

PUBLICATIONS AVATLABLE

AESO 334-77-01, Unique Mobile Vehiclie Noise Catalog.{NAVY).
Provides dafa and noide confours on most cperaticnal
sfationany arcund Suppert equipment. Uxplodins how the
data and contouns can be applied fon deteamination of nolse

Lmpact.

E-1 MUS GOVERNMENT PRINTING DFFICE: 072 723 340 i) 1-3
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