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Daragh Cassells

From: Neil Carey <careyn5@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday 23 December 2024 15:32

To: Appeals2

Subject: PLOGF.314485 Neil Carey further information
Attachments: PLO6F.314485 Neil Carey Submission 2024-12.pdf

Caution: 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.

To whom it may concern

Please find attached my further Observation re application PLO6F.314485.
Can you please acknowledge receipt of this email?

With kind regards

Neil Carey
087-2788541




Neil Carey
Baltrasna Road
Ashbourne

Co. Meath
A84 DF24

23/12/2024

An Bord Pleanala via online submission
Bord Pleanala Case Number: ABP-314485-22

Planning Authority Case Reference: F20A/0668

Dear Sir/Madam,

Again, DAA are attempting to confuse An Bord Pleanala by submitting a torrent of documentation.
For this reason | will state some very simple facts:

e Aircraft are noisy and no amount of mitigation can ever change this

e Aircraft departing westerly from the North Runway are not using flightpaths as per 2007
granted planning permission. DAA are in breach of condition 1

e People are suffering needlessly due the above point and will continue to fight this
injustice until they are heard

¢ DAA have never attempted to and never been compelled to redesign the flightpaths to
meet the 2007 planning permission

¢ Granting this application, will effectively be granting permission for retention of illegal flight
paths resulting in endless litigation

o If DAA commit to changing the flightpaths back to the intended tracks from 2007 there will
be far less objection to the sustainable growth of Dublin Airport

I implore you to reject this application. Our lives are deeply affected by the mismanagement of this
situation by the DAA and the continuing use of illegal flightpaths.

The mission statement of An Bord Pleanala states that you will respect the principles of sustainable
development, including the protection of the environment. Our environment, our homes, have
become unusable due to the endless noise of aircraft flying over our heads that are not meant to be
there. No amount of mitigation or mathematical averages can change this, but you can.

We are suffering citizens including children and the elderly that are being ignored by the DAA, but |
beg of you to use your mandate and treat us with Respect, Dignity, Equality and Fairness.

Below | will reference technical information that | hope will show to An Bord Pleandla why the
mistakes and mismanagement of the DAA have upset so many people.

Regards,

Aoil Caree
: /

Neil Carey

Neil Carey e:careyn5@gmail.com m:+353-87-278-8541



Key points:

1.

10.

Noise Modelling Discrepancies: The noise modelling for Dublin Airport's North Runway
operations shows inconsistencies. Westbound departures, expected to generate more noise
due to lower climb efficiency, were modelled with less impact compared to eastbound
departures, raising doubts about the model's validity.

Deviation from Noise Preferential Route (NPR): Current flight paths deviate significantly
from the original NPR approved in the 2007 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), violating
Condition 1 of the runway’s planning permission and increasing noise exposure for 30,000
residents.

Role of the IAA Misinterpreted: The Inspector conflated the roles of the Irish Aviation
Authority’s Safety Regulation Division (IAA-SRD) and AirNav (the air traffic control service
provider). The IAA-SRD’s approval of flight paths does not mean they mandated specific
routes.

Vanguardia Report Inaccuracies: The report incorrectly claims that flight path deviations are
minor (15 degrees) and required for safety. In reality, deviations range from 30 to 86
degrees, and alternate compliant designs were ignored.

Breaches in Planning Conditions: The deviations from NPR and increased noise exposure
were not assessed in a comparative Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR),
undermining the planning process and trust in regulatory compliance.

Inadequate Consultation and Expertise: AirNav, the contractor for flight path design, lacked
the necessary qualifications to redesign the aerodrome's procedures, leading to poor design
decisions focused on maximum operational capacity rather than compliance or safety
optimization.

Doubts on Safety Justifications: Claims that deviations were necessary for safety are
contested. Alternate designs, such as modifications to the missed approach paths, could
achieve compliance without deviating from the NPR.

Failure to Implement a Balanced Approach: Noise abatement procedures and land-use
planning to mitigate noise impacts were neglected, exacerbating the environmental impact
on communities.

Need for Independent Review: The submission calls for an independent review of the noise
modelling and flight path designs, alongside clarification from the IAA-SRD regarding the
necessity of the current deviations.

Recommendations for Redesign: A qualified third-party firm should be engaged to redesign
the flight paths, ensuring compliance with both ICAO safety regulations and the original
planning permissions, to restore trust and minimize community impact.
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In the diagram below inside the blue and red areas is where planes are currently flying. This is overlaid
on the single line green track which ABP approved in the original application. In allowing flights to
travel in the blue and red areas DAA chose to use (in breach of their 2007 planning permission), there
are 3,115 houses.
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Inside the green area, which is 8 nautical miles along the real Noise Preferential Route granted
permission by ABP there are 934 houses.

Of these 934 houses, which were stipulated, by ABP in advance of the runway opening, to be insulated
under a schemes called Residential Noise Insulation Scheme (RNIS) and the Home Sound Insulation
Programme (HSIP).

Neil Carey e:careyn5@gmail.com m:+353-87-278-8541




The Inspector’s Report has rightly concluded that the adverse impact of the Relevant Action on the
surrounding communities would be too severe to justify granting permission. The proposal’s request
for additional hours of operation on the north runway and a projected increase in night-time activity
would result in significant additional awakenings, which are well-documented to cause substantial
health and well-being consequences, including increased risks of cardiovascular disease, mental
health disorders, and sleep-related cognitive impairments.

Given these findings, it is essential that any current or future expansion of airport activity during night-
time hours be disallowed but at the very least strictly limited by a movement cap of 13,000 annual
night-time flights, as proposed.

Proposed operations on the north runway from 6am to midnight presents unacceptable risks to health
and quality of life, and in particular will cause further catastrophic and unreasonable sleep disruption
for residents and families already suffering due to north runway flightpaths.

The following summary points highlights the inadequacies of the DAA application:

1.0 inadequacy of DAA Application
* The Dublin Airport Authority (DAA)} application fails to assess or mitigate the adverse effects
of nighttime noise adequately. Average metrics like % Highly Sleep Disturbed (HSD) and Laignt
fail to capture acute impacts such as awakenings, which have immediate and long-term health
consequences®.
» The inspector has defined that more than 1 additional awakening per night as a result of
aircraft noise is a significant adverse impact2

2.0 Insulation Limitations:

» Insulation measures cannot fully mitigate nighttime noise due to factors like open windows,
low-frequency noise, and peak noise events. The WHO average insulation value of 21 dB
assumes windows are open 20% of the year, making insulation less effective.

¢ The introduction of a new insulation criteria of 80dB Lasmax is welcomed, however, without a
detailed set of maps indicating who qualifies for this the decision is incomplete.

» The proposed grant value of €20,000 is considered inadequate to fully insulate those homes
that qualify. Comparisons to other EU countries are incomplete and do acknowledge the fact
that construction costs in Ireland and particularly Dublin are close to the highest in the EU.
The scheme should be redesigned to cover the full cost of insulation.

* Residential Noise Insulation Scheme (RNIS) and Home Sound Insulation Program (HSIP) do
not meet modern health protection standards. Insulation is unsuitable for nighttime
impacts and cannot substitute for operational restrictions iike movement caps.

3.0 Necessity of the Movement Limit and Rejection of the Additional North Runway Operating

Hours:

e The movement cap of 13,000 nighttime flights is critical to reducing noise impacts and
protecting public health. Without this cap, noise exposure levels will rise significantly,
endangering the well-being of nearby residents.

¢ The proposed additional operating hours from 6am to 7am and from 11pm to midnight on the
north runway are completely unacceptable. The flightpaths in operation from north runway
are causing huge suffering, distress and sleep disturbance for tens of thousands of people in
Fingal and Meath.

! https://www.europarl.eu ropa.eu/RegData/etudes/STUD/2020/650787/IPO L_STU(2020)650787_EN.pdf
2The inspector has concluded “in conjunction with the board's independent acoustic expert that the
information contained in the RD and the RA does not adequately demonstrate consideration of all measures
necessary to ensure the increase in flights during the nighttime hours would prevent a significant negative
impact on the existing population.”
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Adding a further two hours to the schedule when most people are trying to sleep only makes
and unreasonable situation even worse. The flightpath issue must be solved firstly before any
other changes can be considered. For context, there were 40 departures between 6am and
7am on Monday 16 December 2024. This is the busiest hour of each day at the airport. It
would be disastrous if these 40 departures were switched to the North Runway because they
would now be taking a divergent turn and flying low {(on full power while turning) over
communities who should not be under or near to a flightpath. The volume and frequency
would be much greater in the summer period.

4.0 Unauthorised Flight Paths and Breach of Planning Conditions

The DAA has implemented flight paths that deviate significantly from those approved in the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). These unauthorised deviations expose previously
unaffected areas to significant noise impacts, creating unassessed risks.

The deviations breach Condition 1 of the planning permission, which requires adherence to
the originally assessed flight paths. No updated Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) or
planning application has been submitted for these changes.

Affected communities have and are experiencing unreasonable noise levels without proper
consultation or mitigation measures. Local schools have been impacted. The impact has been
devastating for communities with families now feeling like they have no option but to sell their
homes.

The unauthorised flight paths undermine the planning system's integrity, setting a dangerous
precedent for future projects. Granting permission under these conditions violates planning
laws and obligations under the EIA Directive.

There are multiple possible means of compliance with the pertinent ICAO regulations. [AA
has received and approved only the one chosen by daa as Aerodrome Operator.

Any inference or implication that IAA instructed or caused daa to deviate from the route
approved in their planning permission is not correct.

5.0 Night Flight Restrictions in Europe and Implications for Dublin

Major airports like Schiphol, Heathrow, and Frankfurt enforce strict caps or curfews on
nighttime flights. Dublin’s proposed 31,755 annual nighttime flights far exceed these airports'
limits relative to passenger numbers.

European airports prioritize reducing noise exposure to mitigate sleep disruption,
cardiovascular risks, and stress.

Adopting the 13,000-flight cap aligns Dublin with international best practices, ensuring
proportional and sustainable operations.

Without the movement limit the Noise Abatement Objective (NAQ) set by ANCA for Dublin
Airport cannot be fully achieved.

6.0 Health and Environmental Impacts

Chronic exposure to nighttime aircraft noise increases the risks of cardiovascular disease,
hypertension, and mental health issues. Children’s cognitive development is adversely
affected, impairing memory, learning, and overall performance.

Health-related costs, including healthcare expenses and reduced productivity, are substantial
and long-term. For example, Brussels Airport’s health cost analysis suggests similar impacts at
Dublin could reach €750m annually.

The DAA analysis has not used the correct population datasets in determining the impacts.
This underestimates the impact on the communities around the airport.

Evidence from health agencies emphasizes that noise-induced sleep disturbance is a
significant environmental health risk. Ignoring these risks contravenes principles of
sustainable development and public health protection.
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7.0 Recommendations

¢ Immediately halt unauthorised deviations and revert to the flight paths approved under the
original EIS.

¢ At the very least, maintain the cap of 13,000 nighttime flights to prevent further degradation
of community health and well-being, however due to the severity of the projected health and
environmental impacts that nighttime aircraft noise presents, a complete ban on night-time
flights should be strongly considered.

e Implement the Noise Quota System to incentivize quieter aircraft and ensure proportional
operations.

¢ Reject the proposed additional hours of operation on the north runway for reasons outlined.
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