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App,,] NO, A8P 31HkSg-2'L Defer Re O/H []

Having considered the contents of the submission date< rma ca /Oct / &O'LY

bMa GAGE:aA I recommend that section 131 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000

beGn)at this stage for the following reason(s):. AD NO naG C .ss--u
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For further consideration by SEO/SAO

Section 131 not to be invoked at this stage.

Section 131 to be invoked – allow 2/4 weeks for reply.
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CORRESPONDENCE FORM

Appeal No: ABP :3l'lhS S

M

Please treat correspondence received on OZ IQ-a J ZO Lq as follows

1. Update database with new agent for Applicant/Appellant

2. Acknowledge with BP 23
3. Keep copy of Board’s Letter []

1. RETURN TO SENDER with BP

2. Keep Enve£ope: n

3. Keep Copy of Board’s letter []

GaLE:a'L rc.)ebAmendments/C;ornments

E O'2 /cx+Jzq ../~(

4. Attach to file

D(a) R/S (d) Screening

(e) Inspectorate

D
E

RETURN TO EO []

(b) GIS Processing []

(c) Processing []
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AN bOND PLEANALA
LDG

ABP

U 2 APR 2024

II

/\11 Bol-d Plc,111,IIa

6,'i Marlborough St.

Dublin 1

DOI V902

RE: Case Number ABP- 31zH185-22 Relevant Action Application Dublin Airport

Dear Sir/Madam

Further to yotlr correspondence to us 011 thc above case we wish to ludkc ttlc following
observations/stlbmissioIIs:

1. We are strockc'd to scc that the noise contotlr5 have cxtelrclcd hugely into our conlmullity
and that a very significant number of dwellings are now included within the noise eligibility

tUIItOUIb. I-IrbLIy, WC IIt)tO III,it tIICI C' W,IS IIO IIOLItC Of IIli5 f.ICt III ,IIIy Of tIIe PI,UlIIIIIg IIOtItCS

for this application to date. Many of our lleiglrbours who thought they were not affcctccl by
this dpplicati011 arc llow i11sitlc tltcsc c011tc)urs bIll yet were llcvcr publicly lrotificd u11til ttlcy
attended a public meeting held by St h4arEarcts /The Ward residents' Frotlp who explained
ttli5 to .111 of us. None of thc newspaper or site lloticos ilrforlnccl ttle pIll)lil. Sccolldly, tlle
peal)Ie who now know they are within the colrtours have llot been given tIle opportunity to
ina Ice a sublnissi011/observation as they do lrot qualify becaL15c they did trot nrakc' a
SUbIrIIbbIU11 III-CVIUtI SIy ,IS tIIUy tIIUUgIIL tIICy Wt'I C' UII,if ICt LOCI. AII BC>1'II PIC,III,II,I tIItI IIUt gIVC tI

public lroticc Qi,.this signific a11t ndclitional ilrfornrnti011. The aIJovo is totally unac ccI)taI)Ie a11cl

ulrjust to the tolnluunitit'5 affected.

2 We IInt r' tIl.1 t t llf* cr3rl-r\l)011clc11c r Irotrr Toln Philli IW, & Assoc in tes rc'f c'r'. to tho ANCA
Regulatory Dctisi011 regarcli11g eligibility to tIre lloibo i11stllntiolr behan IC ,urcl \tlggcst that the

change in contours is as a result of their asscssinR that the increased area is as a rcsLllt of

tllcilr cul15idcrilrH this llcw Jrc.1 wlrictr LOlrtdi11s dwcni11F,s to llavilrH "vcl'y sigtrificallt’' of feLLs.

Wc' llc>to t tInt the DAA have never carried OII t significant test criteria withIn any of the El AR

ttlcy tl,lvc SLlbnrittc'cl allcl Urcrc*tore they trove lrot met wittl tIle EIA directive. Tllis is a
fLl11da111C11tal flaw in the ,lsscs\nlc?nt as tIle LtA dIrective is c Icar. all signititnnt inlpact oil

allvir01111rc'nt nltlst I)f' iclnnt ifiocl, clua11tifictl il11(1 Initig,ltiot1 prol)osocl. That Ir,1q lrot llappclroct

to date. For area', u11clc'r tIle North RLllrwdy tllis ilrvolvcb collrpdri11g tIre bccllario witl1 ilo

flights from tIle North Runway to a scclrario whcre thcrc_' will be lliRht fliRtlts. Ttli5 has llot
bcC’II clul It'
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3. Tom Phillips refers continuously to the regulatory decision by ANCA in his correspondence.
However. what is not contained in his correspondence but is within the EIAR relating to these

noise contours is that the proposal does NOT meet the Noise Abatement Objective of ANC A
in future years. The proposed 2025 Scenario will fail the NAO when compared to 2019 when

the total of the existing population. permitted developments and zoned developments are

summed together. “2025 exceeds 2019 by 4,541 people (1533 v 6074).

4. Why have the noise contours grown. St Margarets The Ward residents carried out noise
monitoring on the north runway flight path and found the noise levels to be far beyond
those PREDICTED by DAA. Their noise predictions are not accurate and unfounded and they

are trying to obtain permission by manipulating numbers. Why can they not submit actual

noise results along the flight path which has been in operation since August 2022. The
community could .

5. Reference is made to the noise zones on Fingal development plan. These noise zones must

now be revised due to the proposed flight path over our area. Fingal County Council
consider that there should be no residential development allowcd in noise zone A as it is

considered harmful to health or otherwise considered unacceptable due to the high levels of
aircraft noise. However, the fight path now being operated by DAA is putting many existing
residences in Noise Zone A and B which is just not acceptable from a health point of view.

6. The noise insulation grant as proposed is not fit for purpose and is totally insufficient to
protect for night noise. Measureme11ts of noise in bedrooms of housing already insulated
indicate that the noise levels exceed the rccornmcndation in Fingal Development Plan are

not sufficient to protect human health .

7, in sunlnlary plannilrg is an afterthought for DM. Their actions show that they do not
respect planning legislation or decisions of An Bord Pleanila. This application must be
refused.

R&\ Cab NIL„A'R 46 p- 3/#4 85 -'22

Yours Sincerely,

AS@,,r,I,d B /A.dan/ „A.„. lq*kM aRd, &O21+Sign:
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