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Introduction

coRsepuence.s' influding lncreased risks of cardiovascular disease. mental health disorders:
a.neJ sleep-relate.d cognitlve impaiFments- These impacts underscore the urgent need fo;
stringent controls to protect affected communitIes. -

given these findings, it is essential that anY current or future expansion of airport activity
during night'time hours be strictly IImited by a movement cap of 13.000 annu Jl night_t1 n;I
nights, as proposed. However, the severity of the projected health and environmenttlfim paco,
suggests that a complete ban on night-time nighK 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 supports minimising or elimInating such
activity to meet public health and sustainability goals.

Without such measures. the application should have been refused outright by the plannIng
authorities, as the adverse impacLS 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.
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The f,1111)WInE expanded \urnnldry hIEtlllghL\ the lnddcqudcle\ or the DAA appIIcatIOn. the
hreJrht'\ tlr plillnln}{ condItIons, dnd thc need for a tunIprrherl',lvt' apprtldch to nlan'rRinH
night.tlrne nIj:hL\, wIllett InclUdes the rctrntlon of the nlovemcnt c,ip as an immctll,ltL'
nrt'd',ure and clin',ltleratlon of a full bIn (in nIght-bme OperatIons tII I,afeHu3rd public- tIe,1l1l1
and conlmunlty welfare

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

The DubIIn AIrport Autllorlty (DAA} ajlpilcatlon faIls to assess or nlltl FjdIC
the adverse effects of nlgllttime noise ddcqudtely
Average metrICS IIke ' Ii, tIlj:IIly Sleep DI\turht,d (}{SD) antI L, ,'„ fall III
capture acute lnlp.rcn, ',UL"h 3\ dwdkenlnHS, tv}ttrt1 ll.Ive llllIIleLJtdtc and it)IIE
term health cf>nqerluence',

Health Implications ofNiglrttimc Noise
ChronIC sleep dI\ruptlun ttlntrlt3utt'', ttl cartlloyd\cular dIke,I',c, nlcntdl
health dI\orders, and reduced cognitIve perforlllalIL-u.
The WHO tlighlIRhts ttlrt evan one addltlonil dwdkcnlnH jlcl- night
represents a siHnl!-lcd iII dLJVcr\a haolth inlpdct, igntlrcJ in tIle nAA's
proposals

Projected Impacts
The ln',prcti)r hd\ dcfint'd tIl,it nlrire tItan 1 ,ldJltltln.II dw,rkcnlnE per nIEllt
a\ a result ttfalrcrJft noIse is a SIgnIficant adverse inll)act.
The In\puctcir hds cunt ludcd - in conjunctIon WIth tIle board's independent
acoustIC expert tIl,it the lnfor:nition contaIned in tIle RD and the RA docs 11111

adequately demonstrate consIderation of all measures necessary to ensure
tIle Increa',e in nIt:IILS durIng the nIEtlltllnc hours would prevent a SIgnIficant
negatIve Impact on the exlsllng population.'

InsuIJtion Lirrritdtions
In',ulatron measures cannot fully rnltlg3tc nlgllltln It' noIse due to factors IIke
open windows, lclw'frequency noi',e, and punk noIse events.
The WHO dvt.rage In',utdtl<In vaILlc of 2 1 dB a';\unlc\ WIndOWS are open 20'>b
of the year, nraklnR Irl',ul.ltlltn Iu\\ rfft'c tIVO.
The lntroductltln tIf a IIt.by Ill suI,ltillrl r rlll't lr tIf 80tiB Lq .q „ I\ wcictInrcri,
however, tVIi}tiiUL i dutdltcd bet tIf lndpb llrLllCdltnH wllo qudlifle\ for thIS ttlu
decISIon IS tncc)rnpletc

Furthermore. tIlu grant v.rluu or C20,000 is ctin\ltlrrud lndrlctluite trl fully
In\u Idle Ulo!,e IIIIlIIes that qujjlfy. Conlp drl\ons tII ultier EU countriub dre
lnconlplt-tc and do acknowlt'dEe tIle fact ttl.It cun5tructlun cu\ts in 1 rt?land
and particularly DubIIn are close to the hIghest in the EU.
It 15 funddntcntally wrong LIl,it anybody wtlo is so signIfIcantly affcttud by
tlle neHdtlve lrnp,ICL', of nuI se from the proposed devclopnlcnt stlould have
to carry the cost Df any mItIgatIon works needed,
The scheme should be redesigned tu cover the full cost of InsulatIOn

e

•

•

e

, Necessity of the Movement Linrit
The movement cap of 13.000 nIghttIme nIEhL\ is crItICal to reducIng noI\r
impacts and proteCtIng public health,
without this}apf nolsc exposure levels WIll rise signlllcuntly, enddngcrinE
the well.beIng of nearby resIdents.

a
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+ Conclusion on Permission
The permISSIon slrould br denIed due to the DAA", tnsuffirlent n01 br
mIn},atlon measures and faIlure to address lure pubIIC health rl"ks

2.0 UnauthorIsed Flight Paths and Brcdell of Planning CondItions
• Deviation from Approved Flight Paths

The DAA has Implemented fIIght paths lhat devIate \IBnlfIL-daIly from those
approved in tIle EnvIronmental Irnp,ICt Statement (EIS)
These unauthorIsed devIatIons expose prevIOUSly un3fTerted areas to
SIgnIfIcant noise Im IricH. creatIng una ssessed rI\to

Failure to Seek Updated Pernrissions
The devIations breach ContIi[Ioll I of the pldnnlnl, permlssjlln. WhICh
requIres adherence to the orIEln3lly assessed fIIght paths
No updated EnvIronmental Impact Assessment (EIA) or plannIng appllcatlun
has been submItted for tIle\c changes

• Community Imp,ICtS
Affected communItIes have experlelrced unreasonable noise levels wltJluut
pruper consultatIon or mltIL3tlon measures.
Local schllols have been Impacted
The Impacl has been devastatIng for cunlntunttleb \HUI fanrltles now feeIIng
IIke they have no optIon but to sell theIr barnes
Trust in tllr DAA haq been severely eroded due to a lack of trar6prrenty and
accuuntabi\lry

Legal and Procedural Concerns:
Tllt. ulrduthf3rlqed nIght paths underrnlne tIle plannIng system's lnleEntY
setting a ddngernu\ precedent lur future prolect\
Grantlng permls\11,n under these conditIOns vIolates plannlng laws and
crbllgatlrlns. under the EIA DIrective.

+

, Conclusion on Pcrnlissian
Permisslrln should be unequivocally denled untll unauthor15ed fllght pdtll'’
cease and cornprehenslve reassessn\ents are completed'

3.0 Right of Appeal in the Aircrdn Noise Act 2019
e Legal Frarnework

a . Scrt11tn 1 0 of tllc Alrrrdlt NoIse Art pcrmIL'i appeals of RegulatorY Declbion\
{RDs) by 1 elegant per,ons who p3rtlrlp3trd in the consultatIOn process
gMT\V fSL Margaret’s The Ward ResIdents Groupi quallnes as a n:levant
person under thIS franlework.

• Inappr SEll;fsniiIu;alliLl:?::lse-rrldtpd RDs bY JblndpproprIat„I) dellIFll hy An
Bord Plean,iIa, dc\plte clear leglsldtlve pruvl!'Ions supportl11H It' I
Deni.11 „rappc.11 pr evunL\ crItical scrutIny of noIse mitlgatlon lnel\ures and
exacerbates cumnlunlly dtsenfrdnchl scInant.

, Importance of Appe+IIs , , , 1 ,„ 1
A Al, 1,„,1\ are vlta1 lor ln31ntalnln}; transpalPncY. ensurlnF: itLOuntdll'lltY' and

halantlnH jlrport operatlt>n\ WIth rolnnlunltY weltaFe'

Conclui::=LInE appeals undernllnc\ pubIIC trust and VIOlates the AIrcraft NO1\e
Act's int,nt to provide affucted parties a voice

3



1.p Nnl\t. Quoli1 St stonI in thc ring,it IJcvrlopnlcnt PI'In

policy :TiS::: tAO if, qtIPP,)ft\ d Nt it,C. Qll( it.I \) ,(,,ni fr, I) , I III ItIl I. + .I-fI r.Irt
noI\c lmp.}(t\, pJnltuldrly durlnR nl£htt intc 11Pt'fitll'll-
The policy prlorttlles comnruntly hr,HIb, qu\t.IIn l!'IIli', . an I ttlr u\'• I'f
qUIt'Icr dlrrraft

e

, eildllenges in Implcntentrtion
Wlthout a tap on nIHt}ltlflle nIghtS. clin IIII,tilt ,* njll\t' Imp.lrt\ WIll pt'r\t\t
despIte rIn)r t*, to Inct'ntltIre tjul+’trr dlrc rIft
Current plans illcre,r\c nolqc exp,I sure at)tIVO 20 19 levels, \’lalannE n''I\f ‘
abatement rthIt t tIVO\

+ Rcc{)mmeRdaliQI is
Enforce a movement IImIt aIIIng hIde tltp NQS Io ?n\tire it t'iFccttvt !\ rt * t11
noise cll'bturhJnrr'I
AIIgn the system WIth best prdctlrt’\ otr\erred at rn,III'r £urirpr Jn .IIrr''rt-

5.a Night Flight Restrictions in Europe and Implications for Dublin
• European Conrparisons

btalor aIrports IIke Schlph,ll. Heatllr tI\v. and Frankfurt enfllrt c \lott cdp\ I'r
eurfe\\ \ on nlgltttlnte nIghtS
DubIIn's proposed 31.755 annual nIHIIttlnru lllghL'b I,lr r\cred the\r rlrFltn'I
IImIts relatIve III pa\scnHrr numbrni

+ HeJllh and Ent ironntenErl Alrgnlltcnt
Europc3n aIrports prltirILl/e roduclnH rtc)1\t' t'\pu'Burr tII rrllt'£.Ito -.It'c[.
dlsruptlon, cardIOvascular rISks. and stress

- AdoptIng the 13,000-fIIght can aIIgn\ DubIIn u ILb InternatIonal br\t
practIces. ensurIng proportIonal and suqtalnrh le oper3tt,In',

• Conclusion
The proposed number of nIghtS is dI\!iroportlon3tr and pIl\es unrcctpt,Iht,'
llc,IItt} and envIronmental rl',k,
WIthOUt the nrovenrent llntlt thc NoI qc Abatement OhJrctlve {NAO) set by
ANCA for DubIIn AIrport cannot be fully drhleve,I

6.0 Inadequacy oflnsu}ati6n in Mitigating Aircraft Noise-Induced Abikenin£ts
+ Technical I,inti13tinnb nf Iribli}rtilrn

insulatIon does nrit ddttrc\\ crItIcal noI\r l\\ut'\ \til h a\ titw-fIt-quelIL\
noIse penetratltrn and stl rrp peak\ trIo:I rlnb: awrk,'ntrl£\
1)orrner- b lyle htlu\Ing nt'.rr thr dlrptljt l\ panltul trl\ \u\c cptlblr ttl no!\r
renderIng trl\ulrtllln Ial FrIy nlrffCLtl tr

' Exist+ng Schemes Are InsuffIcIent
ResIdentIal NoIse In\ulitutn StIlt'Inc jFINIS) ,Intl tturuc ';clull,i in\ut,III,in
Progrdtn {HSIP) tIlt not nlurl rntltlcrn hr.IItt! pr,tIe,-tIl\n \Ian,J.rrd\
In\uldllon l\ un\ultillie frlr nIKIIttIlllc InI[I,ICt\ rIta L.lllllot \uh\tltrl Ir I,tr
oprratlrln,31 rr\trlrtlon\ IIke nttr\'rnlt’nt ( Ip\

Alternative MitIgation M ensures
\'oluntdry FIIrt ha\r \ctreme\ for re\Ident\ in hIRtl-ntrl\r /one\ \h,IUILl bc
e\panded tn Jtldre\\ t llc nItJ\t \r\ rIC lllljIJcl\ etlrt tI\ rI\

e

• Conclusion
In',ulitlon alone cannot lnltl}:.It,' nIght{lnle noi\r in Ipd,t\. optr3tr,in.II
rr',lrlrtliln\ inu\t rein,lin ccntr,it to ulttl£, ItIIIn \trdlr4lrl
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7'a liralllr 3nd tat Irt>nmr nt.tI Impdttq
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pw}ducilt itY, aPe \uh\tanttd! and loriE term

afl): ITIT?::ill:rTfaT;IT IEtIT I '}'I andy\IS ulara\ Hmlhr lmM t\
Popul=IIon t\posed

The nAA alldIY\l\ has ntH u\cd thc tl)rrn tptfnlbl1„n 1l414,rI\ in
dctc[mIning the lmpatl\ TIll\ unllrrc\11m4tr\ the lnIFJ, 1 , n IF "
1 11nrnlunltlc\ art'und thc alrjB lrt

Public llorl th Suhnl}\\Ian\

1.vtdcncr flt+m health 3Rcnc lr\ rmpha stir\ llnl n,ute lnJu„ nI qjrrp
dI\tulhant c IS a SIRlunt ant rnvlrl+nmrn Idl hr allh it a
l£nunnB tIle# rI\ks tnntrdvtnr\ prInt Irlr\ uf \u\talndhlr Jr\rl„pmcn1 4n,I
pUbIIC health pr11totllnn

e

+

+

+



q

r

IB'o Ot IIar Ellvlroltnlcllt.I1 11111).Icts
• tJse of Outdated Stlrve.ys:

TIle Apprnprl'Ur A\\r\\nlrlr! ( AA) reIIc.11 c)11 nnttlitrd ctu logIc$11 \llrvry\ It\.It
do nt)t accurately rcncct ctlrrcllt cnvlron111cntnl ctlndltlonq
FalluFC tli UjltIJtC survey\ ulltlurlnlncs thc vaIIdIty I)( tIle d\\c.I\lnclrt dtltJ
FIsk'i ovcrlotlklng crItIcal Intpact\ oil local Itabltats and specIc'I

No ttA on Full North Runway Dcvclopnlcnt:
The AA d1 -I not a\\css tIle Itltl \cope of tIle Nortl1 Runway development
hrcusl rIK only oil IImIted aspects of the prI)pcs,II
SIHnifirdnt conrponcnt5 of tIle dcvelnpnrclrt wt.re excluded, leaving mdjnr
plitontl.II iaIn,rct\ unex,lrrrln€d

No Cumulert ibc or In-Conrbln,ttlon A
TIle AA failed tO consIder cunruldtlve IIUP,ICt\ arising from the lntrractjcln tif
the North Runway with otlrcrexlstrnF, and pldnrred projects in tile VICInity
The dIr\once of an in-cllnrhtndtion asbe5srtrelrt VIOlates key leg.II
requircnrents and rISks underestinrdtllrg tIle overall envtronmt'ItIdl llrlpact
of the devcJtJprnent.

Non-Corn pliance with Legal and Regulatory Standards:
' TIle fallrIre to provIde an accurate. cor11prc IIensIve. and up-tt).tlate AA

breacllcs ol3llgations ulrder the EU HabItats DIrectIve
TIle }rld11rlllrg process has been conrprc)nrlqec] by t Ills ornlsslon, expflslng thc
developnI€?nt to potential legal challenges

O

• Potential Environmental Risks:
The lack of tllcJrough a\\es',ment could lead to SIgnIficant trnmitlgdtt'd
impacts on protected habItats and specIes. lnrludlng tunrulitivt' deFradalton
of local ccosy\terns.

9.O Rccornmcndations arId Final Position
Cease Unauthorised Flight Paths

!mrnedlately halt unauthorised devIations and revert to the nIght paths
approved under the orIRlnal EIS
Conduct a non' EIA to a\\r'i'I the impacts tIf ,rny proposed deviations

•

• Ret.lin Movement I.irnit
Maintain Elle cap of 13,000 niglrttinle flights to prevent further dcBradation
of(omrnunlty llealth anti well-beIng
Implenrent the Noise Quota System to incentlvlze quieter aircraft and ensure
proportional operations

Refuse Perlnission-
Granting perrrrission under these circunlstance§ undermines plannIng
integrIty and pUbIIC trust
Upholding plannIng law and ensuring transp3rt-nt, evidence-based
assesslnents are essential fI}r future airport operations.
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