
\)

S. 37
File With

1 SECTION 131 FORM

Appeal NO:_ABP 31qC+ Pg- Lt Defer Re O/H []

Having considered the contents of the submission dated/(’hiv=
from

recommend that section 131 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000

b e M 0 t b e f A +I dIL\\\) a t t h i S S t a g e f 0 r t h e f allowing reason ( S ) : p fOrM ruG at iS Star

M WWt !%tV\QH

D,t,: 2'vtt fao t ?

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.

S.E.0.:

S.A.0:

a

a
Date:

Date :

M

Please prepare BP
submission

to:

Allow 2/3/4weeks - BP

EO:

- Section 131 notice enclosing a copy of the attached

Task No:

Date :

Date:AA:



Validation Checklist
Lodgement Number : LDG-069026-23
Case Number: ABP-314485-22
Customer: Margaret Bennett
Lodgement Date: 14/12/2023 15:55:00
Validation Officer: Patrick Buckley
PA Name: Fingal County Council
PA Reg Ref: F20A/0668
Case Type: Normal Planning Appeal PDA2000
Lodgement Type: Observation / Submission

An
Bord
Plean£rla

Validation Checklist
Confirm Classification

Confirm ABP Case Link

Fee/Payment
Name and Address available

Agent Name and Address available (if engaged)

Subject Matter available
Grounds

Sufficient Fee Received

Received On time

Eligible to make lodgement

Completeness Check of Documentation

Value
Confirmed - Correct

Confirmed-Correct

a

Res

Mo ble
Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

\/

F.k

09 /01/dl

Runat: 29/12/2023 13:58

Run bY: Patrick Buckley



a
I===1

\N

i3g

la
a)
la3
T)
C

j
B
g/h

JE

a)
ToLu L-a) a)c#3
a) a)C9J

A)
(\1

I
10
(\I0
a)
CO0

I

CDa
--1

I
+1
a)
a)

£
C/)
L
a)>
0
O
+f
C
a)
E
a)
a)
la
0
--1

i:

i ;

C
0
: a

ca

a
a)
C/)

JOnii



IE 0

A 2
g g g

hH0
LO

al
EJg

nO
B .g

1(1g g
L=

gg
EC

Bg
C/)

d
C
C0b=0)
BECCOC
OCD
.c N

; 1: gcnE

00
CC;r
Cr)
C\I0
r\I
al
P
a
P



C0
+=ri)
C
O
U)
a)a
+
C
a)
E
al0
a)
>

a)a

00
CO
CO0
a0
a\I
LL

00
COr
N)
eN0
(\1
U-qb
(\I
P
\n
a)
TH

a)
C
Ln
>

on
C
g)

a
bZ

L-
a)

JO

E
3Z
a)
U)
CD

O
<

To
C3

SI
JO
C3



00
CO
P
K)
a\I0
(\InUn_

Cq
P
-'\_
as
r

a)
CL,

>

on
C
a)t
CD

bC

1._ 1

CD

S
JO



CD
a)
>

tri
E
a)+

a)
C
'r0
alal
3

C/)

CD

C
0
F
la
la
<

+1
C
CD
C)

a
al
<

00
CO

Cr)

a\Ir'\.
a)
T-

P

eu0
C\1nhl

a)
CLu

>

on
C
a)L
10

bC

To

C
r?
3

S,
JO
C
3
fr



F>aJr' cK .

Karen Hickey

From:

Sen?:
To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Margaret Bennett <margaretbennett86@gmail.com >
Thursday 14 December 2023 13:04
Appeals2
314485-Margaret Bennett Observation
314485- Margaret Bennett.pdf

Hello,

Please find attached my submission document for making an observation on planning case PL06F.314485. 1 made a
submission on this case already back in Sept. 2022 and I have included a copy of the acknowledgement letter and
receipt I received from yourselves at that time as proof.

If you have any queries, please don’t hesitate to call me.

Kind regards,

Margaret Bennett
41 Carrickhill Heights
Portmarnock D13YE28
086 6043923



Margaret Bennett
41 Carrickhill Heights
Portmarnock
Co. Dublin
D13YE28
14th December 2023

Observation Details:

Planning Authority: Fingal County Council
An Bord Pleanila appeal case number: PL06F.314485
Planning Authority Case Reference: F20A/0668
Location of Planned Development: Dublin Airport
Reference URL: https://www.pleanala.ie/en-ie/case/314485

Observation Arguments:

The increase in aircraft noise observed in Portmarnock following the implementation of the North
Runway exceeds the expectations of residents in this area and neighboring communities. The
proposed modifications to planning restrictions will not only endorse existing flight paths that were
never evaluated for potential adverse effects but also exacerbate the overall impact.

1. The planning application suggests the removal and replacement of the only two existing
aircraft movement restrictions that currently serve as the sole safeguards against hazardous
concentrations of aircraft noise during nighttime. If the proposed alterations are approved,
it would potentially subject communities in Fingal and Meath to the risk of virtually
unrestricted levels of detrimental aircraft noise throughout the night hours.

a. Internationally, there is a recognition that noise quota systems on their own are not
sufficient to mitigate against noise impacts because the points system allows certain
'quieter’ aircraft to fly nearly ad infinitum while still generating noise in excess of the
WHO guidance. They need to be used in conjunction with other limits, in particular a
limit on movements, to restrict the overall noise nuisance.

2 The data underpinning the planning amendment application is fundamentally flawed;

a. It is out of date, based on data from 2018 before the North Runway was opened.
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b.

C.

It is not representative of the experience of residents in Fingal or Meath because it is
based on 3 receivers at the end of the runway and not one of the others dotted
around the region under the flightpaths.

The data is pertaining to the 2009 WHO guidance of55db Lden and 65db Lnight
rather than the more up to date 2018 WHO guidance of 40Lden/45Lnight for noise
limits above which harmful health impacts are experienced.

3. The current policy of redistributed the noise to wider communities and then averaging this
out over a period gives the impression of less people being affected at the upper end when
all that is really happening is that more people are affected for slightly less time each day.

4. The debilitating impact on thousands of affected residents through the continued use of
flight paths they could not have envisaged, that would be supported by the proposed

changes, is not reflected in the planning process as the overwhelming number of their
elected council representatives voted against these measures in FCC but that, thus far, has
been ignored.

The information provided is inadequate for residents to anticipate the potential range of
impacts on their lives. The information in the original planning application, either through

being incorrect or incomplete, turned out to be misleading for residents who are now
affected. The same sort of information is being provided and we can see that it is certainly
incomplete. The proposed changes to restrictions would allow a wide range of scenarios that
are not evaluated at all e.g. all the take-offs could be moved to the North Runway between
06.00 and 07.00 and 23.00 and 24.00 every day. That would make life much worse for
certain communities. The effects are not mentioned and the omission of assessment of such

scenarios gives the impression that they will not happen.
The potential of a notable rise in aircraft numbers due to the proposed alterations in
nighttime restrictions, which may involve actions such as plane parking and increased cargo
flights, has not been evaluated for its potential impact on air quality pollution .
The proposal for Noise Insulation lacks substantiating evidence demonstrating its efficacy in
providing meaningful mitigation. There has been no assessment of the effectiveness of the
previously deployed noise insulation, and there are no plans for such an evaluation.
Anecdotal evidence from a limited number of recipients suggests only marginal
improvement in noise impact when all doors and windows are closed. Additionally, there is
no assessment provided of the percentage of the total cost typically covered by the grant. It
is worth noting that the grant would only partially offset the expenses associated with
replacing doors and windows and insulating roofs and walls in most homes, leaving an
unaffordable balance for individuals with average incomes.

5.

6.

7.

Many thanks for taking the time to read my observations on a topic that is extremely important to
the lives of so many people.

Please find below copies of the ABP acknowledgement and receipt for my initial observation on this
planning application back in Sept. 2022.

Kind regards,

Margaret Bennett
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