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Lisa Quinn

From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:
Attachments:

B BEYER <bbeyer202 1 @gmail.com >
Friday, December 20, 2024 2:16 AM
Appeals2
Carol Smyth Observation Draft Decision Relevant Action
Carol Smyth Observation for Relevant Action Ref 314485.docx

ICaution: This is an External Email and may have malicious content. Please take care when
clicking links or opening attachments. When in doubt, contact the ICT Helpdesk.

Hi James,

Please find attached observation for Relevant Action Draft Decision from Carol Smyth. ABP Case #
314485.

Thank you,

Bernadette
085-8640064
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adverse Impact of tIle Rolcvant Actlf)n
grantIng permIssIon. The

result in sl},nificant addltlonal
health and \veIl-being

nlental health dtsQrders
Impacts underscore the urgent need for

corrlrrlunlt Ies.

/\n-b

Glvcn thFse npdlng5. it is essentIal that any current or future expdn\ion of alrpon activity
during night'time hours be strictly limited by a movement cap of 13,000 annua1 nikht.tlm:
nIF;hLs. as ptoposed- llowever. the severitY of the prolected health and environmentalIInpacB
suggests that a complete ban on night-time flights may ultimately be necessary to ensure the
well-being of affected communitIes. Night-time operatIons present unacceptable risks to
health and quality of life, and the evidence strongly supporb minimising or etlminatlng such
activity to meet pUbIIC health and sustainability goals.

WIthOUt such measures. the application should have been refused outright by the plannIng
authoritIes. as the adverse impacts clearly outweigh any potential benefits. Therefore. the
applicatIon must now be rejected to protect the integrity of the planning process, uphold
public health standards, and ensure that the needs of the local community are prIoritised over
operational convenience. a
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T}le, f11ll11wtn}: expanded \urnnl,rw hlghllghL\ the lnddcqud(.le5 of the DAA appIICatIOn, the
bredchc', €if pldnnlnR cllndltltln\. and the nerd for a comprrhcn-,ive tpprllactr to nran.li,ing
nIHht-tlnrr fllghL\. whlctl InclUdes the rctcntl(in of the nlovemt,nt cdp as an lnlnrcdl-rtc
ruud',urc and eltn\ldcrdtlrln ofa full ban lin nthiht.bmc operatIons to \.rfeguard pubIIC lledltlr
and conrmunlty welfare.

1.0 Inadequacy ofDAA Application and Necessity of Movement Limit
' Failure to Address Noise Impacts

The DubIIn AIrport AuthorIty (nAA) appIICatIon faIls to assess or nrltl}late
the dd verse effec{\ of nlghttl rue noI',e adequately
Average metrIc\ IIke fIl, tlIHtlly Sleep Dl',turhed (HSt)) dull L, ', , fail tO
capture acute lnlpacL\ such a', awa) ceIIIngs, whlrh h,Ivr llnllludlrtc and IIlIIE
term he’dIal consequence',

• Health Implications ofNigllttimc Noise
Chrtlnlc sleep dIsruptIon tllntrltiutc'i to c3rdlOVJ'icul lr dI\Cd\1,'. nlcntdl
health cII-It+rdcrs. and redtlct’d cognItIve per forllldllct'.
The WHO llIRhlIHht\ tllat even IIne addItIonal awakcnl rIk per nIght
represents a signI llc,Int ddver be healtll Impact. i}inc irt’tI in tIle f)AA's
proposals

• Projected Imp.ICU
TIle In',pectllr hob dchnt•d that rnort' t Ilan 1 ad Jltlr)nIl awakening per nIl,ht
as a re',ult tlfalrcrJft nI)I\e IS a ',IHnlticdnt adverse inljr,it t.
TIle in',puctcir IIdS cl)ncludccl ''ln conlunctlon wltlr the board's independent
acoustIC uxpert that tIle lnforln,IiIon contilned in tIle RD dnd the RA does ntlt
adequately demI] n\trate consIderation of all measures necessary to ensure
the increase in nI}{IILS durIng tIle nIghttIme hours would prevent a SIgnIficant
negative Impact on the exIstIng populatIon.'

Irr5ulirtion Linritdtions
insulatIon measure', cannot fully mitIgate Illgllttlnle noIse due to factors IIke
open windows, low'frequency noI\u. and peak noise events
The WHO avrr,IEe In',uldtlon vdlttt’ of 2 i dB as\nines WIndows are open 20’;b
of the year, makIng In\ulitjtln Ic\\ uffNCll\ e
The lrltrudut’Itlin 1If a nr by Irl'lUldlitr II I rlll'l lfr !)f 80l18 Lq~-1 ,1 IS wclcc)1r It’d,
however. wltltuut a det31lt'd but tif map\ llltllCJt lnK wllo tjudllflc\ for thl\ tIle
declslun l\ incornpletc
Furt}lernrore. IIly grant vjjuu of C2U.OOC} is t-tIn\ltlcrcd ln3tIctjudtu to fully
Insulate alot,e llolneb ttlat qudllry. Ctlnlpdrl',unb tII other £U countries are
lnconrpletl, and du acknowledge the fact ttldt constructIon costs in Ireland
and particularly DubIIn are close tcl the hIgheSt in the EU
It is runddrncntally wrong that anybody wIl,I is so SIgnIFIcantly affected by
the neHdtlve inlpdcl,i of noIse from the proposed devclopnlent slluutJ lldvc
to carry the cost of any mitIgatIon works rlecded
The st..Game should be rude\igned t,I cover tIle full cost of ln\uldtlc)n

Necessity of the Movement Limit
The movcnl£.,nt tap ur 13.000 nlghttlme nIHhu is crItIcal to rcduclnH luil\r
imprc.-u and protectIng pubIIC Irerlth.
\vlthou{ this cap, nr11se exposure levels \VIII rise signllicantiy, endangcrlnB
tIle well-beIng of nearby resIdents.

•
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+ Conclusion on Permission
The permISSIon should be denIed due to the DAA's InsufficIent nolsr
mItIgatIon measures and faIlure to address rorc pUbIIC hcaltt\ rIsks

2.0 UnauthorIsed Flight Paths and Brcacll of Planning Condition b
Deriation from Approved Flight Paths

The DAA has Implemented fIIght paths that devIate SIgnIficantly from those
approved in the Envlrunmcntdl Inlpdtt Statement (EIS).
These unauthorl\ed devIatIons expose prevIOUSly unaffected areas to
SIgnifIcant noise Impacts, creatIng unassessrtJ rI\Its

Failure to Seek Updated Pernrissians
The devIatIons breach Condltroll I of the piannlnF, perrnls sion. WhICh
requIres adherence to the orlglndlly assessed fIIght path\
No tlpdated Envlronlnrntdl Irnpact Assessment (EIA) or plannIng appIIcatIOn
hd\ been submItted for ttlest' changes

C

fommunity Imp3cts•

Affected communItIes have experlellccd unreasonable noise levels WIthOUt
proper consultatIon or mltlbatlon measures.
Local schools have been Impacted
The impact hd\ been devastatIng for cunrlnurntle\ WIth fanrllles now feeIIng
IIke they have no optIon but to sell theIr honres
Tru\t in tlle DAA has been severely eroded due to a lack of transpJrentY and
accountabiIIty.

Legal and Procedural Concernse

The unauthr)rlsed nIght paths ulldermlnr tIle plannIng -'ystenl's lnteErltY
settIng a dangerous precedcIIt for Future projects.
Granting permls\lon under these condltlnns violates pldnnlnH \a\v'' and
ohllgatlr)n\ under the EIA Dtrecllve.

• Conclusion on Pernlission
PermtsSlrJn should be unequIVOcally denled untll unauthoFlsed nlliht path''
cease and conlprehenSIVe reasSessnrents are completed

•

+

3.0 Right of Appeal in the AirrrdR Noise Act 2019
, Legal I'’raIne\\ ark

Scctlon IQ of the Alrcrd it NoIse Act pefn11L\ appeals of RegulatorY Declsians
(RDs) by relevant per,ons who partICIpated in the consultatIon process
SMT tv ('SL Mlrgdret's The Ward ResIdents Group) quallnes Jb a relevant
person under thIS frdlnework

I n a P P r ! 1 1: :: 1: :1 :re: I =: {\: f : : 1 s c w r e 1 a t e d R 1 ) bUd bInd P pro prInt clyde fIIP IIbyAn
Burd Pleanjla. de',pl Ie clear leglsldtlve provl\luns suPPott111H ll' ,
f)en1.11 „f appeal preve11U, crItIcal scruU11y of noise mitlgdtl'n In-a*Hrt'' lnd
exacerbates comnlulllty dlsenfrdnchi'.clncnt,

• I n1 P o InEp ::i= : : : 1: rcP : : 1: F 1 t ) r I I I J I n 1 3 in InK tran \ in ten cylon \ urInE acLU untIl tIll it ) p and
h=1'anclnR dlrport operatlol\\ wllh colnnlunity \veIl'Ire,

ConcIuB:: IInE appPa\\ undel nllnt,\ pubIIC trust and VIal.IIPS tIle AIrcraft No-\r
Act's Intent tu prllvide affected parties a vnlce'
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1.11 Nul\, Q„,t.1 St ,tfn1 in thc FinK.II Dc-plopnlcn1 Plan

r'11'Y :V;::,::}ACJ Irl \llr1.1.rt' I N'..*„ Q'„'t„ \> '.''n. 1 '.'.1'' J I„ '. '1 „ „ '''r' '-h
nt!!\u lntprrl,,, p,InIt rlldrty tlurln}: nIRhttlrnr IIjlt r ltl' II-
The pol1 cy prlnri{1/eq c11mmunlty health. \ust.tIn,ltllllt', . In 1 tllr' II\'' III
I jull'Icr ,urc raIl

•

e CII,rllen£cq in ImplementatIon
Wlthnut a cap on nIEhttlme nIRhL\. cunluldtl\ r nI'I\£' lmprrt\ \\IIt pt'r\I\t
desplle efforts to tncentlvlrc cjult’lrr dirt rltft
Current plans increase noi sr OXPIt',urc at?IIve 20 ly level\ VIOlatIng frIllst’
abatement ohluttlvc\

• Rcconrrrrendation5
Enforce a movement IImIt along\Ide the NQS tn en'.orr it ullrCttVt Ib rt 'I'1’ ' ,
noise dIsturbance'I
AlIEn the system WIth best practIce\ otl'.on'ed at m.IIar Etlropt,in IIrr'' rt \

5.0 Night Flight Restrictions in Europe and ImplicatIons for DubIIn
• European Conlpdrisons

MaJor aIrports IIke Schlplrol, Heathrow. and Fr3nkfurt cnFort r strIct tip\ t 1r
curfe\\ $ nn ntHllKlnre nIghtS
DubIIn's proposed 31.755 annual nIRhttlnlc nII:Ilt\ 1 lr r\rt-rtl thc'-r 31rp'Irt\
IImIt\ relatIve tII pa\\cngcr numltenl

• Health and En\ iron Ill ental Alignlucnt
European aIrport't prlorltl/e rrLIUClng nLIj\t' r\pubure iII nlltl£.Itc +lPt'p
dIsruptIon, rdrdll) vascular rISks. alld stress

. AdoptIng the 13.000-nIght cap aIIgn\ DubIIn t SIth lnterndtlonrl be\t
practIces, ensurIng propor110nrl and sustainable operrtllln\

• Conclusion
The prc)po'Bed number of nIghtS IS dIsproportIonate and po\t’\ und(reptrtllc
health and cnvlronmrntal rI'Ik'\.
WIthOUt the movement IImIt the NoIse Abatement ObJectIve (NAO} \ct by
ANCA for DubIIn AIrport cannot be fully achIeved

6,0 Inadequacy of Insulation in bIlliE=ting Aircraft Noise-Induced An 3kcnin£s
• Technical I.imitrHons of Insulation

InsulatIon dots noI ddtlrt’\\ trtttl dI noi\t' l\\ur\. qUIll a', In\\ .frequency
noIse penetratIon ,Ind sh lrp pt'ak'I trIOit IInE at\ rkrn IIl=\
Dormer'blyle htlu\Ing nr.rr the dlrptul lq pdRtcul,Irlr \u\ctpllblr t,I n,II\c
rendertn}; In\ulntltln IJrHt•ly 111rfTr, IIvr

ExistIng Schemes Are Insutncit’nt
Resldentlnl NrJt\r in suI.ltton StIle IIly (RNI S) ind II,+nIC S,lund III\ul.In, III
Progr,Im (llSIP) dIr not nrcct mudrrn hrrlth prlltrctjtln \tIn,I.Ir,I\
InsulatIon IS un\uIt.IIlle ftlr nIFlltttlllr Irnp,ICt\ .rlld t.lllnLlt \tlh\tltl ltc t,lr
lrpur3tlon,tI rr\trtrttrln\ llkr nttlvrment cap\

Alternative Mitigation RleJsurcs
\’oluntiry purch3\r \chemo'I fur resldcnt\ in hIHll'noI\c /nIle., \h,IUILl he
r\pandrd tlr Jrldrr\\ thu ntll\1 \r\ urc 111111.111\ t'flrt tI\ rI\

©

a

• Conclusion
In\uldtlun alone cannot Ini IIE.Itc nIBhttlrllr nttl\r lnrpr,t\. opel itILljr.It
re\trlctlun\ ntu\t rrnlllln crnlr,it tII rllltIH.ltllln \trdlrCl,'\

+



1 0 llc,111l1 antI I n\lrnnntf nt.II Imp.tds
NoI\c-inrlul ctI tlr.IIt h RI\R\

(Irlttnlr rtl,o\urc to nlxhtlrmr aIrcraft nr'lv Int nasa the n\t\ I'I
(arrlltrv.r\cut.Ir III\raw h)Trnrnqjttn and menIal tualth l' ' ''\
Chlldrrn's toxnrtlvr devrlt)pmrnt jq &dvrrvly •IInteII lmNltlttR In+ln VT
learnIng antI jI\ traII pct lllrmdnt r

©

• I connmlr t o\t\
IIe&lth.11,laird 111\t\. im ludlnB hr4lthr arr exp nw\ and IrtIn' r'l
pnxlurtlvlty. air \uhqrntlil antI tanK traIt
For example. 8rus trl\ AIrport \ health Ii)\t 3rulnls \uUcqt\ umllat lmV tq
at jlublln ttruIJ real h t 7 c;OnI 4nnuall\

I'opujjjton f \posed
r Tlle DAl anal),\l\ has n+H uscd the c11rrn t p''l'uhll'ln 411 aut\ in

dctcrmln Inl the Impact\ TIll\ undrtc\tlmalcq tht Imp it "n the
ttrmmunltlc\ arrruntl tIle alrTBlrl

, pubIIc }lcdlth Suhnrl\\Ion\
1 \ 1,1, n, c fr„m health a8tncle\ cmpha\11c\ tInt w8'c lnJu' hItI etp

I: 1: := = = 1 : it : T:Er : itIIU : : \rra:: 1: :[T::I=p T1 :: : 1: : : :11 : : : :: a bIrd f \ T 1 ( IP men taMI
pubIIC ht'dlth prtHcctlnn
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8.0 Other Environmental Impacts
Use of Outdated Surveys:

The Apprttpr late A\\r\\munI ( AA) rclled an outdated utlltttFltri \urge,ys th.It
d£i not accurately reflect rurr ent envtrnrtmetr lat torIJItl{,a,
FaIlure to UPClite \urvey'I undermInes the vaIIdIty of the a\be\\merIt dnd
risks uyerloo+qIng crItical Impacts on local habItats and ,',pctlr\

No AA on Full Noah Runway Development:
The AA dId nlii a',',v',', the full bcc IPC of the North Runway development,
foru\InK only on IImIted aspects of the propo\,at
SIgnifIcant rumpnnenLS oFthe development were excluded, tc3ytng rndjnr
potentIal Impact\ unux3rnln£'d

No Cumulative or in..Cornbind tion A$sessrrlent:

The AA fdI ted to consIder cumulatIve llnp,IctS arISIng from the interactIon of
the North Run\yay will I other existIng and planned proirc is in the vl€1ril ty
The absence of an In-cornhlnat ion a',\eqsment VIOlates kry leg.Ii
requIrements and rISks untJere5tlma£lng the overall elrvlronnlvnta! Impact
of the devcinpmcnt

Non'eompliance with Leg31 and Reguia{cry Standards:
The f31lure to prlrvlde an accurate, comprehensIve, and up.to'ddte AA
breaches obIIgatIon', under the EU llahlt,ILb DIrectIve
The plannIng process ha\ been compromr'ied by thIS itnrl\\Ion. exposIng the
devolopment tl) potentIal legal challenge\

+
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• Potential Environmental Risks:
The tack rtftJtrlroui,h assessment could lead to sIEn\t'Icant unmltIRatcJ
Imp,ict', on protected habItats and specIes. including cumulatIve deErad3tl:In
of local eco\ystems

9.o Rccomrnend.rtlons arId Final Position
w Cease Unauthorised Flight Paths

inlmt,dialely hd St unduUrort5ed devlaUons and revert to the nl§iht paths
approved under the orIgInal EIS
C-o-nduct a new FIA to assess the lmpacLs of any proposed devIatiOns

, Retain Nlavcrnenl Linrit
MaIntain the cap of 13,000 nIgh{time Righb ttl prevent further degradatlIJn
of community health and well-beIng
implement tie Not\e Quota System tu incenttw7e quIeter aIrCraft and en bure

B

proportIOnal operatIOns
Refuse Permission

GrantIng per.ml\\lon under these circumstances undefn lines pldnnlng

FiIE:rn:BaLl: jt:::nd en'udng transparent’ ev}dence'b&sea
discs,;ments are essentIal for future aIrport opeFatl£ins
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