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Aidan Conaty

Newtown Cross

The Ward

Co Meath

D11 PR92

13/12/2023

Case # 314485

Dear Sir/ Madam,

After reviewing the new documents submitted by the DAA, it's evident that their submissions use
current flight paths for their "permitted" diagrams instead of adhering to the original 2007 planning
permission's noise zones. This approach appears to be an attempt to gain approval from ABP by
downplaying the night flight differences. If ABP approves this, they would inadvertently legitimize the
current, illegal flight paths, which have caused significant distress to many. Therefore, flight path
considerations are crucial in this submission.

Given the severity of the issue, an oral hearing is imperative.

Key observations and concerns include:

The "permitted" noise zones in this submission are inconsistent with the Environmental Impact ‘
Statement from the 2007 permission.

Approving this action could imply that ABP's conditions can be disregarded when ‘
inconvenient.

daa has violated their planning permission and original flight paths:

Overstepping the passenger cap in 2019 and likely again this year.

Breaching the 65 movement cap per night.

Not adhering to the 2007 approved flight paths.

At our home and garden in Newtown Cross the Ward Co Meath enjoyment has significantly declined 5
since the North Runway's inauguration. The actual flight paths greatly differ from those expected

based on the 2007 planning, causing distress and health issues for many. Proposing further changes

to increase day and night flights is unreasonable given the existing noise problem.



Here are some points for your submission:

¢ Documented health issues due to excessive aircraft noise.

¢ Current flight paths are vastly different from those approved in 2007, affecting people’s lives.

¢ Straightening flight paths could alleviate noise issues.

e Given Ireland's high GHG emissions, increasing air traffic during a climate crisis is
counterproductive.

e Extending day hours will exacerbate noise exposure, considering the current noise levels.

e Unlimited night flights will increase sleep disturbances. Banning night flights, as done in
other major airports, is advisable.

¢ The proposed flight path changes rely on illegal, unauthorized paths, lacking democratic
legitimacy. This impacts local residents, necessitating transparency and accountability from
the IAA.

e The FCC's 2007 planning stipulations have been blatantly ignored, going against WHO
guidelines and academic research on air traffic harm.

e The EIAR supplement 2023, prepared for the DAA, is potentially biased and based on
unauthorized flight paths, rendering its projections invalid.

Therefore, | am asking that you refuse permission to the DAA on this relevant action. Additionally, |
am requesting an oral hearing on this matter.

Thank you for taking the time to read my submission

Aidan Conaty

085.732.7714



