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I made a submission to ANCA but have not been written to by the competent authority or the Bord to
inform me that I am entitled to make an observation or submission to this Significant Additional
Information and am entitled to do so at no cost.

We draw the Bords attention to section 37R “Supplementary provisions relating to decisions on
applications referred to in sections 34B(1) or 34C(1) which were not refused bY virtue of section 34B(5)
Or 34(..,(5). At 37R ka) of the Act it states “This section applies in addition to section 37 in the case of

an appeal under sectIon 37 against a decision of the planning authority under section 34 wherel
pursuant to set.Hon 34B(15) or 34C(16) that decision incorporates a regulatory decision of the

competent authority under section 34B{13)(a) or 34C(14)(a) as the case may be" Therefore this applies
to this case.

At 37R(2) it states” For the purposes of a relevant appeal the reference in section 37(1) to any person
who made submissions or observations in writing in relation to the planning application to the
planning authority includes any person who made submissions or observations in writing referred to
in section 34B(11)(c) or 34C(12)( c) to the competent authority in relation to the draft regulatory
decision or related report referred to in 34B(9) or (10) as the case may be, or section 34C(10) or (11)
as the case may be”

1 am one of over 30rooo people who are now living under an illegal flightpath since the opening of the

North Runway. The 2007 planning condition documentation includes flightpath assumptions which
many people have built their lives around. The flightpaths in the 2007 planning permission are much
different to the ones in use today and since it opened.

The noise from the current flightpaths is intolerable. These flightpaths must be changed back to what

was proposed in 2007. No further changes can be considered until this crucial issue is addressed first.
There is a major health risk to tens of thousands of people due to excessive aircraft noise.

An oral hearing is absolutely necessary given the gravitY of the situation'

Having read through the daa newly submitted documents, it is clear in the submission from daa, that
they have used the current flight paths for their "permitted" drawings instead of the permitted noise

zones from the original 2007 planning permission. They seem to be hoping that ABP grants this on the
basis of the relatively small differenee between before and after WIth respect to night flights. If that
occurs, ABP would effectively be accidentally granting retention to the current flight paths which are
currently illegal and causing continued untold distress for tens of thousands of people. This means
that flightpaths are now a very important element of this relevant action submission and must be
considered within it.

My major areas of observation and concerns are:

So-called "permitted" Noise zones in this submission do not match the Environmental Impact
Statement for the only granted permission.

Acceptance of the relevant action by ABP and thus retention of the flightpaths would set a precedent

that ABP conditions should be ignored if inconvenient.

The daa are breaching their current planning permission and flightpaths as per below:

e daa have breached the passenger cap in 2019 and will most likely do so again this year.

• daa are consistently breaching the 65 movement cap per night.

• daa are not using the flightpaths they used in their 2007 planning permission.

An oral hearing is absolutely necessary given the gravity of the situation,
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•

Well documented negative health effects and illness which can be attributed to excesslve
aircraft noise.

Flightpaths in use bear no resemblance to what was approved in 2007 planning and people
have built their lives around that.

e

•

Straight out flightpaths will largely improve the noise issue.
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crisis seems counterintuinve.

Extending day hours for residents is only going to cause more noise exposure it doesn’t make

any sense given how serious the current noise situation is
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diligence/ transparency and corporate accountability.
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e FCC 2007 planning stipulations have been absolutely Hound. There is a raw arroganSe in tt:ls
l;serbon.It flies in tAe face of WHO and all academic research on harm done bY air traffic.
How safe is it for the stakeholders in this matter to not accept the realitY of the harms done

by these unauthorised flight paths?

e The EIAR supplement 2023 within the significant additional information is prepared for thE
DM and thus1 is not independent of potential bias. Again, their report is based on the illegal
nightpaths from the NR. The authorised Hightpaths as per 2007 planning permission have been
ignored. Thus their future projections are not valid.

Our enjoyment of our home and garden has been severely impacted since the opening of the North
Runway. Everyone expected something different in terms of flightpaths based on the 2007 planning
permission and what has happened is completely different. The current operation is causing huge
distress and disturbance for tens of thousands of people not to mention the negative health effects
and illnesses which can be attributed to excessive aircraft noise.

The prospect of granting further changes to increase the day hours and night flights seems ludicrous
when there is a major noise issue already in place.

An oral hearing is absolutely necessary given the gravity of the situahon.
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Aras an Chontae, Sord,
Co. Bhaile Atha Cliath, K67 X8Y2

County Hall, Swords,
Co. Dublin, K67 X8Y2

T. 01 890 5998
E. aircraftnoiseca@fingal.ie
www.fingal .ie/aircraftnoiseca/

AnttHardslnnifdl urn
Ttrorann Aer6rthaf

Aircraft Ndse
Competent Authority

Delores Murphy
Shallon Lane
St Margarets
Co Dublin.

Re: Aircraft Noise Consultation - 11th November 2021 to 28th February 2022

Dear Delores Murphy

Thank you for making a submission to the above consultation. Your reference number is FIN-C338-
ANCA-1262.

This number is confirmation that your submission has been received. Your submission was upl03ded
into the consultation portal and may be viewed online at:

https://consult .fi nEal.ie/en/consultation/aircraft-noise-consultation

Best regards
Aideen Meagle
Aircraft Noise Competent Authority
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