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Validation Checklist

Lodgement Number : LDG-069029-23

Case Number: ABP-314485-22

Customer: Brian Murphy

Lodgement Date: 14/12/2023 16:03:00
Validation Officer: Patrick Buckley

PA Name: Fingal County Council

PA Reg Ref: F20A/0668

Case Type: Normal Planning Appeal PDA2000
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Confirm Classification
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Name and Address available
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Agent Name and Address available (if engaged)
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Subject Matter available Yes
Grounds Yes
Sufficient Fee Received Yes
Received On time Yes
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(g

F.k.

OLI01 (L1

Runat:  29/12/2023 13:54

Runby:  Patrick Buckley




40 Q€ uoivag jo Buiuesw ay) ulyym
Aluo uonoe juens|ay, e Jo Bunel sy
Buisudwos juswdojansp pasodoid v

uonduosa( juswdojena(g

. ~

90:91
gcoc/giielL uny

pi008}Y s|iejeq juswied pajeey

uawied

SSA

¢Pamol|y uonoalqo/uoneAesqo

0002vAd [eeddy Bujuue|d jewion

(Mobeje |eas pig) adA] asen

8990/v0¢4 J3qUINN Bse) V¢
uoneaIasqC

Junowy punjoy

00°0s anjeA ea:

oin3g Kousung
wejsis poulepy uonejnojes as-

ON Bueay [eic

ON Apog payoadg
sjuswAed pue a29-

Buissasoid uonoag
uoIssigng / UoneAlasqo adA] swaebpo-
uonesiobajes

80ULL9jeY 1S0d passjsiboy

0} Jusg Ajuewnd @ouspuodseiior

Jlounog Auno) [ebuiy aweN vd
8990/v0Z4 Joy Bay vd

"ON ‘jJoy Jawoisny

Jaye]

Juswabpamouydy ajelauss)

ON pepnjoul swa)| [eaisAyd

3ulIAg uaiey] Ag pajealn

ai dew

€¢-6¢0690-007

i uswabpo

aweN juaby

ON waby Aq juswebpo-

jlewg [puuey) juswsabpo-
Ayduny ueug Jawosns

e[RURA
paog
uy

€2c0c/ciivi

ajeq uawabpo-

s|telaC

€2-620690-9Q1 - 198S JaA0) JuswabpoT



Jojpue Yo Buye} sybij jo Jequinu

8y} Ul 8SBaJOUl UB 10} MO|[B p|nom
SIy} ‘jlessnQ sy 000 ©1 sS4y 0090
pue siyoore 03 sy 00ee 9t sinoy

Z leuonippe ue 10} (48z 101 Aemuny)
Aemuny YMUON @y} Uo pug| Jo/pue wo.y
10 ).} 0] s1ybiy moj|e 0} OS|e pue weg
pue wdog L L J0 Sinoy 8y} usamiaq
ejonb ssiou awi-1ybiu |enuue ue yum
1 aoe|dal 03 pue uoissiwiad Buiuued
Aemuny YLON 8y} yjim aouepioooe

Ul Joae OJul BWod 0} anp sI

1ey1 Ajlep we, pue wd| | JO sinoy ey}
usamjaq paniwiad syybiy jo Jequinu
8y} uo deo |BolIBWINU BY} dAOWSI

0] aq pjnom ‘pajiwiad J ‘uoljoe
ueAs|al pesodoid ay] -Buiobuo

sl uoIssiuLiad bBuluue|d Aemuny
YLON 8Uuj 40 100} Uo Aemuny YLON
aUyj JO UOoNoNLSU0D ay) se ‘uoielado
10 10948 OJul W09 194 Jou aAey

G pue (p)g "ou sUoIIPUOY) "SaINSEaW
uonebiiw asiou mau Buisodoud

se ||om se ‘(61-68¢50€-dg9V ON

J9Y daV '€200/v61 4 [1ounod Aunod
lebui4 Aq pepuswe se 6zv/ 12 4901d
'ON }9Y daV ‘GS.1/v¥04d

‘ON 1oy ‘Bay j1ounon Auno?) [ebui)
uoissiwlad buiuued Aemuny YUoN
By} JO G "OU UOIHIPUOI Ul UONOLISI
funesado ay) jo Juswase|dal ay} pue
(p)E "OU UOKIPUOD Ul INO }aS UOIO)Sal
Bunetado ay) Jo Juswipuswe ay)
SOA[OAUL )] “Uodiny ugng 1e walshs
Remunl ay jo asn awn-ybiu sy 0}
saje[al Uoijoe Jueas|al pesodoud ay|
'BY 08G O JO 8}is B UO X400y pue 3|7
1S9.104 ‘1B8al0) }$8.I104 ‘UMmolsiagieqg
‘umolsBuny ‘peayiiN ‘oaqung
‘UMOISpJeNOld ‘Umolsiuny ‘lliyApues
‘Iiyuebueys ‘umoisiueH “Moljjowiod
‘Aynon ‘sijleqson ‘uelybo|n
‘suowwon ‘Auungiago | ‘umoisulfjod
4O SpUBjUMO} BU} Ul ‘UlignQ 09
‘Hodury ulignQ je ‘papuawe se ‘0002
1oV jJuswdojansq pue Buiuue|d auy

, ~—

90:9) W
€c0c/cLi6l ung




“ON 'JoY daV ‘G8/1/Vi04

"ON 8y “Bay 1ouno) Auno)n

[ebuiq) uoissiwiag Buluue|q Aemuny
ULON 8y} JO G "ou uoipuod aoe|das o
‘S| OS|e UoIoE JUBASIB] @Y 'SIY 0000
0} S1y 0090 03 S4y 00EZ 03 SIU00LO

ay} wouy Aemuny YUON a3 JO sinoy
Bunesedo jew.ou sy sbueys pjnom
‘PepiwIed )i ‘abueyd pesodoid sy jo
108))e Jau ay] ,odA) yelsouie olloads e
1o} pauinbai si yibus| ¥gz-101 Aemuny
aJaym Jo spodiie Jayio je sepusbiawe
paiejoap Jo swa)sAs joljuod olgel)

e ul s)|ney [eojuyos) ‘Jayjeam asiaApe
‘SUOIJIpUO? o1yel] Jie jeuondeoxa
‘suoljelapisuod asueusiulew ‘fjajes jo
S8SBO Ul Jdaoxa sinoy 6550 pue sinoy
0000 uaamjaq Buipue| Jo Jo-axe}

Joj pasn aq Jou |leys Y8z-10L Aemuny,
‘speal }l Jey) 0S UORIPUOD SAOQE BUj}
pusLue 0} yybnos Buiaq si uoissiwied
,Spodiie Jayo e ssjouabiswe
palejosp 10 Swa)sAs |0J3U0D Dlel)

JIe Ul s]|nej [eoiuyos) ‘Isyjeam asIsApe
‘suof)ipuos diyel} Jie jeuondaoxs
‘SUOIIEIBPISUOD SJUBUSUIBW

‘f194es Jo sased ul Jdaoxa sinoy

0040 pue sinoy 00ez usamjaq buipue
Jo Jjo-o3e) 1o} pasn aq Jou [|eys
H8z-10L Aemuny “(p)g, :Buimoyjoy

8y} 8jels ¢ uollipuod jo pus ay}

Je suondsoxe ay) pue (p)g uolipuod
'(61-68250€-dg9V ON 'Joy dav
'€200/¥61 4 1ounod Auno) jebuiy

Aq papuswe se 627212 4901d :'ON
19 dgV GSLL/VP04 ON 1oy Boy
[1ouno) Auno) |ebui4) uoissiwiag
Buiuueld Aemuny yuoN sy jo (p)g

‘Ou uonipuod puawe o] :si (e) (1) Ope
uonoag o} Juensind uonoe Jueas|al
ay] "eyonb ssiou swi Jybiu [enuue

Y1 YIM 90UBpIoIo. Ui ‘UoISSIWLISY
Buiuue|d Aemuny yuoN ay)

JO G "ou uonIpuod ul paje|ndns Jaqwinu
8} 9A0QE pUB JBAO SIY 00/0 PUB Sy
00€¢ usamjaq Hodaty uiqnq je Buipug

' ~

90:91
€¢0¢/CL/6L uny




Aue Jo (uoissiwiad Buluue|d Aemuny
UHON 8u3 Jo ¢ pue (o)¢ ‘(9)¢ ‘(e)

€ "OU suoNIpuod AjoWweu ‘esn awipybiu
0] ol10ads Jou ale YdIym SUoIjIpuod
a°1) wa)sAs Aemuns ay} Jo uonesado
telousb ayy Buiuleaob uoissiwiad
Buiuue|d Aemuny YUON ay}

JO SUOIIPUOD JO JuBWpPUBWE Aue 3oas
J0U S20p uonioe JueAs|al pasodoud ayt
'610¢ 1oy uonenbay (Hodiy uignQ)
SSION YeIdIY 3} Yim aouelduiod

ul ‘(YONY) Anouiny jusiedwio)
BSION Lelolly ayj 0} Ajjenuue papodal
8q 0} s}insaJ Y)m souewiopad asiou
8y} JOjUOW 0} YJomawiesd Buiio)uop
SSION Pa|Ielop V - 'SINOJU0D asiou
bBIu oyoads uypm sbulemp 9)qibije
10} Swayos uelb uone|nsul asiou

- :sainsesw uoiebniw asiou Buimol|o}
ay} sesodold os|e uonoe JueAs|al

3y} ‘ejonb asiou awi Jybiu pesodoud
8Ly} 03 uonippe u[ 'siyQogo pue

SJYQEEZ 10 sInoy ayl usamiaq 0662
JO ejonb asiou [enuue ue 0} Joalgns aq

[leys uodliie ay] -Wodliie ay) 1e asiou
awn 1ybiu Joy pasodoud si wieisAs
ejonb asiou v :BuIMO|[0} DY} YUAA

" Remun. jajjesed Bunsixa ayj Jo asn
awin} yBiu ainyny Buiuiedouod papiwgns
uoneuwloul 3y} 0} pJebal Buiney
Ruswie [enuapisal 10930.4d 0} se 0s
uoduie ay; 1e sybiy 1ybiu Jjo Aouanbaly
BU} [04JU0D O] :uoseay “/00¢ 'Udie
jo Aep uig sy} uo ejeues|d piog Uy

Ag pani@oal Jsanbal uoiewIouIl Jayuny
ay) 0} Ajidal ay} ut Jno )as se pouad

Buijjepow Aep g6 8y Jaao painseswl

usym (sinoy 00L0 pue sinoy 0OEe
usamjaq) yblu/go pasoxa Jou jleys
Hodiie au} 1B SJUBWISAOW YeIDlie auwll
1ybiu Jo Jaquinu abelane ay) ‘papiwiad
Agalay Aemunl ay} JO UOIONIISUOD

Jo uonsdwos uQ "G :sMo|jo} Se
sapiroud yoiym (61-68250€-d9V ON
JoY 49V ‘€200/v61 4 I1ounog Auno)d
[eBuiq Aq pepuswe se 6zi. 12 49071d

1 —

9091 k
€coc/cLielL uny




' ~

90:9L )
€coc/el/el uny

Jswnbiy Buipoddng

Jue|jaddy,

ulign@ "o ‘Wodily ulgng

sSoIppY juswdojaasc

SOA

swa}| buioddng jeuonippy

adA| swdojeasc

jued)ddy

Aunor

‘uligng

‘00 ‘[ebui{ ‘spiomg 1oaug UIB)

‘lleH Aunog [ebui4 ‘lounod Aunon
lebui ye (Aepu 4 ~ Aepuop) og°9l -
0¢'6 j0 sinoy Buluado oygnd sy Buunp
Auoyiny Bujuue|d ay} jo sao10 ay) je
‘Adod e Buryew Jo 1s00 sjgeuoseas ay)
Buipasoxa jou ag} & Je paseysind 1o
pajoadsul aq Aew poday JusWSSasSSyY
10BdW| [EJUSWUOIIAUT pUB uoieoldde
Buiuueld ay] ‘uoneoidde Buiuugd
3Y} YIm papiwigns aq |jim Hoday
JusLUSSaSSY Joedwl JBIUSLIUOIIAUT UY
‘Juswissasse yons jo sasodind ayy 1oy
papiaold uoneuwojul Agq paiuedwonoe
s| uoijealdde Bujuueld sy

'7102/86S ON (N3) uoyeinbey pue
6102 oV suoienbay (podiry unana)
SSION Helally 3y} YIm souepioooe

ur Ajoyiny Jusjedwon asioN yeloly
ay} Aq juswssasse ue 0] 109lgns

aq |im uoyjeadiidde Buiuueld sy
‘wnuue Jad si1sbuassed uoljiw zg
paaoxa Jou ||leys Jaujabo) g [euruss |
pue | feuiwia] jo Ajoeded pauiquios
a1 Jey) apinoud (69¥£ZZ 4901d ON
19Y daV ‘€¥81/V904 ON Joy ‘Bay
[1ouno) Auno) |ebui4) uoissiwiad
Buluue|d uoisusix3 | [eulwia] ay)

40 Z "ou uonipuod pue (0.9022°'4901d
'ON 'Jod d9V SS.1/v¥04d

"ON 19y ‘Bay 1ounog Aunon |ebuid)
uolssiwiad Buluueld g jeuiwlis |

38U} JO € "OU uolipUoy "Wodily uligng
Je sjeuiws) ayj jo Ayoedeo JeBusssed
[enuue papiwiad Jo JusSWpUSWE

€20¢/80/80

8je uolsived V¢




' —

90:91 W
£coe/gLiel uny



QQ_)——F\‘QJQ

Karen Hickey

- — e
From: Bord
Sent: Thursday 14 December 2023 13:08
To: Appeals2
Subject: FW: Relevant action observation.
Attachments: Relevant_action_Observation_B.Murphy (1).pdf

From: Brian Murphy <brianm1983@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 14, 2023 12:29 PM
To: Bord <bord@pleanala.ie>

Subject: Relevant action observation.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Please find attached further observation upon case number: ABP-314485, PA reference num
ber F20A/0668.

Please do not hesitate to contact if any issues.

| am an existing participant in the appeal and the letter | received suggests there is no further fee
required.

Kind regards,

Brian Murphy

087785013



Brian Murphy

Common Cottage, Chapel Midway, St. Margarets, Co DUblin k67he62
0877855013

PLO6F.314485, Planning authority case F20A/0668 Dublin airport, Co dublin.

The daa have responded to observations and requests for information from ABP. The
following is a follow-up observation on these submissions.

Despite the relevant action ostensibly attempting to alter 2 aspects of the original
planning permission granted for the north runway expansion, there are now additional
measures inserted into the latest tranche which have a material effect upon the usage of
the north runway outside of the original aspects, namely conditions no. 3(d) and 5 of the
North Runway Planning Permission (Fingal County Council Reg. Ref. No. FO4A/1755;
ABP Ref. No.: PLO6F.217429, ‘the North Runway Permission’).

As has been highlighted in national media repeatedly over the past year, the flight paths
that are currently being utilised by the daa are materially different from those which
underpinned the environmental assessment report which formed part of the planning
permission submission as well as those detailed in public consultation documents by the
daa. Any individuals now in communities overflown that utilised these images when
assessing potential impacts on themselves would have been falsely and duplicitously
reassured that any noise impact would be minor. The daa should not be able to stand
over ‘public consultation’ claims when they fed incorrect information to people in order to
reduce or minimise observations or objections to the original relevant action application.

Additionally, in the report of the inspector for Fingal coco, while approving the relevant
action changes, made special mention as to not approving any other changes, including
flight path changes. | fail to see how flight path changes (as specifically noted in the
latest documentation from the daa) can now be accepted without specific and thorough
appraisal of these that falls outside a relevant action remit.

Residents like myself complain, not because we have nothing better to be doing but due
to the real and deleterious impacts that living under flight paths have. CEO Kenny
Jacobs has stated in the oireachtas transport committee meeting 22 Nov 2023
(https://www.oireachtas.ie/en/debates/debate/joint_committee on_transport and comm
unications/2023-11-22/2/) the the current flight paths being used out of the north runway
are those always intended. The following is taken from the official transcript of the
discussion at the link above;

“Flight paths are complicated and they take a long time to work through. When flights
commenced on the north runway from August to February, there was a slight deviation
for some flights. A small number of aircraft were marginally overflying parts of a
community that were not consulted with. That has been corrected from February, which
is the most important thing. That was a mistake that we had made. We apologised for it.



The flight paths that operate now are fully compliant. They are the flight paths that were
intended and are over the communities that were consulted with”

We have experienced first hand what living under a flight path is like. We rebuilt our
home in 2019 after getting planning permission (and complying with various aspects of
granting including the undertaking of an archaeological excavation) for a replacement
dwelling. There were no conditions attached by means of requesting additional
assessments of noise mitigation plans due to proximity under published flight paths, and
no requests of additional noise insulation due to the same. Another new build which
received pp in 2014, and closer but not under the original flight paths published, were
asked for these to be undertaken. To say that the flight paths are as intended is an insult
to our intelligence. Fingal coco asked for these measures where new builds occurred
close to flight paths granted under the original planning permission. They are materially
different to anyone now under these paths. Additionally, the daa’s own insulation zone
maps give the lie to this. Some homes have been noise insulated by the daa which are
no longer being overflown during westerly departures due to the alteration of flight paths.
Why waste taxpayers money insulating homes that were never ‘intended’ to be
overflown? It is nonsense to say these are ‘as intended'.

Having lived in the area we were well aware of just how loud being under a flight path
can be. Before considering our rebuild, we went to an area beside the south runway
when in use that approximated our home's location in relation to the flight paths detailed
in the planning permission. It would unquestionably be louder but, in our opinion, would
have been tolerable. When discussed with the architects, they looked at the published
noise contour zones and felt no additional mitigation would be required as we would be
building a modern house with modern construction methods and insulation.

How wrong we have been. It has been a nightmare. Planes fly within a band of airspace
that overlies our home. The windows vibrate when the larger transatlantic planes are
flying (as they are not only bigger but heavier and lower in the sky for longer).
Additionally, as planes are banking right so soon after departure, they do not climb into
the air as quickly thus staying closer to the ground for longer and prolonging the noise at
ground level. Our enjoyment and basic utility of our home has been significantly affected.
It is impossible to sit in our garden and have a conversation while planes are overhead.
Indeed, even within our home there are times we have to stop conversing to allow
planes to pass. The daa have not visited us despite repeated attempts by my wife to get
them out to experience the impact first hand and Kenny Jacobs telling Miriam
O'Callaghan on Prime Time that he would, specifically, meet with her. Their public
statements around consultation and engaging with residents have been complete PR
exercises without any seriousness, credibility or interest in resolving the issues.

We all wake in the morning as soon as the first flight takes off. There are days of the
week where | try to go to bed early for work. | have to wear noise cancelling earphones
or else the noise from planes flying overhead before 11pm prevents me from getting to



sleep. On the weeks (approx 1 in 6) the daa need to undertake ‘essential maintenance’
to the south runway, they direct flights over us. | wake up fully some of the time, but my
wife and one of my two children who appear to be more sensitive to noise have woken
up multiple times through the night. She works as an obstetrician; a high stress role
where mistakes can have horrific outcomes for babies, as is evidenced by the numerous
high profile court cases over the past decades. Performance at work is directly affected
by lack of sleep. The American Academy of Sleep Medicine research states that the
minimum number of hours of sleep required for a healthy adult is 7, (with a
recommended range between 7 to 9 hours). The daa casually want to prevent this for
1000s of people despite knowing this. It affects all aspects of our lives, not just potential
mistakes or underperformance at work. Are chronically tired people as likely to engage in
sporting activities? Are they less likely to visit friends and engage in activities important
for mental well being? Are they less patient or likely to play with their children? How the
daa run their airport affects all aspects of residents' lives. A child needs up to 10 hours of
sleep at night, how is this helped by the daa restricting north runway flights to just 6
hours? Also, with both myself and my wife working as doctors, we are very used to
having to do shift work and working overnight before sleeping the next day. How are shift
workers expected to sleep during the day in uninsulated homes?

The daa have described how ‘modern planes’ are up to 3db quieter. That may be the
case, but to residents living in the area trying to sleep it is like the difference between a
gunshot and a grenade going off; irrelevant as both wake you up. When the noise is just
so loud it needs to be a large reduction to make a significant difference. Planes are not
sufficiently quiet so as to make their passage over homes an irrelevance.

Additionally | have Type 1 diabetes which itself is linked with earlier cardiovascular
death. While people have physiological awakenings, external sources of additional
awakenings have been shown to increase this risk further.

Daa have been using a single additional mobile noise monitoring unit for their
assessments of noise impacts. How can this be justifiable? They have continued to
‘model’ noise contour zones despite the runway being in operation in 2023 over the 90
day ‘modelling period’. They should at least have an extensive network of noise monitors
at the borders of these zones to confirm that what they are saying is true. In fact they
have refused to put noise monitoring stations at homes or to assess the noise here in a
manner that would at least suggest actual engagement with the community. We have
undertaken our own professional noise monitoring for 3 days over last christmas which
suggested an average of 64-65dB with some peaks exceeding 92dB. Our home was in
the <50dB zone on the original noise contour zone maps. We have personally and
subjectively found that the changing of flight paths in february 23 resulted in us
experiencing increased noise within our home as the flights are now concentrated over a
smaller area over our house. And now they want to essentially fly all night without any
controls over how many flights there are?



A stipulation of the daa’s north runway planning permission was that noise insulation be
in situ prior to the opening of the runway. How can they say this has happened when
they are flying over homes such as our own which have not received this additional
mitigation?

The sections 3(d) and 5 with regards to night time flight numbers and operating hours
were placed during the planning process in order to balance the daa’s operational use vs
the unquestionable negative impacts on residents in the area. | have tried to describe
just some of my frustrations with how the daa are conducting themselves. The daa want,
in essence, to remove all restrictions that attempt to safeguard locals' basic right to be
able to enjoy and sleep in their homes.

| feel it is unconscionable that the daa have taken such a casual and adversarial attitude
to the residents that they directly and significantly impact. They have repeatedly failed to
adhere to planning restrictions and requirements of their planning permissions. To the
casual observer it would appear that the daa have a track record of saying what needs
to be said to get planning permission, then ignoring their planning permission when it
suits them. It smacks of both arrogance and ineptitude within their corporate structure.

The differences between what the daa and residents want is not insurmountable |
believe, but the daa have not shown any interest in voluntarily attempting to bridge this
gap. Politicians have proven unable to intervene or exert influence. Please ensure that
the daa stand up to their responsibilities. As an example of how other airports have
meaningfully engaged with and attempted to reduce the noise impacts, consider Liege
airport. Their CEO Laurent Jossart described in a webinar ‘EUROCONTROL
Stakeholder Forum on noise-related operating restrictions at European airports’ from Jan
2023 how they spent €450 million in total between buying and insulating over 6000
homes despite having a turnover of €100 million annually

( https.//youtu.bs/xZnsPSTUEL8?t=730). The daa have a turnover of €1 billion, and
have insulated approx 200 homes due to the impacts of noise. The differences are stark
and do not suggest a genuine attempt to reduce the impacts of noise on people's lives.
There is an adage ‘The polluter pays principle’ but it appears it does not apply to the
daa.

Finally, | cannot understand how an oral hearing has not been granted considering the
import this has on the 1000’s of residents in the area. Please allow full transparency into
the issues raised by myself and other residents affected.



