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Hi James,

Please find Michael Kavanagh observation for case # 314485 - Draft Decision Relevant Action.

Thank you,

Bernadette
085-8640064
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co!!sepuence?’ influding incfeased tisks of cardiovascular disease, ment.11 1lc.lltII dl',I)rLler'l,
a IuI slee'p-relate,d cognitive impairnlenK- These impacts undersiore the urgent need fo;
stringent controls to protect affected communities. - - –-- - '

given these findings, it is essentlal tIIat anY current or future expansion of airport activIty
dUFing night-time hours be StFiCtIY limIted bY a movement cap of 13,000 antIU.11 nIEtlt-tlrne
flights. as proposed- However. the severIty of the projected health and environulcnta! Impacts
suggests that a complete ban on night'tinle nights 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 supporUi minin\ising or ellnllrIdIIng such
activity to meet public health and sustainability goals.

Without sucJl nreasures, the application should have been refused outrigtlt by the plannIng
authorities, as the adverse impacts clearly outweigh any potential benefits. Therefore, the
appIIcation 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.
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The folltI tyIng exp&nded sumnIdry hIEhllghL\ the lnddcquacles tif the DAA appIIcatIOn' the
bru.ICIit'', IIt plannIng condItIon\. and the need for a cllntprchen-live approach to nIJndglng
nIght-tlnre fllghL\. whtc ll Includes the retentIon of the nlovemcnt cdp as an ImmedIate
rut'd\urc and cIIn\Ieleratttln tif a full ban on nIght-time operdt11jnb tn safe&uard public IIedIth
and conrmunlty welfare

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

The DubIIn AIrport Autlr<}rlty (DAA} appllc,ItII,n fall', to a',',c'is or nlltlgatc:
the adverse effects tIf nIght tIme noIse adequately
Average metric\ IIke 'H, HIghly Sleep DI',turhed (}lSD) and L„,'„, fall Ill
capture acute lnrpacb, such a\ awakenlnHq. wtllt-h II,rvc lnlnlcdlrtc antI long
term healtlr con',ertuenceq

e

• Health Implications of Nighttime Noise
ChronIC sleep dI\rupllun c£lntrlllute'; III cdrdlnvJsrtllnr dl',ca\r. nrcnta1
health dI\orders. and reduced cognItIve pelforlll,Into,
The WHO highIIghtS that even one addltlon31 awakcnlnH per nIght
represents a signIfIcant ddt-er',e he,IItl1 Imp,ICt, iBntrrt't! in tllu DAA'\
proposals

• Projected Impacts
TIle lnbpectllr hd\ deFIned Ill,!t nrlrrt' III,in 1 dddltlcln,Il aw,lkt’nInE per nIght
a\ a result of aIrcraft noIse is a slgnthcant adverse inlpdrt.
TIle In',pucttlr has concluded ''ln con)uncllon W’ItIl the budrd's indulrclldcnt
acoustIC expert tllat the lnforlndtion contdlned in tIle RD and tIle RA docs nut
adequately denrltn SIrate consIderation of all measures necessary to enbul e
the incre.3\e in nIghtS during tIle nIghttIme hours would prevent a SIgnIfIcant
negatIve Impact on the exIstIng populatIon "

6 Irlsulrtion Limit3tions
In sui,ItIl>n measures cannot fully mItIgate nlgllttlnlc noise due to factors IIke
open windows, low.frequency moist', and punk noIse events
The WHO art.rage In\uld{tiln vdltli' nf 2 ! dR as',unle\ WIndOWS are open 20tIL
t)[ the year. nr3klng lrt',uldtllin Iu\\ rlfrcl ive,
The lntrodu ct11111 of a nutv lrl'tuldt ii}II I rttt'l I.I ttf 80l18 L.~-1 ,1 IS h'ulCOlnuLi,
however. wltlltlut J detaIled but ill rndp\ llltllcdtllrg bV}lO rluallfle\ for tIll\ thu
decISIon I\ in(ornpletu
Furthcrnlore. tIlt' Er,Int value of C20,000 IS rt,n''ldcrcd lnddcttudtc to fulIY
lnbulate those }Iorlres that quaIIfy. Cclnlp3rI sons tli uLtler EU cuuntrleb are
lncomplt'to and do dcknowlctIEe tIle fact ttl.It constructIon CubtS in Ireland
and particularly DubIIn are close to the hIghest in the EU.

- it 1 s fundanIcntatly v/rung that any!)tIdy who is so SIgnIficantIY affected bY
the neHdtlve irnpdcb of noIse from the prop,tsed duveloprnt'nt should have
to carry tIle cost f>r any mitIgatIon works needed,
The scheme shoutd be redesIgned to cover the full cost of InsulatIon.

Necessity of the Movement Limit
The movenlent cap of 13.000 nlghttlme nighL\ is crItIcal to rcduclnH nui\r
impacts and protectIng pUbIIC Ire3ltlr.
wlthout this cap, nolsc exposure levels WIll rise siBnllicd11t ly, endangcrlnH
the well-beIng of nearby resIdents

8
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• Conclusion on Permission
The permISsion should be denIed due to the DAA''. Insufficient n111se

mItIgatIon measures and faIlure to address core pUbIIC hcdltt1 rl\It',

2.0 llnauthorrsed Flight Paths and Breach of Planning ConditIons
• Deviation from Approved Flight Paths

The DAA has lmplemPnted fIIght paths that devIate \lgnlficdntJy from ttl'1',r
approved in the Envlronrncntal Irnp,ICt Statement (EIS)
These unauthorIsed devIatIons expose prevIOUSly un3fTerled area'. In
SIgnIfIcant noIse Impacts. creatIng unas'ies bed rISks

• Failure to Seek Updated Perntissions
The devlatlonb breach Condltloll I of the pldnntnE perlnl\SIon. WhICh
requIres adherence to the orIgInally assessed nIght paths
No updated Erlvlronlrlentdl Impart A',',esqment (EIA) or plannlnE dppllc alton
has been submItted for the',e changes

• Conlmunity Impacts
Affected communItIes have experIenced unreasonable noi\c levels Wttll' 'il1
proper consultatIon or mItIgation measure'i
Local schools have been Impacted
The Impact has been devastatIng for conlnrunltle\ with fanrlllcIS now fecllnR
IIke they have no option but to sell theIr homes.
Trust in the DAA has been severely eroded due to a lack of transpdFenCY dnd
accountabiIIty

, Legal and Procedural Concerns.
Tlle unauth1)rlsed nlght paths ulldermlne the plannIng SYstenl'\ lntegEltY
5ettlnb a dangerous preccdclrt lor future projects-
Grd11tlnR permlsslun ullder these condItIOns vlolates plannlng laws and
ObIIgatIons under the EIA DIrectIve.

e Conclusion on Pc FRI is SIon

PermiSS11Jn sllould be unequivocally denIed unul unauthorlt’ed fllght path\
cease and comprehenSIVe reassessnlents arc completed'

3.0 Right or Appeal in the Alrcr,rn Noise Act 2019

Legal F====:: :Jr tIIL. AIrcraft NoIse Act pL'rInlb appeals of Regulatory OetibIQns
(RDs) by relevant per\ons who partICIpated in the consultrUon process
:MTa&l MdrHdr t,I',, The Ward ResIdents Group) quaIIfIes as a relevallt
person under thI\ frdlnework.

• Inappr EIIll::: iF;;IIi:l:F=:lqe.RlatPd RI) bUd- lndppruprlat-ly delIIt'd by An
Bord Plednil,I. despIte clear Ie8i\IRrtlvc pruvl\lons support11+: 1l- I
Denia1 „f .,ppi,11 preve11ts crlu,'al scr unIty of noise mitIBJllon lnpa\ureq and
exacerbate', (umlllurllly dIScnfranchlseInent'

• I r11 P o InE1p1:: T: : : J: rPP : : c: a ts t ) r n 1 J I nta in InK transparenCy Ben sur in FaLL IIU it in tIll it ) FInd
h;lantlnR dlrpnrt operatIOns WIth colnmunitY weltaFe'

• ConcIuT;:={lnH appeals ullderl111nl.\ pubIIC trust and VIOlate\ tIle AIrcraft NoIse
Act'; lntt.nt to pr,>ride arfrcted partIes a voice
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1.11 Nolsc Quot.1 Sy,I.HI in 11lc IInE.11 1)c'clopnIt:nt l’lln

• EQ11CY VI;::,:’:T),\O 11, „,Fl„,,L, . NtI,\C QUIIt.I \>\tI'nI {'II.':, J I„ ’- 'I '’ ' ' r' , . I‘
not\r lnlp,Irt\. p,lrtlruldrly tlurln}: nIEhtllnrc llP1 r ltt' 'rl-
The pollcy prltlrttlzeq communIty h?,tlth. \n\t ,lin jtlllll' nn I ttvr' II' '’ III
t IUIL'tar dirt raft

, Clldllen£e s in Implementation
Wlthout a cap on niBhttlme fll£ht\. curnlllrtlyr nl'l\r Imp'l'-t\ \\ III p''r\l\I
despIte efforts in Incentlvlre r]ult'tt'r dlrcrdft
Currcnl plans in(reaqe noi',e cxpl) sure ,thc Ive 2019 ievrl\. vi( tIltIng nOI\r
atratemcnt ntl)rctlvc\

• Recommendations
Enforce a rnoycmcnt IImIt aIIIng\Ide dIr NQ S to en\IIrr it cIFt'Lt tut it rI tILl' t’\
noise dIsttlrbdnre\

AIIgn the systen1 WIth best prdctlcu\ oh'.erved at m.IIar Ellrnpt'.In .rlrr.’rt'.

5.0 NIght Flight Restrictions in Europe and ImpIIcations for Dublin
• European Conrparisons

Major aIrports IIke Sctrlphol. Heathrow. an,I Frinkftlrt cnfnrt r \trll t t .IF\ tlr
curfew s on nIHhnInre fIIghtS

DubIIn's proposed 31.755 annu.It nIRhttlnrr fIlj:IIt s 1 lr r\cred these IIrr'IN\
llnllt\ relatIve tII pasqengrr numllrn

' Health and En\ironnlent31 Allgnll\cnt
European aIrports prIorItIze redUCIng noi',t' r\po\ure iII lllltIE lte .1I .-}.
dIsruptIon. cardIOvascular rISks. and stress

- AdoptIng the 13.000'nIl,hE cap aIIgn', DubIIn WIth lnternatl.rnII b.\t
practIces. ensurIng proportIonal and sustainable npcratl,in q

• Conclusion
The proposed number of nIghtS is dIsproportIonate and poses un.rcrept.rblr
hI’ErIth and envlronmrnt.II rISks

WIthOUt the movenrent IImIt the NoIse Abatement OblctUve (NAO) \, ( b)
ANCA for Dubltn AIrport cannot be fully achIeved

6.0 Inadequacy of Insulation in Mitigating Aircr.If( Noise-induced Ah .lk,'ning s
• Technical I.imilrtions oflnsulrtirln

InsulatIon does nirt ddllrc\\ t r ItIL II ntll\r l',\ur\. SUL h a\ In\\ -frtquent y
noise penctrdt urn and sh.rrp peJk\ trIp+it rIng awaktnln£\
Dormer-\lyle hl)u'bIng nt-ir lhd dlrptrrT I', pdrtlt-ul trI\' \u\ceptlblr ttl t1,1'~r

renderIng In\ulrtILln III Nrly lllrffCLtl bt‘
Existing Schemes Are Inbutncit’nt

Resldentl.II NoI\r III\lllitt£rn St llrnlr {}:NIS) rnII II,unc S+lunJ IIl\LIl.III, in
Progr,IIn [HSIP) do ntlt ntcrt mtnlrrn hrrlth prI)trl tIlln \tJnLlrr,I,
Insulrtlon Iq UIl\UltJ IIla Itlr nIKI+ltllnr IInn,ICt\ illtJ t.tttn,it \IIb.,tltutr t,Ir
oper,ItIl)n.II rc',trlt-tlrln\ IIIcr ntlrvrment cdp\

8

• Alternative Mitigation hlcdsurcs
\'oluntdry purt ha\e \theme\ tor rr\Ident\ in hIBh-not\r lone., \h,tulll h€
e\panLlrd trl rdrlrr\\ tllr ntl) bt -r\ rI r lllbjI,it !\ t'It,'I tIt rIb

• Conclusion
In\uldtlon alone clnnut rnltl}:itc nIHhttlnle llol\a tIltpiLl\. Llprr3trLrn.II
restrIction'i lllu\t rrril.lin central tII IrtltIE,ltjtln \tr.rtrcl,',
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8.O Other EnvIronmental Impacts

Use of Outdated Surveys,
The Appr11prlate A'’se', bment (AA) reIIed on outdated ectllnElr aI sur\'uy\ lhdt
do not accurateIY reflect current envIronmental tondltlr)n\
FalluFe to update ',UFveY\. underrnlne'I the vdlldlly uf the d\\e\\ment and
rlsk\ tIverlooklng cntICal Impacts on local hahltaL\ and speclt,\

No AA on Full North Runway Dev;lopment: '
The AA dld not a\\cbs the full strIpe ilf the Nora Runway development
focu''lng only on limIted aspects of the proposal
Slgnlfirant comptJnenb of the development were excluded, leavlng malor
potentIal Impacts uneramlned

No Cumulative or In-Combination Assessment:
The AA faIled to consIder cumulatIve lmp,las arlslng from the lntrrdrtlon of
pc N1)ah RunwaY wlth other existIng and planned prolecL', in the vlclnlty
The absence of an ln'comblnatlon abbessmerIt VIOla Ics key Iep.11

requlrement5 and rIsks underebtlmatlng the overall e11vlrunnlunta! lmpnct
of the devctopnrcnt

e

e

•

' Non-CompIIance with Legal and Regulatory Standards:
The fallure to provIde an accurate. comprehenSIve. and up-to-d.Ite AA
hredthrb ObIIgatIon b under the EU llahltdu, DIrectIve,
The plannIng process has been rtlmpromlsed by thIS ami\\ion. exposIng Lhc
drvulopmcnt to potentIal legal challenges

• Potential Environmental Risks:
The lick t,fthllruuEh asses\ment could lead to sIEntnrrnt unrnltlg,IIed
lmpdcLs on prutccted habItats and specIes, inclUdIng cunrulatlve degradatIon
of local ecosystems

9.O Recommend.I IIons and Final Position
• Cease Unauthorised Flight Paths

Inlmkdlrtety hIlt unauthorIsed devIatIons and revert to the fIIght paths
approved under the orIgInal EtS
Conduct a new EIA to assess the impacts of any proposed devtdtjl)ns

Retain Movement Lirnit
MaIntaIn the cap of 13,000 nIghttIme RIghts to prevenl further dcgrrdatliln
tlfCfJmnlunlty health and well-beIng
Implement the NoIse Quota System to Incentlwze quIeter aIrcraft and enbufc
proportIonal opcrdtluns

Refuse Permission
GrantlnE pcrm1,,,,10n under these CIrcumStanCes undermInes plannIng
IntegrIty and pubIIC trust
UphOldIng planning ilw and ensuring tran''paFent' evIdenCe-baSed
assessments are e\sentlai for future aIrport operatlons

a
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