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CLJ AIRPORT IN FIGURES




CLJ Traffic Growth

CUJ Airport passenger evolution traffic 1596-2019
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METHODOLOGY
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Surrounding Environment

Main three factors with negative impact on the

Separate collection of waste for recycling— types
(plastics — approx. 81%, paper/ cardboard — approx.
80%, glass — approx. 64%)

biodiversity in the area
(83% deforestation and habitat loss, 68% pollution
from road traffic, 54% urbanisation activities)

Use of energy efficient solutions
(economical lightbulbs — approx. 88%, house
insulation — approx. 72%, energy efficient devices -
approx. 58%)

The three main noise pollution sources
(81% road traffic, 63% construction sites, 44% air
traffic)

traficul aerian

The three main air pollution sources Sleep quality
(90% road traffic, 60% construction sites, 58% (46% Good, 28% Fair, 16% Very Good)
urbanisation activities) p -
House insulation
The three main water pollution sources (48% for heat, 32% for noise and heat, 18% not at all)
(66% industrial activities, 61% urbanisation activities, - o
56% construction sites) - Information regarding environmental issues
(88% Government/ local authorities, 30% NGOs, 19%
The three main soil pollution sources L companies from the industry) -
(58% urbanisation activities, 56% industrial activities, p
39% road traffic) Data format for information about environmental
issues




CONCLUSIONS

* Further in-depth investigation

* Which are the factors determining
 Satisfaction with transportation services
* General perception about the airport
* Expectations for communication and engagement
* Perception about air pollution, water pollution, soil pollution and noise pollution
 What is the correlation between noise, annoyance and sleep quality and future
opportunities to manage noise
 How to communicate efficiently (e.g. expectations, tools for communication)
from an airport perspective.

A study like QoL will help airports understand better the communities
expectations, and will guide us in designing better strategies on noise
management



