




 
 
Responsibility of the City Council to establish proper Zoning around the Airport 
  Airport expansion and increased growth in housing development are essential ingredients as a 
source for increased City revenue and both must coexist in any community.  
The airport serves: 

 to train new pilots who are eager to soar like eagles and someday use these skills to become a 
professional pilot.  

 as a hub for the many general aviation pilots who enjoy an occasional flight or two around the Valley 
or beyond.  

 as a destination point for Businesses to fly into to have meetings at various gatherings in the 
Chandler area thus generating additional revenue for the city.  

 to provide jobs for Airport workers, mechanics, Fixed based Operators, and FAA controllers. 
 to accommodate future Business Jet activity into Chandler similar to that of the Scottsdale Airport 

which will promote additional revenue into the treasury of the City of Chandler 
 
The neighborhood serves: 

  to provide housing for families 
  to provide schools, churches, hospitals and recreation areas for families to use 
  to provide for manufacturing facilities and shopping centers that all need individuals who make up 

the residential community 
 
  It is the responsibility of the City Council to make sure that proper Zoning of Land use areas are 
defined early in the growth phase of a community such that no encroachment on the Chandler Municipal 
Airport will result in any controversial issues such as noise. 
 
 



Status of the proposed Noise Compatibility Program 
  From the information presented at the meeting, it is apparent that the City Counsel and Wilbur 
Smith Associates have been working to provide a Noise Compatibility Program to the FAA by the 1st 
Quarter of 2010 which will include revised pilot operating procedures that will very slightly alter the 
noise level in the vicinity of an airport which already meets FAA requirements. The solutions proposed 
only concern pilot operating procedures of which some involve safety of flight issues and con not be 
considered viable solutions. 
  It appears that there are two options available to the City Council: 
 

1) Complete the NCP and submit it to the FAA with revised Noise Exposure Maps that 
indicate that there are no noise issues within or outside the boundaries of the airport and 
that it is requesting that the FAA approve revised pilot operating procedures that will only 
slightly enhance noise levels in and around the airport. 

2) Complete the NCP and submit it to the FAA with revised Noise Exposure Maps that 
indicate that there are no noise issues within or outside the boundaries of the airport and 
that there are no proposed changes to be submitted at this time. 

 
Questions for the City Council 
 
1) What is the breakdown of the reported 202 complaints by individuals and how many individuals actually 

submitted a report? 
2) Can the Complaints by Type be revised to reflect more specific Complaints? 
3) Can the Complaints by City be revised to know where the “Unknown” cities are located or have them 

removed from the list? 
4) Can the Complaints by Aircraft Type be revised to reflect what type of “Unknown” aircraft is being 

considered or have them removed from the list? 
5) Is a ratio of 0.16% complaints per operation and 1.2% complaints per residence sufficient to initiate a 

costly Noise Study? 
6) If there were no complaints from the neighborhood residence, would the City Council have initiated a 

taxpayer paid cost study that is not required by law? 
7) Was the intent of the Noise Level study to appease the few local residence or to establish new Noise 

Exposure Maps from which an assessment could be made to determine if the noise levels are within Far 
150 requirements and if so propose to the FAA that no action is required? 

8) Can the City Council implement independent operating procedures if the FAA decides not to take any 
action on an airport that already complies with existing regulations? 

9) Does the City Council agree that the Airport meets the requirements of FAA150 as defined in the 2009 
and 2104 projected Noise Exposure Maps? 

10)  Does the City Council agree that noise levels commensurate with quiet urban nighttime environment to 
a gas lawnmower located 100 feet away is adequate reason to initiate an FAA 150 Noise Review? 

11) Has the City Council made all effort to Zone surrounding Land Use areas to be compatible with FAR 
150? 

12) Will the City Council consider submitting a completed NCP to the FAA with revised Noise Exposure 
Maps that indicates that there are no noise issues within or outside the boundaries of the airport and that 
there are no proposed changes to be submitted at this time? 

13) Why did the City Council elect to spend taxpayer dollars on a program that does not appear to be outside 
the requirements of the FAA 150 Noise Requirements. 

14) Is it true that there are no solutions within the proposed program that could be used by the Chandler 
Airport to gain FAA sponsored funding for Noise improvement solutions that will be outlined in the 
NCP.  

15) Wilbur Smith Associates are consultants to the City Council and can only make recommendations to the 
Council. The Council has the authority to make changes to any recommendations submitted to them. 
Will the public get a chance to review the final copy of the NCP prior to submittal to the FAA? 
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