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An Bord Pleanala.
Submission re case 314485 on Further Information submitted by Dublin Airport

I have read dlrough the further information. and it is evident that the legitimate fears of Airport
Communities have not been addressed.

The document supports '’ The relevant action” which removes 2 hours 1 minute from our night.
European Union defines night as 23:00 -07:00. hours
Dublin airport Authority defines Night 00:00 - 5:59. hours

The further information supports the removal of the numerical cap of 65 flights per night, replacing
it by a noise Quota, which allows for at least a doubling of night flights. The noise quota does not
apply from 23:00 to 23.30.
Indeed, The Airport incentivise night flights by allowing free parking and air bridge facilities to
Planes arriving after 23:00 and departing before 07:00.

Further information does not comply with WHO guidelines, which stipulate that any noise over
40dB leads to sleep disturbance and has a negative effect on Public Health. The Netherlands
published a major study to show an airport of more than 30 million passengers has significant
negative health effects on surrounding populations.
I see no commitment in Further information to a phasing out of night flights. !The opposite is
evident. An Bord Pleanala have a duty to protect residents health and residential amenitiesCD Ale 6
Ghent University in Belgium conducted a study in 2003 which showed that the Significant negative
Health Effects of night flights greatly outweighed the Economic benefits. The result was the
removal of DHL CARGO NIGHT FLIGHTS FROM Dublin Airport
the submission by the HSE of Their concerns have not been addressed in the Further information
FROM DAA. The Bord should request an independent Epidemiology study.
Sleep patterns supplied to Heathrow by U.K. statistical office on sleep patterns.
state During the week 96 percent are asleep at 06:00.

90 percent at07:00
I presume the pattern is similar in Ireland.
EU Directives stipulate that noise should be reduced over communities not increased, using a noise
quota
The Models used by the DAA for measuring aircraft noise have not been independently verified.

There is a new facility for elderly vulnerable residents being built in Limetree Avenue,
Portmarnock, under the flight path, also a new 5 storey school community school is being built
under the flight path.
Bord Pleanala Inspector having listened to all sides at an oral hearing rejected the planning
application for the Northern Runway. The Board allowed it with conditions 3 and 5 as a minimum
protection for communities.
The Board has up to now rejected an oral hearing on the relevant action. We hope that this decision
can be reversed.

How does this increase of flights comply with our goals of reducing greenhouse gases?
The Aviation Industry enjoys huge subsidies as they pay no Vat or Excise duty on Aviation Fuel or
aircraft parts.
The Polluter pays principle should be applied to this industry.
The protection of the Habitat in the further information is not adequate. The communities were
shocked to hear more than a hundred tons of polluted soil, from the airport environs was exported
abroad for treatment. The worry is that pollution will get to the water table and do untold damage to
plant, animal and human population.
I call on the board to disallow the 'relevant Action’ and maintain conditions 3 and 5 in their entirety

to provide minimum protection for airport communities.


