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Sheelagh Morris, MFGM
Millhead

St. Margarets

Co. Dublin

Date: 4 February, 2021

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT of RECEIPT of SUBMISSION or OBSERVATION on a PLANNING
APPLICATION

THIS IS AN IMPORTANT DOCUMENT!

KEEP THIS DOCUMENT SAFELY, YOU WILL BE REQUIRED TO PRODUCE THIS
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT TO AN BORD PLEANALA IF YOU WISH TO APPEAL THE DECISION OF
THE PLANNING AUTHORITY. IT IS THE ONLY FORM OF EVIDENCE WHICH WILL BE
ACCEPTED BY AN BORD PLEANALA THAT A SUBMISSION OR OBSERVATION HAS BEEN MADE
TO THE PLANNING AUTHORITY ON THE PLANNING APPLICATION.

PLANNING AUTHORITY NAME - FINGAL COUNTY COUNCIL
PLANNING APPLICATION REFERENCE NO. - F20A/0668

A submission/observation in writing, has been received from Sheelagh Morris, MFGM,
in relation to the above planning application.

The appropriate fee of €20.00 has been paid. (Fee not applicable to prescribed bodies).
The submission/observation is in accordance with the appropriate provisions of the

Planning and Development Regulations, 2001 -2013 and will be taken into account by the
Planning Authority in its determination of the planning application.
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Reg. Ref. F20A/0668

Catherine Egan

for Senior Executive Officer

Area:

Development:

Swords

A proposed development comprising the taking of a ‘relevant action’
only within the meaning of Section 34C of the Planning and
Development Act 2000, as amended, at Dublin Airport, Co. Dublin, in
the townlands of Collinstown, Toberbunny, Commons, Cloghran,
Corballis, Coultry, Portmellick, Harristown, Shanganhill, Sandyhill,
Huntstown, Pickardstown, Dunbro, Millhead, Kingstown,
Barberstown, Forrest Great, Forrest Little and Rock on a site of c.
580 ha.

The proposed relevant action relates to the night-time use of the
runway system at Dublin Airport. It involves the amendment of the
operating restriction set out in condition no. 3(d} and the
replacement of the operating restriction in condition no. 5 of the
North Runway Planning Permission (Fingal County Council Reg. Ref.
No. FO4A/1755; ABP Ref. No. PLO6F.217429 as amended by Fingal
County Council F19A/0023, ABP Ref. No. ABP-305289-19), as well as
proposing new noise mitigation measures. Conditions no. 3(d) and 5
have not yet come into effect or operation, as the construction of
the North Runway on foot of the North Runway Planning Permission
is ongoing. The proposed relevant action, if permitted, would be to
remove the numerical cap on the number of flights permitted
between the hours of 11pm and 7am daily that is due to come into
effect in accordance with the North Runway Planning Permission
and to replace it with an annual night-time noise quota between the
hours of 11.30pm and 6am and also to allow flights to take off from
and/or land on the North Runway (Runway 10L 28R) for an
additional 2 hours i.e. 2300 hrs to 2400hrs and 0600 hrs to 0700 hrs.
Overall, this would allow for an increase in the number of flights
taking off and/or landing at Dublin Airport between 2300 hrs and
0700 hrs over and above the number stipulated in condition no. 5 of
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Reg. Ref. F20A/0668

the North Runway Planning Permission, in accordance with the
annual night time noise quota.

The relevant action pursuant to Section 34C (1) (a) is: To amend
condition no. 3(d) of the North Runway Planning Permission (Fingal
County Council Reg. Ref. No. FO4A/1755; ABP Ref. No.: PLO6F.217429
as amended by Fingal County Council F19A/0023, ABP Ref. No. ABP-
305289-19). Condition 3(d) and the exceptions at the end of
Condition 3 state the following: ‘3(d). Runway 10L-28R shall not be
used for take-off or landing between 2300 hours and 0700 hours
except in cases of safety, maintenance considerations, exceptional
air traffic conditions, adverse weather, technical faults in air traffic
control systems or declared emergencies at other airports.’
Permission is being sought to amend the above condition so that it
reads: ‘Runway 10L-28R shall not be used for take-off or landing
between 0000 hours and 0559 hours except in cases of safety,
maintenance considerations, exceptional air traffic conditions,
adverse weather, technical faults in air traffic control systems or
declared emergencies at other airports or where Runway 10L-28R
length is required for a specific aircraft type.’ The net effect of the
proposed change, if permitted, would change the normal operating
hours of the North Runway from the 0700hrs to 2300 hrs to 0600
hrs to 0000 hrs. The relevant action also is: To replace condition no.
5 of the North Runway Planning Permission (Fingal County Council
Reg. Ref. No. FO4A/1755; ABP Ref. No.: PLO6F.217429 as amended by
Fingal County Council F19A/0023, ABP Ref. No. ABP-305289-19)
which provides as follows: 5. On completion of construction of
the runway hereby permitted, the average number of night time
aircraft movements at the airport shall not exceed 65/night
(between 2300 hours and 0700 hours) when measured over the 92
day modelling period as set out in the reply to the further
information request received by An Bord Pleanala on the 5th day of
March, 2007. Reason: To control the frequency of night flights at the
airport so as to protect residential amenity having regard to the
information submitted concerning future night time use of the
existing parallel runway'. With the following: A noise quota system
is proposed for night time noise at the airport. The airport shall be
subject to an annual noise quota of 7990 between the hours of
2330hrs and 0600hrs. In addition to the proposed night time noise
quota, the relevant action also proposes the following noise
mitigation measures: - A noise insulation grant scheme for eligible
dwellings within specific night noise contours; - A detailed Noise
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Reg. Ref. F20A/0668

Location:
Applicant:
Application Type:

Date Received:

Monitoring Framework to monitor the noise performance with
results to be reported annually to the Aircraft Noise Competent
Authority (ANCA), in compliance with the Aircraft Noise (Dublin
Airport) Regulation Act 2019. The proposed relevant action does not
seek any amendment of conditions of the North Runway Planning
Permission governing the general operation of the runway system
(i.e., conditions which are not specific to nighttime use, namely
conditions no. 3 (a), 3(b), 3(c) and 4 of the North Runway Planning
Permission) or any amendment of permitted annual passenger
capacity of the Terminals at Dublin Airport. Condition no. 3 of the
Terminal 2 Planning Permission (Fingal County Council Reg. Ref. No.
FO4A/1755; ABP Ref, No. PLO6F.220670) and condition no. 2 of the
Terminal 1 Extension Planning Permission (Fingal County Council
Reg. Ref. No. FO6A/1843; ABP Ref. No. PLO6F.223469) provide that
the combined capacity of Terminal 1 and Terminal 2 together shall
not exceed 32 million passengers per annum. The planning
application will be subject to an assessment by the Aircraft Noise
Competent Authority in accordance with the Aircraft Noise {Dublin
Airport) Regulations Act 2019 and Regulation (EU) No 598/2014. The
planning application is accompanied by information provided for the
purposes of such assessment. An Environmental Impact
Assessment Report will be submitted with the planning application.
The planning application and Environmental Impact Assessment
Report may be inspected or purchased at a fee not exceeding the
reasonable cost of making a copy, at the offices of the Planning
Authority during its public opening hours of 9.30 - 16.30 (Monday -
Friday) at Fingal County Council, Fingal County Hall, Main Street,
Swords, Fingal, Co. Dublin.

Dublin Airport, Co. Dublin.
daa plc
Permission

18 December, 2020

THIS IS AN IMPORTANT DOCUMENT!

KEEP THIS DOCUMENT SAFELY, YOU WILL BE REQUIRED TO PRODUCE THIS
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT TO AN BORD PLEANALA IF YOU WISH TO APPEAL THE DECISION OF

THE PLANNING AUTHORITY.







Reg. Ref. F20A/0668

Please note that all planning applications, including submissions/objections will be
published on the Council's website.
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Millhead
St Margarets
Co Dublin
K67 A364
The Secretary
An Bord Pleanala
64 Marlborough Street

Dublin 1.

Friday 1% September 2022
Dear Board members

We attach our submission to appeal the grant of permission by Fingal County
Council, F20A/0668, for the reasons and information lodged today, with you
and respectfully request an Oral Hearing, due to the serious implications for us,
living In the runway zoﬁ-é;.'ﬁ

This appeal comes to this juncture, following 23 years from the start of the
planning process with FO4A/1755, to the IAA to ATC, Dept of Transport,
Minister for Housing, An Bord Pleanala oral hearing in 2004, ( FO4A/1755) to
the European Parliament, and the High Court, The Transport Committee, The
Dail and Seanad sessions on EU598/14 , meeting with Minister Shane Ross,
then current Minister for Transport.

Notwithstanding the aforementioned information submitted at the initial
planning stage with Fingal County Council, the residents now have ‘first hand
‘experience of the extreme noise effects of the new runway (it has already
opened at the time of writing).
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The effect we are currently experiencing can only be considered an
overwhelming wave of noise which is totally deafening. Despite the various
methods by which DAA have tried to argue the mitigating effects of Insulation,
it will be simply impossible to insulate against the tremendous noise we are
currently dealing with in Kilreesk and Millhead. Although the current slot
allocation is from 7am to 1pm, the effects are considerable and prohibits any
sort of living a normal life.

DAA knew this and they knew that the only option for these homeowners was
for them to accept the ‘Buy Out’ proposals put forward by them. This is
especially apparent as the proposed usage of this runway as outlined by
Bickerdike Allen & Partners outlines 60% departures and 21% Landings on this
runway during full operation. With this level of usage along this flightpath, we
must concur with the original inspector’s report insofar as the viability of any
community in this area will be fully ‘relinquished’ because of this. Despite the
noise issue, the emissions from these aircraft nearby will be fatal for any
person choosing to stay. As it stands currently, we can see the plume of
emissions emanating from the engines as the planes pass nearby and the air is
now continuously polluted with the smell of spent fuel.

| would sincerely ask that the inspector visit Kilreesk Lane to experience what
we are dealing with here. The DAA have fooled the planning authority with the
issue of multiple contours, model’s, scenarios, and assurances. It is
extraordinary that we have now been forced into such a corner that the only
option is to succumb to the VBO which was agreed in house between DAA and
Fingal. | do note however that no Government approval has been formally
issued to date.

In relation to the VBO, the DAA have failed to honour the previous Planning
conditions and indeed the accompanying planners report which clearly states
that it should be dealt with on a CPO basis.
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This has not been adhered to despite repeated calls and representations from
the Residents and their representatives. There is no proper redress for the
costs involved in moving, no allowance for inflation since its inception, no
provision for cost-of-living crisis, housing crises, legal costs allowance, proper
moving costs allowance and a general assurance that all costs to the
homeowner will be covered in full. This is only fair and equitable. The DAA
have failed to properly address the sacrifice being made by the homeowners.
The have also developed a half-hearted scheme to arrive at the market value
of the homes by analysing homes in Naul, Ballyboughal etc 20/30km’s away
and applying a % to equate to our location close to Dublin City. It is simply
unprofessional and not in accordance with any accredited methodology. We
implore that the Bord proposes a proper scheme providing proper valuation
and redress and cost reimbursement. We also ask that the Bord extends the
scheme to take account the additional period involved in securing same.

In order however to put our position to An Bord Pleanala in the clearest way
possible and in the spirit of transparency, Democracy and the provision of a
fair voice to 22 families we hereby request that an Oral Hearing be arranged to
deal with the various complex issues as outlined heretofore.

Sheelagh Morris Fig ) Iafggg},&
Greg Farrell & Melisa Gannon

Helena Merriman.

MFGM



AU ANUCRIHSMa et nn e Bneagy sharseh o B aanbs nasd ar esd 2T
311 10 eranban wgoty on G el fsvitsingsigot nad boe ¢ neseak odl
o0 ¥ L o s noceitnd an? sunuwel s o anivern i bsviovm clzo.
oo Sanewolin 120, nyak eozin grl aod gren i duan ant nolznog
At Al 2t 1o 1ept 9.6 Weis [ 9Nt S BOE S0 aong MR gf'i\n.;m

AAG and aldsanps e Vst ylng o ad T 2t m banavas sd e seinwaanon
2anwosmod wlopd alem grisd a3itinsz ar't 2estbbe yhisyoiy ot balizt sesi!
sy Hhaman] fe avitis af ameanae baruar-Uer! 6 vsqolavat ol wvan ot
Vowt L dOE\OS 218 loda,odyiled suell ansamon anicglons ya 2amed a-43 *o
vimic al 4 20 20gdul o) 920ls ol al o of arnatipy gf o & 3nwvings hne

S ARG Iohio tum et o yak CE W sanckanses o des bna lsnolzesTog
i IR s grbivong amerdi@ swnos 6 290000 Dol afr 5ol solars
golt ety oxe Lol artl Jed) den oie oW Inenas rotdmiot feos bus 2ea1hen hins
S Johuoae 0l peviovet batm ieoiibbe Sy Stuanl g ol anisioe

VW 129 1Bl L BT aites!S o) oA ot vulii;uq MG SR o8 T reworn s

B 10 N0 eI 9ft BRe e anad yonssaganns (o e ol nibing algdiseony

ot Dagnumg sd grcel 160 a6 lerlr fzoope ydara | sw Fortimict £X ot 2ciov uet
Soalarage Banilyyyg 26 waen salgmaorauoney aut ftow ok

ool daslesr 2
nofdge gals g B danEITew

nisrrimst o nalal]

M2V

My



Appendices

Support Documentation.

MFGM
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Longitudinal Data finally received from DAA — Halloween
2018 and location map.

HSE letter received as submission on removing Condition 3
(d) and 5 in relation to night time sleep and health.

ABP copy of letter received, following request to meet to
discuss Condition 9, and the ambiguous wording and refund
of costs.

Submission from Roderic O Gorman, Minister for Children on
F20A/0668 as support to our statement — night time hours
11pm —7am. (not 12 — 6am)

Additional information requested from the Board — clearly
indicating issues with INM methodology and Noise Contours,
Night Noise and Ground Operations Aircraft Noise.
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MFGIM
ST MARGARETS

Appeal Decision PF.1692/22 - F20A/0668
Decision Date 8™ August 2022,

& Request for Oral Hearing .
TO

AN BORD PLEANALA

In relation to
F20A/0668 - Relevant Action
To remove Condition 3(d) & Condition 5
FO4A/1775 : PLO6F.217429 — August 2007. ( ABP)
Relating to the Night -Time Restrictions at Dublin Airport.

Dated: August 30" 2022
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This Appeal and request for an Oral Hearing is lodged on
behalf of Three Families

Helena Merriman, Kilreesk St Margarets, Co Dublin
Melissa Gannon, & Greg Farrell, Kilreesk House, Kilreesk
St Margarets, Co Dublin.

Sheelagh Morris , Millhead, St Margarets Co Dublin
( In the flightpath of Runway 10L-28R)

The townland of Millhead and Kilreesk Lane is now subject to
the cumulation of aircraft and ground noise and all other
airport operational noise , on the opening of the North
Runway, parallel to runway 10R-28L. The impacts of a busy
airport with two runways operating fully for 16 hours a day
with increased ATMs from 7am — 11pm and then night time
with 65 Movements on Runway 10R-28L is now a reality since
24™ August 2022. There are 18 homes on Kilreesk Lane with
three homes in Millhead, Some of the families living here,
are here for 3 generations.
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3

Millhead and Kilreesk Lane are located at the end of North
Runway, and is in the flightpath , now operational with the
centre line of the runway used for take off and landings with
7 selected paths under direction of ATC and IAA.

Should this Application be granted by An Bord Pleanala, this
will mean the 65 ATM ( Aircraft Traffic Movements ) will
increase with no limit as the methodology of Quota Count
does not limit or specify the number of ATMs that will
operate on a night basis — 11pm — 7am ( night time hours)

Currently only 65 movements are permitted on
Runway 10R-28L and NO schedules flight on 10L-28R
From 11pm —7am. ( night time hours) per
An Bord Pleanala grant of permission PLO6F.217429

The mitigation measures put forward are totally inadequate

for those adversely affected within 3 km of the runway area

and airport. These mitigation measures must be changed to

reflect the dire impact on those most affected, in the spirit of
fair process and proper planning.



(dhol 1o bne orlt 16 hetarol ate anel dasanlid bns peard!liMv
arl} Anw lsnoiteregn won , disardslt sdt ai 2 bas yewnu#
fiiw cgnibng! bne Ro adel o1 bezu yewnu ait 1o enif avinea
AL bne OTA To naitaatib vabny erfleq baralaz ©

eitli | slonssiqd bio8 nA yd batneg ad aoifediiggA zir! bluorie
Miwe { 2tnamavold 3731617 STenih | MTA 20 adr nsam Hiw
w0l ejoud 1o vaolobortam arlt 26 el nn Aliw aces1ni
fiw Jarlt 2MTA 10 sadmun arl) \izagz 1o timil 1on zenh
(e armit ddgin | meN = mgll = 2i2sd 1dgin » ric alr15q0

(10 Batimag 216 2insmavom 2 yino viznanud
A2C 1OL no 3tz 2slubandaz OW bne J6S-A0T ewinuf
1260 (21uon omi? 14gin § .mst = mgll movi
eEAT L 1A019 noizaimisy 10 Ing1y Alensa!q bnod nA

5isLp9DRsM YHEIOT 9165 biswiot 1uq 29 u2Bqm noilssidia anl

Las vewriut ol 1o ol € mintiw beisstie yleziavbs ezarli 1ol

o1 bsgnars ad feurn 25u2esm noitsgifirn s29iT 1ogiis bne

10 thige art mi balastie Jeom azorlt no 1ego ek artt fasRon
Aaninneiq 199070 bne 2293011 1ist



GLOSSARY

ANCA - Aircraft Noise Competent Authority
ABP - AN Bord Pleanala

ATM ~ Air Traffic Movements ( include aircraft taking off and landing aircraft as individual
counts)

ATC - Air Traffic Control.

DRD — Draft Regularity Decision - issued by ANCA - the subject of this submission.
FCC - Fingal County Council

FPGOR - Flight Path/Ground Operations Residents.

FDP — Fingal Development Plan.

NAP - Noise Action Plan

NAO - Noise Abatement Objective.

SID - Standard Instrument Departure,

END - European Noise Directive.

CAR - Commission for Aviation Regulations.

SID — Strategic Infrastructure Development.

SID - Standard Instrument Departure — Aviation tool for aircraft take off.

WHO - World Health Organisation.

AQS - Aircraft Quota System.

VDPS - Voluntary Dwelling Purchase Scheme — set up by daa and FCC in December 2016

VDIS - Voluntary Dwelling Insulation Scheme for homes within the 63dB laeq16 contour.
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Following grant of permission with the imposition of 31 conditions by ABP in August 2007,
the applicant applied to cherry pick the night time restrictions , and request removal under
SID .  Strategic infrastructure Development} Condition 3(d) and Condition 5 in August
2008 . This was refused to Ehe; applicant by ABP.

B An Bord Pleanaila. i

Inspector’s Report.

Case Refl. No: 06F.PC0056.

Issue: SID  Pre-application whether
project is or is nol strategic
infrastructure development.

Proposed Development: Revisions to the permission for a
new parallel runway granted under

PLO6K.217429.

L = =

Assessment.

Essentially the proposed development involves removing condition 5 and altering
the wording ol condition 3 of PLOGF.217429, The prospective applicant states
that this constitutes a material change of use,

' Planning permission was granted by the Board for the new parallel ninway under
PLO6F.217429. That application was lodged before the Planning and
Development (Strategic Infrastructure) Act, 2006 became operative.

The runway has not been constructed. As there is no existing use of the ranway,
the alteration of the terms ol PLO6F.217429 would not constitute a malterial
change of use, in my opinion.



* pme e

SOUC 2ugufonf 18K v enoisiunias OF ooondizogonl od T ltive ool sintn 1o mens anivenlod
rannu IHWHnY Y Paunay s | Eaoisareen arid eaie wob A woaro £ ueilyae ingsilgos el
St g il poe () )E noianeY  (nwingalevsd muningzeinriaminge ] Gi2

MBA ya Tnelings sl oY boauies suw iy 3008

signsld Lol uf

Fau,

FngoH Srelngent

anoa 1 40
aortd i fin- barrals ..n?n..—....u i

Ve LU T | TUTR T T —J.J—-..u—
oo g e b swisigatieg dmg

v tul tgieaitttay silb o ab cncevsM

waliis nadpery (h iy BlLTeg ean
LCRY IS A 19

Al 1o sax )

T

drumagd reak? bazpnot'l

s apsred.

T EIR RS o T LT O T L L e L ._ﬂh.ﬁ.._?....a__ Lty oot ehipttipea |
PSRRI L T o ot R T IS R U0 AR T ) L (PR T

Wty

WU | et g entgnitemets ol Jnih

vk wedennn Badnneg wee el sl D an o Bespuon w0 i g s gt

w:- L X 4::1’.—__ ..A.. uv—q..nl L s.-—.—.-.\” 1 g

porbailgae. Gwl! OUR PSSl

e SEvagEr e el MY o g anbeastd et 28 te el A

ar R il o s Snibdizos oo on urets e be i e e B a2
bt 4 sy s it [k BORNED 0 ) b amet Al Tttt o

N wree g M il



Refusal by ABP for SID application to remove Condition 3(d) and Condition 5.

The runway has not been constructed. As there is no existing use of the runway, the
alteration of the terms of PLO6F.217429 would not constitute a material change of use, in
my opinion.

The above states the fact. There is no runway constructed, no existing use of the runway,
therefore the request, at time of lodgement was invalid as there was no structure to base
the material change sought. The local authority have given a grant of permission on
F20A/0668 on 8™ August 2022.

At time of lodging application to remove Condition 3d and Condition 5 in December 2020 ,
The North Runway has not commenced operation and therefore disrespects the planning
protocol and those administering the planning procedures.  This change to the planning
condition is therefore unacceptable, as it is viewed as an opportunity of entitlement, by the
Applicant DAA, to bypass the future process, after the runway opens with the current
conditions set out by ABP in August 2007. With the setting up of ANCA, and prior to the
commencement of operation of Runway 10L-28R , sought to remove the night time
restrictions , to include in the required NAO ( Noise action abatement) and the new NAP (
Noise Action Plan due to be renewed in 2023) This seriously compromises the affected
residents under the flight path, with legal consequences accruing. The Conditions should
have to be complied with as per the decision by ABP in August 2007 ( Condition 3(d) and
Condition 5} on the commencement of operation of 10L-28R.

In 2016 daa announced the new runway construction and operation. { following a lapsed
period of 9 years from date of planning permission — August 2007) On December 20t 2020,
an application was submitted to FCC to remove the night time restrictions , in place to
protect us for 8 hours — night time 1100 —0700. ( following Variation No. 1 to the FDP, a
variation passed by FCC to change zonings in the current development plan).

We are rigorously and ultimately objecting to this decision by ANCA and FCC, based on the
adverse affects to our health , both physical and mental to date and going forward. We
find this decision by the applicant to be extremely distressing and disrespectful to those
involved in the original application FO4A/1755 to safeguard the future of their homes and
livelihoods and quality of life.

The mitigation solutions put forward have not truly considered the impact on the directly
affected residents.

Daa see this as a right to passage ,just a process , to force the community out of their way,
to obtain their objective — just as it started in Barberstown Lane in the 1960’s and 1970s.
Their sense of entitlement to trample on the community and those adversely affected is
clearly communicated to the public, by their press releases, all done in a timely fashion.
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This places those living in Dunbro and Millhead and Kilreesk Lane in an uncompromising
position, in relation to health and well- being and future uncertainty, and referred to as
statistics by the Applicant and ANCA in their reports and draft decision. The mitigation
measures fall far short of the health risks and mental anxiety and futures of those directly
affected.

— What is this Decision about.

This application is part 2 of the original planning application FO4A/1755. Part 1 was to
obtain the planning permission initially, to proceed with the construction of the runway,
with the intention of defying and breaching the conditions in its entirety. The grant of
permission was approved subject to the 31 conditions, fully adhered to. This is a legal
planning document and all parties subject to the adherence of all 31 conditions. To breach
and cherry pick the night time restrictions removes the health safe guards Condition 3(d)
and Condition 5 in favour of economic benefits and is not acceptable to the human health
of the any, one and all, affected residents co-existing on the boundaries of the airport.

Extract from ABP — Board Direction — 27*" August 2007

In deciding not to accept the Inspector's recommendation to refuse permission, the Board
considered that adequate information had been submitted in the Environmental Impact
Statement, in further information submitted both to the Planning Authority and the Board
and at the oral hearing to enable it to make an assessment of the significant impacts of the
proposed development on the environment and its acceptability in terms of proper planning
and sustainable development. The Board considered thot in overall terms, the
inconsistencies or deficiencies in information referred to by the Inspector were not so
significant as to warrant a refusal of permission or could not otherwise be addressed by way
of condition. In particular, the Board was satisfied, on the basis of the information submitted
and the conditions attached, and, having regard to the fact that there are no planning
restrictions on the current operation of the airport runways, that- (1) there would be no
significant deterioration in noise conditions at night time in the vicinity of the airport due to
the proposed Option 7b operating mode for the runways (non-use of new runway and of
cross runway at night) and the restriction on night-time aircraft movements by way of
condition, (2) in relation to day time noise, there would be some improvements relative to
current or future noise impacts with the existing runway system to be offset against
disimprovements in other areas/respects and the net effects would not be significant in
terms of public health and safety such as to warrant a refusal of permission

The words — by way of condition, is the key here.

This permission was granted on the above grounds. { Non-use of new runway and of cross
runway at night)
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On completion of construction of the runway hereby permitted, the runways at the
airport shall be operated in accordance with the mode of operation — Option 7b —as
detailed in the Environmental Impact Statement Addendum, Section 16 as received
by the planning authority on the 9% day of August, 2005 and shall provide that -

(a) the parallel runways (10R-28L and 10L-28R) shall be used in preference to the
Cross runway, 16-34,

(b) when winds are westerly, Runway 28L shall be preferred for arriving aircraft.
Either Runway 28L or 28R shall be used for departing aircraft as determined by
air traffic control,

(c) when winds are easterly, either Runway 10L or 10R as determined by air traffic
control shall be preferred for arriving aircraft. Runway 10R shall be preferred
for departing aircraft, and

(d) Runway 10L-28R shall not be used for take-off or landing between 2300 hours
and 0700 hours,

except in cases of safety, maintenance considerations, exceptional air traffic
conditions, adverse weather, technical faults in air traffic control systems or declared
emergencies at other airports.

Reason: In the interest of clarity and to ensure the operation of the runways in
accordance with the mitigation measures set out in the Environmental Impact
Statement in the interest of the protection of the amenities of the surrounding area.

And replace with the following under a “Relevant Action”

‘Runway 10L-28R shall not be used for take-off or landing between 0000 hours and 0559
hours except in cases of safety, maintenance considerations, exceptional air traffic
conditions, adverse weather, technical faults in air traffic control systems or declared
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emergencies at other airports or where Runway 10L-28R length is required for a specific
aircraft type.’

The net effect of the proposed change, if permitted, would change the normal operating
hours of the North Runway from the G700hrs to 2300 hrs to 0600 hrs to 0000 hrs.

The Relevant Action also is: To replace condition no. 5 of the North Runway Planning
Permission

5. On completion of construction of the runway hereby permitted, the average number of
night time aircraft movements at the airport shall not exceed 65/night (between 2300 hours
and 0700 hours) when measured over the 92 day modelling period as set out in the reply to

the further information request received by An Bord Pleandla on the 5th day of March,
2007.

Reason: To control the frequency of night flights at the airport so as to protect residential
amenity having regard to the information submitted concerning future night time use of the
existing parallel runway.”

And replace with the following:

A noise quota system is proposed for night time noise at the airport. The airport shall be
subject to an annual noise quota of 7990 between the hours of 2330hrs and 0600hrs. In
addition to the proposed night time noise quota, the Relevant Action also proposes the
following noise mitigation measures: - A noise insulation grant scheme for eligible dwellings
within specific night noise contours - A detailed Noise Monitoring Framework to monitor the
noise performance with results to be reported annually to the Aircraft Noise Competent
Authority (ANCA), in compliance with the Aircraft Noise {Dublin Airport) Regulation Act 2019

ANCA issued their decision, on 20" june 2022 . ANCA have not only considered the
requests, but went far and beyond the request, permitting 16,260 noise Quota counts
between 2300pm - 6.59 am ( 8,270 in excess of what was requested) and now the subject
of this submission. This consultation is just another process that will be logged and
submissions from the victims ignored, as part of the planning process to justify the
outcome and a mere tick box exercise.

The amount of 16,260 NQC equals = 44.54 aircraft movements per night - (16260 divided
by365days) Currently we have over 100 flight per night on the southern runway ,so we
need the full and true explanation as to HOW MANY FLIGHTS WILL BE OPERATING AT NIGHT
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—LTO { Landing and Take off) . We note the AQC of 0 is given to aircraft below 81 db
and there is no limit on the number of that category operating at night.

Daa, funding ANCA, sought approval from ANCA to change the night time hours, imposed
by ABP , based on an economic reason to trample on those adversely affected, in terms of
health and well being with no meaningful dialog and consultation on a resolution. This
leaves those in the direct noise zone of LTOs trapped and powerless, with health
implications now and going forward.

The Applicant has assumed the right to direct and instruct ANCA ( part of FCC) to produce
a NAO ( Noise Abatement Objective) under their cNAO proposals with their data, in parallel
to removing the night time restrictions, with a dual approach. It is important to note here,
that Dublin Airport currently has no restrictions and when the NAO is live, this will then
introduce restrictions to Dublin Airport.

So this planning application has three objectives.

e Deal with flight path issues not addressed with the community of St Margarets.

* Introduce a NAO with the least number of restrictions to suit the airport operator
and direct its content and procedure and implementation , to the detriment of
Dunbro and Millhead and Kilreesk Lane. This will place the airport operator as a
regulator as well as the body to be regulated . So the question is, who regulates the
regulator. The NAQ is required as part of the European Directive 598/2014 and the
END. (European Noise Directive) . In the Dail, during the debate on the setting up
of the new Aircraft Noise Competent Authority , Minister Shane Ross, stated that the
residents concerns would be taken care of. This has not been the case, as we find
ourselves in this process.

e Remove the night time restrictions — non use of schedules flights on runway 10L-28R.
Should this be granted, night time hours will be defined at Dublin Airport as 12pm to
0600 hrs — giving 6 hours sleep to those adversely affected — effectively removing 2
hours sleep and tranquil rest time, required for health and well-being. Night time
per the WHO is 11pm to 7am in the morning

¢ . Note the Decision from FCC states under :

Conditions and Reasons - Part 1 - Definitions
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As part of the planning conditions, a voluntary noise insulation scheme and voluntary buy
out scheme were paramount, in the interests of those impacted by the day time noise — 16
hours 7am-—11pm - on the operation of the new runway, as a mitigation measure. This
was catered for in the interest of the health and well-being of those adversely affected.

7. Prior to commencement of development, a scheme for the voluntary noise insulation
of existing dwellings shall be submitted to and agreed in writing by the planning
authority. The scheme shall include all dwellings predicted to fall within the contour
of 63 dB LAeq 16 hours Withi