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o Concern for added cost to airline companies and increased fuel consumption. 
Remarks cited that additional costs would be borne by passengers; that 
increased cost could hurt/bankrupt those companies already having financial 
problems and/or that increasing fuel consumption is detrimental to national 
efforts to save energy. 

o Concerns by those who had selected their present residences to specifically 
avoid being under/near existing aircraft routes would now be placed 
under/near the "new" routes. 

o Feelings that proposed "alternate" routings, being more circuitous, would 
increase the time of eastbound aircraft over heavily populated areas, and 
therefore expose area residents to more (longer) noise per aircraft. 

o Concerns for safety ranged from fear of aircraft overflying, to feelings 
that congestion along remaining routes would increase the potential for 
collision. 

o Feelings that the proposal would not reduce noise but would only shift the 
same noise to a different community. 

o Feelings that the proposal is not based on logical or technical reasoning: 
that the route change is arbitrary/capricious or that the proposal was 
formulated to satisfy political/influential interests only. 

o Concerns that this proposal violates established land-use plans and 
promises by concerned agencies. 

o Concerns of potential for adverse effects on the hospitals, schools, 
retirement homes, etc., that would experience new or increased traffic 
over/near them. 

o Feelings that such action should not be taken without hearings, tests 
and/or before full environmental impact statements (EIS) are prepared. 

FINDINGS OF THIS STUDY: 

1. That the elimination of this one route would not derogate air safety. 
The alternate routes are used during the 2200-0600 time frame, and have 
proven viable. 

2. That both affected air traffic control facilities can resectorize 
and/or change procedures to handle the flow as proposed. 

3. That the proposed circuitous routing of eastbound turbojet aircraft 
would increase flight time and fuel consumption of these aircraft. ATA 
estimates this would increase operating costs by approximately $1.5 
million annually. 
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