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Additional Analysis




Clarification: Comparison of SERFR
and DAVYJ and people exposed to
>45 dB near MENLO for DAVYJ




Public Submission: Noise Modeling around MENLO
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Why the notional DAVYJ showed a larger 45 dBA area

Noise Modeling of current SERFR tracks %/
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Additional Noise Analysis

e Current conditions (July 2016)

— Comparison of SERFR and notional DAVYJ with MENLO at 4,000 ft
MSL and crossing the Monterey Bay shoreline at 12,500 ft MSL

— Comparison of SERFR and notional DAVYJ with MENLO at 5,000 ft
MSL and crossing the Monterey Bay shoreline at 12,500 ft MSL

* Projected July 2019 conditions*

— Comparison of SERFR and notional DAVYJ with MENLO at 4,000 ft
MSL and crossing the Monterey Bay shoreline at 12,500 ft MSL

— Comparison of SERFR and notional DAVYJ with MENLO at 5,000 ft
MSL and crossing the Monterey Bay shoreline at 12,500 ft MSL

*Based on the Terminal Area Forecast for SFO
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Differences between original and
additional noise analysis

 For the original noise analysis:
— Used the 60 random days from June 2015 through May 2016

— The altitudes at EPICK, EDDYY, SWELLS and MENLO were all
defined.

 For the additional noise analysis:
— Used July 2016 data.
— The altitudes at EPICK and MENLO were defined
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Current conditions Noise Analysis
Based on July 2016 SERFR traffic




Comparison of SERFR and notional DAVYJ
MENLO at 4,000 ft MSL; Crosses Monterey Bay shoreline at 12,500 ft MSL

Noise Modeling of SE icks, with at altitude at MENLO at 4,000 ft MSL
2T tt - Fra

Track data: Model
based on

July 2016 SERFR
tracks
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Comparison of SERFR and notional DAVYJ
MENLO at 5,000 ft MSL; Crosses Monterey Bay shoreline at 12,500 ft MSL

Track data: Model
based on

July 2016 SERFR
tracks

Key

M 245dBA ~  SERFR ground track
40 — 44 dBA notional DAVYJ ground track
35- 39 dBA
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Projected July 2019 Noise Analysis
Based on SFO TAF data
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APO TERMINAL AREA FORECAST DETAIL REPORT
Forecast Issued January 2016
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Projected comparison of SERFR and notional DAVYJ
MENLO at 4,000 ft MSL; Crosses Monterey Bay shoreline at 12,500 ft MSL

Noise Modeling of SE ' racks, with at altitude at MENLO at 4,000 ft MSL I

Track data: Model , . i

based on projected
July 2019 SERFR
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Comparison of SERFR and notional DAVYJ
MENLO at 5,000 ft MSL; Crosses Monterey Bay shoreline at 12,500 ft MSL

: I
Track data: Model __ G A | <‘

based on projected
July 2019 SERFR

tracks

Key

M 245dBA ~  SERFR ground track
40 — 44 dBA notional DAVYJ ground track
35- 39 dBA

Federal Aviation

Administration




	 FAA Initiative to Address Noise Concerns of Santa Cruz/Santa Clara/San Mateo/San Francisco Counties 
	Clarification: Comparison of SERFR and DAVYJ and people exposed to >45 dB near MENLO for DAVYJ 
	Public Submission: Noise Modeling  around MENLO
	Why the notional DAVYJ showed a larger 45 dBA area
	Additional Noise Analysis
	Differences between original and additional noise analysis
	Current conditions Noise Analysis�Based on July 2016 SERFR traffic
	Comparison of SERFR and notional DAVYJ�MENLO at 4,000 ft MSL; Crosses Monterey Bay shoreline at 12,500 ft MSL
	Comparison of SERFR and notional DAVYJ�MENLO at 5,000 ft MSL; Crosses Monterey Bay shoreline at 12,500 ft MSL
	Projected July 2019 Noise Analysis�Based on SFO TAF data
	Slide Number 11
	Projected comparison of SERFR and notional DAVYJ�MENLO at 4,000 ft MSL; Crosses Monterey Bay shoreline at 12,500 ft MSL
	Comparison of SERFR and notional DAVYJ�MENLO at 5,000 ft MSL; Crosses Monterey Bay shoreline at 12,500 ft MSL

