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Having considered the contents of the submission datec@ecé@ | 3/(2/2,023
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For further consideration by SEQ/SAQ
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Lodgement Number : LDG-069017-23 An
Case Number: ABP-314485-22 Bord .
Customer: Alan Lynch Pleanala
Lodgement Date: 13/12/2023 14:06:00
Validation Officer: Patrick Buckley
PA Name: Fingal County Council
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Subject Matter available Yes
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Mary Tucker i}
From: Bord

Sent: Wednesday 13 December 2023 15:42

To: Appeals2

Subject: FW: Ref- PLO6F.217429/314485

Attachments: APB submission December 2023.pdf

From: Alan Lynch <axllynch@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 13, 2023 3:16 PM
To: Bord <bord@pleanala.ie>

Subject: Ref- PLO6F.217429/314485

Dear Patrick

Please see attached my second observation in connection with the relevant action.

You should have me on record as paying the fee for my first observation.

Many thanks

Alan Lynch
Castlefarm House
Kilsallaghan

Co Dublin
K67WE52
0868577048



APB ref PLO6F.217429/ 13 December 2023
PI106F. 314485

The Secretary

An Bord Pleanala

64 Marlborough Street
Dubin 1

DO01V902

RE Proposed Relevant Action to change conditions 3 and 5 and flightpaths of
North Runway planning permission (APB ref PLO6F.217429/314485)

Dear Sir/ Madam

I wish to make another observation on the updated documentation submitted by daa with respect to
above.

1.0 Introduction

I am one of over 30,000 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.

Everything changed when the North Runway opened as our lives were turned upside down
overnight.

My family and I bought our house in Kilsallaghan in June 2021 after reviewing the planning
documentation, plans and particulars as per the 2007 planning permission granted to the DAA for the
North runway. This documentation shows that flightpaths for the North runway were to be straight
out for 5 nautical miles or to an altitude of 3000 feet before diverging. The diagrams and maps



provided within the planning permission show that Kilsallaghan was not in any shape or form under
or near to a flightpath. See diagram below for illustration.

When the North runway opened in August 2022, we were astonished to discover that planes were
flying directly over our house. It would seem like our house was identified as a fly-over way point
which is a point in a flightpath that aircraft must fly over. Instead of using the approved flightpaths,
planes were taking a 75 degree turn at the end of the north runway (at several hundred feet) and flying
directly over St Margarets, Kilsallaghan and Rolestown.

Since the North runway opened, we’ve been subjected to thousands of large jet aircraft flying directly
over our home. Depending on the route, the frequency of these flights could be every 90 seconds. It
is the most horrible experience we've had to endure. It has rendered our garden space useless as it's
impossible to stay outside with the noise levels and the noise can’t be escaped in the house either
(house was built in 1975).

The primary reason we moved to Kilsallaghan was the outdoor space on our property but enjoyment

of this has been destroyed by the DAA electing to fly unauthorised flightpaths since the North runway
commenced.
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We have been experiencing noise levels of 80 to 100 decibels based on our own readings. It is high
enough to cause many issues harmful to health which have been well documented. We have five
young children and this has created a very negative experience for them in terms of the house move
which should not be the case.

We instructed Wave Dynamics Acoustic Consultants to conduct an independent noise monitoring
assessment at our home between Friday 23 December and Tuesday 27 December 2022. Their report
is attached and it concludes that noise levels during the period exceed the predicted maximum noise
levels within the modelling carried out by the DAA.

The situation has had the following consequences for us:
¢ elevated my wife’s blood pressure,
e caused huge levels of stress for us all,

» created a situation of extreme anxiety which carries on and which myself and my wife have
required medical intervention for,

¢ lost valuable time on house projects because we are not going to invest further in a home that
is subject to harmful noise levels,

e created a negative experience for our kids in terms of the house move as there is now regret
as to the move we made because the reasons for our move i.e. enjoyment of outdoor space
have now been destroyed by the DAA using unauthorised flightpaths,

e decreased our property value significantly and puts us in a position where it will be difficult
to sell our property which is our single investment.

The flightpaths were changed on February 23 2023 to a new route. The new flightpath is still creating
continuous harmful and excessive noise levels. The situation is extremely distressing and these noise
levels are not acceptable nor safe.

I have written to the DAA via email on several occasions seeking to arrange a meeting with their
community liaison officer but my requests in this regard have been ignored. I have also submitted
hundreds of noise complaints to the DAA and not one of those has been answered regarding the
unauthorised flightpaths. They’'ve only responded to noise complaints relating to noise levels from
permitted South runway flights or propeller aircraft which for some reason are not subject to the same
noise contours as jet aircraft. Most of my noise complaints included a request to speak to the DAA
community liaison officer about the situation and they have been ignored.

I have made a formal complaint to Fingal County Council (FCC) on 20 September 2022 in respect of
the North runway operations which are not in compliance with planning conditions attached to Reg
F04A/1755. FCC issued a warning letter to the DAA on 21 September 2022 however this process is
still not concluded and meanwhile tens of thousands of people are enduring intolerable noise levels
and the associated stress and anxiety unnecessarily.
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2.0 DAA Submission

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 difference 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 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:

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

2. The public consultation in 2016 used different routes and noise zones from the routes in this
submission.
3. The so called 2016 public consultation was strictly limited to certain areas in Fingal. Co Meath

and areas such as Kilsallaghan were excluded from the list of areas included in the leaflet
drop and advertising.

4. The State (Fingal Co Co, Meath Co Co, daa) has taken the position that only Fingal has
standing regarding the planning permission. daa insists that the planning permission has
nothing to do with the routes. Therefore, citizens in Meath have no means to engage in the
planning process while being subjected to the environmental impact.

5. 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. Far from accepting the
relevant action Fingal Co Co should be taking action to enforce the existing noise zone. ABP
should admonish Fingal Co Co for granting the relevant action in the first place. I can only
assume that Fingal got lost in the detail and approved something they didn’t understand.

6. There are alternative routes that conform to the existing noise zone without reducing the
capacity of the airport. AirNav's failure to design the procedures well and daa's flagrant
ignoring of planning permission should not be rewarded. Daa and certain airlines are not
interested in these alternatives as they may add an extra two minutes to each flight. Therefore,
they’d rather persecute tens of thousands of people with harmful noise rather than lose a cent
in profits. These alternatives are detailed in section 3.

7. The reports and estimates within the daa submission regarding noise impacts from proposed
changes are all couched with the language ‘no material change” and ‘not significant’. It should
be noted that this kind of language is all presented to favour the daa’s proposal and there’s
nothing factual about it. None of this can be taken seriously as none of it is tested or factual
and the actual lived experience of tens of thousands of people is the reality. The daa are
applying to change planning permission conditions while breaching the only valid and
current planning permission and flightpaths granted as per below:

¢ daa have breached the passenger cap in 2019 and will most likely do so again in 2023.

[Reference] Page 4 / 29



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

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

8. daa have failed one of the ANCA 2022 noise objectives.

9. The representative feedback of the affected communities via their elected representatives was
that these changes should not be allowed but this was not taken into account by the Fingal
County Council executive in the planning process.

10. Measures to increase traffic and consequent emissions in the midst of a climate crisis is
counter to our international and legal commitments to reduce GHG. Dublin airport is the
number one GHG emitter in Ireland in 2022 according to data from Climate Trace.Org at
Cop28. Daa prefer not to include scope 3 emissions in their environmental reports, but these
should be included in order to provide a true reflection.

3.0 Alternative Flightpaths

Current Noise
Situation
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The charts below shows how many people are being affected by the flightpaths currently in
use by the daa.
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Parallel Runway —
Operations

SEGREGATED OPERATIONS ON PARALLEL RUNWAYS
(MODE 4)

The required 30 degree separation between the missed

approach of one runway and the departure track of another TR (o me e e Sy S i S e R e

runway can be achieved by turning the departure or missed ST ense: 5 gy 4 nCT ) W AL S oo e (oS B woon 28]

41 GEWERM

ey pae Wi el s o S ] e e ) k3 ey
approach ane
412 OWr facioes  (Juch 89 non-analebtol lendiog 23 00 el e pmlel  uneays O esincied runeay

Iagtha m1ay prock e e oo of vl e i 3 p e b sordre

The Blue line shows the missed approach turning south by 30 i e
degrees.

ko 2t et
ke ' vsarhoe

L . s,
o rary 8 e

: 412 The atbarmsyn e o e e e )
The Green lines show the required divergence for a 10 degree e
departure off 28R.

® w9 )

Bt waclon bekeen acheny wod depweg  Srsi S ey revdy s el
PRI ) e T DO TR AN

| G e e cerATS smeoret o bob e mpecionkaies At DR
e met
18 7IOKE o it of o e ) e o e e BT (e

7 e = S —

479 [l

sy e e e 3 (7900 %) . Artd .
Mo 6l © N wm ey o oy T _—

D1 T neme deparm race dhargen wwedainly shar ket 3 ot waet 1) degrems. bom e
Approach 78 ) S T o T B s

e =

e B
Iy 2 e MO (o ek corberT

il
e

[Reference]

Page 8/29




Parallel Runway Operation
Departure from 28R, Arrival on 28L.

Parallel Runway Operations
Departure from 28R, Arrival on 28L.
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Parallel Runway Operations
Departure from 28R, Arrival on 28L.
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Examples of Missed
Approach Turns
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Examples of Missed
Approach Turns
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y Operations
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Easterly Operations
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South 28L Proposal.
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How Can The DAA
Reduce Noise?
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Proposed Routes
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Proposed Routes
10 Degree Turn 28R

Summary

Use Full length runway 28R as standard

Use NADP 1 as standard in Dublin airport

Use maximum 5 kts of tailwind for departures

Change the missed approach for runway 28L to fly to the south as proposed.

Departures off 28R to straight ahead to 1.9 nm, then fly to 20nm and above 3000ft before
turning on track, or

Departures off 28R climb ahead to 2.gnm, then turn north by 10 degrees and climb to 120nm
fL Y g

before turning.

Instruct ATC to enforce speed restrictions. Currently ATC demand an increase to 290 kts
airspeed soon after departure.

Make 250kts below 10000ft mandatory.
Instruct ATC to not direct aircraft off the published routes until above 5oooft.

Introduce a penalty to airlines that do not comply with speeds and track keeping. This is
standard practice across Europe.
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4.0 Sleep Disturbance

As per an EPA research paper number 423 entitled ‘Environmental Transport Noise and Health:
Evidence from Ireland (Noise-Health)’ by authors: Enda Murphy, Jon-Paul Faulkner, Ciaran Mac
Domhnaill, Se4n Lyons, Anne Nolan and Owen Douglas (referenced below), sleep disturbance
caused by environmental noise has the potential to adversely affect the immune system and, therefore,
is a major health concern. Sleep disturbance and awakening caused by exposure to transport noise
disrupts SWS, which is essential for the body’s recuperative process, and also disrupts REM sleep
(Belojevic et al.,, 1997). According to Spiegel et al. (2003) and Ising et al. (2004), a disruption in
recuperative sleep results in an increase in cortisol levels in subsequent waking hours. Fundamentally,
noise-related sleep disturbance is not mitigated by habituation, but in fact is exacerbated by long-term
habituation. This is because long-term exposure to environmental noise results in overproduction of
cortisol (Maschke, 2003), resulting in the accumulation of cortisol (so-called hypercortisolaemia)
(Tobias et al., 2015), which in turn can lead to atherosclerosis (Recio et al., 2016), widely considered
the primary pathological state associated with cardiovascular disease (Miinzel et al., 2018).

The report concludes that studies concerning the relationship between environmental noise and
annoyance tend to report that exposure to aircraft noise causes the highest annoyance response,
followed by road traffic noise and lastly railway noise. For example, in an analysis of 823 participants
in eight metropolitan regions in France, Gille et al. (2017) found that aircraft noise was reported to be
the most annoying, followed by road traffic noise and finally railway noise. In addition, in a study
investigating the cumulative impact of transport noise on a population of 10,000 in the Frankfurt
Rhine-Main metropolitan district of Germany, Wothge et al. (2017) found that aircraft noise was
significantly more annoying than either road traffic or railway transport noise at a standardised sound
level, in terms of loudness and frequency, suggesting that the perception of noise annoyance is heavily
influenced by average sound pressure. Such conclusions are also reflected in recent research by Sung
et al. (2016), who analysed noise annoyance among a stratified random sample of 2000 participants of
the metropolitan regions of Seoul and Ulsan in South Korea.

The epidemiological evidence associating sleep disturbance with negative health events is well
documented (Watson et al., 2015), and sleep disturbance is regarded as one of the most significant

negative health impacts associated with environmental noise (Fritschi et al., 2011).

https://www.epa.ie/publications/research/environment-—health/Research Report_423.pdf

Matt Walker - extract from his TED talk on sleep in 2019.

Matt Walker is a brain scientist specialising in the benefits of good sleep and the negative
consequences of bad sleep.

Sleep is your life-support system and Mother Nature's best effort yet at immortality, says sleep
scientist Matt Walker. In this deep dive into the science of slumber, Walker shares the wonderfully
good things that happen when you get sleep -- and the alarmingly bad things that happen when you
don't, for both your brain and body.

httpsy//www.ted.com/talks/matt_walker sleep _is_your_superpower/transcript
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5.0 Conclusion

ABP must reject this relevant action on the basis that it includes a revision to flightpaths which are
causing untold distress to tens of thousands of people. There are also many inaccurate statements of
the proposed changes having little effect on noise.

The argument presented by daa and airlines about economic impact and loss of jobs must be put aside
and taken with a pinch of salt. The truth is our economy and aviation bounce-back after covid is
extremely buoyant.

The fact is that the daa are breaking their current planning permission and this must be taken very
seriously. It is having a profound negative impact on residents health, quality of life and ability to

sleep.

In our view, any growth must be sustainable and balanced with national policy and not a nuisance to
local communities.

An oral hearing is absolutely necessary.

Yours sincerely

Alan Lynch
Castlefarm House
Kilsallaghan

Co Dublin
K67WES52

axllynch@gmail.com

0868577048
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Appendix 1
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WAVE DYNAMICS

Technical Note

Castiefarmn, Kilsallaghan,

Project: Dublin Title: Noise Assessment
Job Number: WDAZ230104 Prepared By: James Cousmns
Date: 30/03/2023 Reviewed By: Sean Rocks
Reference: WDA230104TN_08_A_01 Client: Alan Lynch

1 Introduction

Fotlowing the commencement of operations of the new Dublin Airport North Runway, Wave Dynamics were
engaged by Alan Lynch, 1o review the noise measwements Fom the baseline survey undertaken at Castiefarm
House, Casfiefarm, Kilsalaghan, Co. Dubiin, K67 WES2.

The objective of the assessment was 1o quantify the existing noise environment and the cumrent noise levels from
aircraft noise following the commencerment of the operation of the North Runway The measured noise levels
have been compared with the predicted noise levels from the DAA noise contours and industry criteria.

1.1 Statement of Competence

This assessment and report were compieted by James Cousins, Managing Direclor | Principal Consuitant with
Wave Dynamics who has ive experence in ing noise impact. His qualifications inciude BSc (Hons)
in Construction Management and Engineering, Pg Certin Construction Law and Diploma in Acoustics and Noise
Control {institute of Acoustics) and an IOA Competence Certin y Acoustic Measurements. James is a
member of both Engineers Ireland (MIET) and the Institute of Acoustics (MIOA) and is the current SITRI
Chairman

The assessment and report were peer reviewed by Sean Rocks, Director | Senior Consultant, Sean has
experience of aircraft noise particularly for planning and complaints investigation. Sean's qualifications include
BEng (Hons) in Mechanical and Manufaciuring Engineering, Dipioma in Acoustics and Noise Controt {institute of
Acoustics), 10A Certificate of Competence in Er i ntal Noise Measurement and SITRI certified sound
insulation lester. Sean is a member of both Engineers irefand and the institute of Acoustics.

2 Baseline Noise Survey

An unattended noise survey was undertaken to quantify the existing noise environment and cumrent noise levels
experienced On review of the data the measurements commenced at 14 19pm on Friday the 23" of December
2022 and finished at 10:25am on Tuesday the 27" of December 2022. The measurement duration was setio 1-
minute intervals.

2.1.1 Site Description and Measurement Locations

The site is located on the R122 in Castiefam, Kilsallaghan, Dublin. The area is mainly agricultural with sporadic
residential aweilings and commercial properties. Dublin Airport is located to the Southeast of the residence
approximately 4.5km from the edge of the new North Runway.
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Figure 1: Site location and neniforing locaion L1

- LJ \

fe Jocationm Relation to Dubiin Aiportand the new North Runway
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WAVE DY NAMICS

Meas ents

An unattended noise logger was deployed in location L1 as per Figure 1 to the rear garden of the residence. The
logger was calibrated before and after the measurements and no significant drift was noted. The logger was
deployed at a height of approximately 1.5m above the ground.

On review of the measurement data by WDA it was filtered for periods of unsuitable weather conditions where
required.

J

Figure 3: Noise Logger Sefup

2.1.2 Survey Period

Based on our review of the data, the measurements commenced at 14:19pm on Friday the 23 of December
2022 and finished at 10:25am on Tuesday ihe 27* of December 2022. The measurement duration was setto
{minute intervals. It is understood that flights were operationat from the North Runway from 9am to 6pm
throughout the measurement period with the exception of the 25" December 2022.

2.1.3 Noise Measurement Equipment

A Class 1 sound level meterinoise logger in general accordance with IEC 61672-1:2013 was used for the
atiended measurements. Table 1 below summarises the measurement equipment used.

Table 1: Noise Measurement Equipment

Calibrator B&K Type 4231 2205805 UCRT22/1592 03/05/2023

Sound Level Meter Rion NL-52 764925 UCRT21/2107 09/09/2023

4 r Assessment
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2.1.4 S uljective Noise Ehvironment

Based on the information providedduring the attended noise sunveyand logger depioyment the following noise
sources were “identified

AircrafiNoise from AircrafiFly Overs.

Roadnoise from theR1 22
Birdsong
Occasional activity from residents {cars amving/departing, voicesefc)

2.2 Noise Measurement Results
This section ouﬂh&stheresmsofmematiaudednoise survey

UnattendedMonitoring Resuy Its

Basedmmedataplwideu,Table2ouﬂinsme resultsof the noise  measurements atthe unatiesied
monitorig location L1. A full breakdewn of all the unattended measurement resultsis available on reguest.

Tabie2 Unattended Measurement Resuils

23122022 602 G2 572 42 61
24/12/2022 80 59 55 36 61
251212022 682 700 58 37 58
26/12/2022 62 63 59 42 56
2711212022 572 602 492 NA MA
m i¥here night ime perickis referred 1o the date ithe date the meastremenicommenced orat 23:00hrsand

iished:ﬂ?ﬂf.lrsmhﬁ:lmmgcdathdw
2 Shortened Measurement Duration
3) Measuemensaffe@edbyﬂogsbaﬂdrg on ChnistmasDay.

2.2.1 Larmsx NoiseLevels

The lrequeltychmﬂoiseevemsformemm Commar aircraftypes over the monitoning penodane
shown below. The number of occurences for these aincrafitypes are as follows:

*  Ambus A330: 19 flights
*  AIrbusA320: 110 flights

= Boeing 737. 174 flights

»  Boeing 7378200 24 fights

Information regarding arcraft types and fight times have been adapted fromthe following online flightracker

https /isbeaney com/track/v2/dublin fights htmi.
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Frequency of Ly, events for Airbus A330
7

6
5
4

3

2

|

o 1 1

<63 63-66 66-69 69-72 72-75 75-78 78-81 81-84 84-87 87-90 »90
LAinux,:lmin

Frequency

Figure 4 Larmax noise events for Airbus A330

Frequency of L, .. events for Airbus A320

; IIlIII
0

<63 63-66 66-69 69-72 72-75 75-78 78-81 81-84 84-87 87-30 =30

Frequency
5888 RS

LAle!.hm

Figure 5: Larmax n0ise events for Airbus A320

Frequency of Ly ., events for Boeing 737

888338

Frequency
Wb
(=)

[
o o

<63 63-66 66-69 69-72 72-75 75-78 78-81 81-84 84-87 87-30 >30

[=]

Lnqu, 1min

Figure 6: Lama: noise evenis for Boeing 737

VDA230104

N

se Al

essment

Page 25/29




WAVE DYNAMICS

F reqiency of L., events for Boeing 737-8200
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Figure 7 Lupug, neiseevents for Boeing 737-8200
3 Analysis of Res uts

3.1 External AmenitySpaces

To consider the noise impaciof the aircraft noise on the residence the recorded noise levels have been
compared fo theindustry critenafor theextemal amenityspaces. ProPG 2017 and BS82332014 providethe
following guidancein relation o external amenity spaces which statethat:

* theacoustic environment of exiermal amenityareas that are anintrinsic part of the overail design shouid
always be assessed and noise jevels should ideally not be abare therange 50 — 5508 Laeq 1557

ftwas nojpossible fo assess the fult6hour range without contributionof the North Runwayat thes location.
Instead consideration wasgiven to the noise leyels duringthe daytimeperiods outsideof the NorthRunway
operational ime (07:00 - 09:00 and 18.00-23:00), for theseperiods the measued Las, typicallymeasured 55-
59 aBA. Given the location of the residence and its proximityto local noise sourcesand consideratiorof the
night-timedata, the extemnal amenily spaces wouldbe expected to achievenoise levels in linewith or marginally
above the ProPG guidance without the effect of the North Runwayoperations.

3.2 LaegNoise Levels

The mostecentty predicted noise coniowrs for the North Runway operationas per the 2007planning permissi on

15 Ihe compliancecontours submitted to Fingal County Counciin 2016 Here predicted daytime noisecontours
(07:00- 23:00) for Dublin Akport withthe NorthRunway operationaican be seen below in Figure 8 From the

predictions it can beseen that Alaniynch's residence is located significantiyoutside the predicted contoursof
50dB Laeq 18hour From the results of the noise measurements outlined in Table2 above, the comesponding

Liteq 1emcer Measured at the residemne was Iypically57-62d8, however thisincludes a periodof 7 hourswhen the

North Runway was not operational. The average nowse level rises shightiyto 59-63dB for the NorthRunway

operational hours (09:00 - 18:00).
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Figure 8: Predicied Lysg aar SiTpoit noise confours with North Rumway in operation.

3.3 Larmax Noise Levels

Table 3 below oulines the predicted Lamax
The data has been extracted from Bickerdike Allen Partners report "A11219-NO1-OR"

Alan Lynch's residence is located approximately 4.5km from the westem-most point of the North Runway. A
of the recorded Larma NOiSE With those predicted in Table 3 below indicate that the predicted noise

comparison

levels were exceeded.

noise at intervals from the westem-most point of the North Runway.
dated 29% August 2018.

Table 3: Predicted L. noise levels at longitudinal distance from North R 'most western point,
Airbus A320 86 83 78 78 77 77 76 76
Airbus A330-300 91 90 89 88 87 83 82 81
Alrbus A380 89 88 87 86 85 84 83 83
Depariure -
Boeing 737 Maxé 87 84 81 79 78 77 77 76
Boeing 737-800 %0 a7 83 81 80 80 79 79
Boeing 737-200 96 94 a3 92 90 87 86 85
Aitbus A320 94 90 87 85 83 81 80 79
Airbus A330-300 97 93 o0 87 86 B84 83 82
Brival Aitbus A380 95 91 a3 87 85 83 82 81
Boeing 737 Max8 94 90 87 85 83 81 80 79
Boeing 737-800 94 S0 87 85 83 81 80 79
Boeing 737-200 84 90 88 86 84 82 81 80
WDA230104 Noise Assessment
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predicied noise levels

The AirbusA33Dis predicted tohave an La=a0f 81dB at 4km from theMorth Runway for departures There was
a lotal of 6 flightdepartures from the A330 over monitoringperiod which exceeded the predcied noise level This

predicted noise levels

For the Boeing 737 Mightsthe predicted Lamaat 4kmirom the NorthRunway for departuresis predicted o range
from76- 79dBfor Boeng737 MaxBand 737-800up to 85dB for 737-200. The iotal numberf flights for Boeing
737 exceeding 79 dBAwas 21. This Ngurecomesponds to 2% of alBoeing 737 fights recorcd over the
monitoning eriod exceeding the7s- 79dBA predictednoise levels

4 Conclusion

Following the commencement of operationsof the new Dublin Airport NorthRunway, Wave Dynamics were
engaged byAlan Lynch, to review the noise measuremenge from the baseline survey undertakerat Castiefam
House, Casliefarm, Kilsalighan, Co Dublin, K57 WES2

The objective of the assessment was to quantify the existingnoise environmeniand the cumeninoise levels from
arcraft noise following the commencementof meoperauma‘memmmmww The measured noise levels
have beencompared withthe predicted noisdlevels from the DAAnGise contours andinduskry criteria

Fromthe baselinenoise surveyitis evident that thenoise levels atthe resideme are impacted by the operatin
of the new North Runway

A compansonof the daybimepredicled noise levels and themeasured noise levels indicatethat thepredicted
Laeg Noise levels at theAlan ynch residenceane exceeded withthe North Runway in operation

When companing therecorded madmum noise levels andpredicted Lamax Noiseconiowrs it was noted thatthe
measured noise levels exceed the predicted maxmumneise levels with the North Runway in operationfor a
numbersf passbys

For the purpose of the assessmentand data review WDA have relied orfhe accuracy and data provided
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