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From:
Sent:
To:
C c :
Subject:

Bord

Monday 1 1 December 2023 08:20
Patrick Buckley
Appeats2
FW: Submission to Additional Information - sent Swift post today - ref:
ABP-314485-22 - F20A/0668 Relevant Action -Section 34C of the PDA relating to
night time use of the runway system at Dublin Airport.
Submission to Additional Information - Final 7th December 2023.docxAttachments:

From: Sheelagh Morris <sheelaghmorris@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, December 8, 2023 8:43 PM
To: Bord <bord@pleanala.ie>
Subject: Submission to Additional Information - sent Swift post today - ref: ABP-314485-22 - F20A/0668 Relevant
Action -Section 34C of the PDA relating to night time use of the runway system at Dublin Airport.

Attention : Patrick Buckley Exec. Officer and Bord members

Please find attached our submission - Sheelagh Morris and Others - to follow up from printed
document sent today by Swift post to arrive within the 5 week time frame
Please confirm receipt of this email and the document upon delivery.

Your website www.pleamuje&_rae£c_a_se/314485 would not permit me to upload my submission
without making a payment of €50 . As I have been a participant in this planning application, there is
no requirement to pay the fee per your
letter dated 8th November 2023.
Considering the position, we find ourselves in, I think we should have the option of uploading our
submission on line. This is most disappointing, and again, is an obstacle and barrier, to us, the
appellants who are only finalising our submission, to find, we have to post it . Considering the time to
deliver and the busy season coming up to christmas, I think many will miss the opportunity to submit
the additional comments to the applicants Additional Information. The timing of this appeal and the
process is not fair to those adversely affected, and the news of a new application to FCC to extend the
passenger cap from 32rnillion to 40rniltion passengers.

Please confirm receipt of our submission on the Al.

Kind Regards
SheeLagh Morris
M FGb4



SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 - SHEELAGH MORRIS

Submission to Additional Information – Sheelagh Morris & Others
F20A/0668.

ABP314485-22

Millhead

St Margarets

Co Dublin.

• Condition 1: replaces the 65/night movement limit with an annual Night Quota Scheme, set at

16,260 QC points applicable between 23:00 to 06:69 local time

• Condition 2: amends the times when the new Runway 10L/28R should not be used (in normal

circumstances) from 23:00 07:00 to 00:00 05:59

The ANCA 2022 decision and subsequent FCC Notice of Decision to Grant Permission is currently

subject to an appeal process, which is ongoing

( Taken from Intervistas report – Introduction)

ADDENDUM

Dublin Airport
Economic Impact of
Operating Restrictions Update

NOTE: ANCA is part of Fingal County Council and is not independent and there is conflict of interest

by virtue of the fact that ANCA instructed FCC to grant the breach of the planning permissions and
overthrow conditions 3(d) and condition 5.

Note : DAA fund the costs of ANCA , supply all the information to ANCA to make their decisions.
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SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 SHEELAGH MORRIS

DAA – FCC and ANCA - are all the one.

DAA apply to FCC for all their planning applications – ANCA gives the OK in relation to aircraft noise

and the impacts on local communities – after receiving all the information from daa – no validation –
from independent source – use UK as benchmark – UK no longer part of EU – FCC grant permission

Independence of roles and authorities is conflicting and compromises the planning process and
effectively places DAA above the planning system.

Each airport is enpowered to set their own NAO ( Noise Abatement Objective) which

gives DAA the full power to override the flightpath victims trapped in the Longitudinal corridor. The
conditions 7 and 9 were part of the planning permission for north runway for 16 hours on North

Runway only and a limit of 65 ATMs on south runway.

AN CA

1. Daa have proposed this Night Aircraft Quota , with no changes to condition 7 and 9

for those in the Longitudinal corridor. ACtS would be reviewed every five years by

ANCA and FCC – when there is a limit of a 6 months season placed on QC points, and
this is at the discretion of the airport operator, how they are assigned. The Aas is not

designed for those under the flightpath or parallel to the runways, as it does not

consider the number of SEL’s and lamax levels , envisaged to cause sleep deprivation
and health issues. The contours used are the Lnight and Lday to support the noise

measurements and this is not acceptable for those trapped in between the runways

and under the direct flight path ( the Longitudinal contour – 0 – 3000 ft) . A grant of
permission would present a position of entrapment for those in the Longitudinal

corridor with no solution going forward.

2. ( Extract from EIAR Appendix 13A)
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SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 - SHEELAGH MORRIS

As part of aviation legislation, Directive ( EC) 2002/49/EC of the European Parliament and of the

Council of 25th June 2002 relating to the assessment and management of environmental noise, as
amended by the Commission Directive ( EU) 2015/996 of 19th May 2015 establishing common noise
assessment methods.

The regulations are to be known as the European Communities ( Environmental Noise) Regulations

2018 and came into operation on the 31st December 2018. They require the production of strategic
noise maps and set agglomerations, major roads and major airports. They also require the

production of subsequent action plans.

The EU introduced EU Regulation 598/2014 in 2016. This repeals 2002/Ec2 which set out procedures

and rules for the introduction of noise related operating restrictions to the busiest European airports.
This previous regime for managing noise airport noise placed the responsibility with the airport

operator. The entry into force in 2016 of EU Regulation 598/2014 represents a shift in responsibility

from the airport operator to a separate independent statutory entity or competent authority to
oversee the delivery of the new, more prescriptive approach to airport noise management.

NOTE HERE : DAA were responsible for noise management at Dublin Airport.

NOTE: Dublin Airport has enjoyed the monopoly of setting their own standards on aircraft noise
and other up to the present day.

There was no Restrictions enforced by the Council or by the EPA .

This is set to change with the legislation of the setting up of the ANCA ( The Aircraft Noise

Competent Authority) reporting to Europe under EU598/2014.

So this application is more than changing the 2 conditions and permitting 24 hour flights at Dublin
Airport. The current runway will be permitted to operate 24 hours a day as they currently do.

This application is about transferring the responsibility for noise and airport activity to ANCA, IAA

and ATC - should this application be granted.

The wording on the application fails to state that this is the setting up of noise regulations by daa ,
worded and composed by daa for the NAO as daa are the only candidate making the
recommendations. This is a biased approach and does not consider those between the runways
and in the flight path, where mitigation measures cannot realistically be achieved.

• Catalytic Impacts. The way in which the airport fadlitatas the business of other sectors
of the economy. As such, air transportation facilitates 6mployment arxl owlomic
devebpment in the national aconorny by facilitating trade, kwdsm, investment and
productivity growth.

There is no mention of the climate change and impact of increased air traffic at Dublin Airport.

.3



SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 SHEELAGH MORRIS

The Carbon emissions are a matter for each person who sits on an aircraft per DAA’s CEO , Kenny
Jacob - (interview with Clare Byrne on RTE Radio – Thursday 16th November at IIam )

Reference the words of Kenny Jacobs.

More aircraft flying - more emissions - more Environmental PM matter emitted .

Fic forecasts fdr Dubjr ii were pro1 db91iatotrUgUSIprodulrpoi

period 2023-2025.4 These included a forecast assuming the ANCA 2022 decision and

bsequent FCC Notice to Grant but maintaining the 32 million cap on annual passenger
olumes ("unconstrained”), and another assuming the application of the operating

esaictbns specified in the 2007 planning permission as well as the 32 million cap
“constrained-). These forecasts are dosaibed further in the next section

Daa have announced their intent to lodge planning permission on 19th December, 1eading up to the

busiest time of the year for families , for an increase to 40 million passengers, and at time of writing,
this has not been lodged. The decision by ABP has not been reached and deliberated and should

not be considered while this application is pending. This is project and planning permission
blending. Also an Enforcement order was lodged to the High Court with DAA receiving a stay on it
and outcome stIll pending.

If I submitted planning for an additional extension on my home, and before the decision was made
by FCC, the planning section, I then applied to turn that space into a music school, would I be
permitted as DAA are , in this case. The answer we know, is no , this would not be permitted. Yet
this is what DAA are doing here.

It does appear that this is a parallel strategy to have both considered and progressed together.

Where is the environmental protection, while we are in a crisis of climate change. Aircraft are not
mentioned or considered, while road traffic, cows and fossil fuels are the offending destroyers. The

environmental damage of aircraft is exempt in the eyes of our government , the EPA , and Europe .
As our farming community have to reduce their dairy herd , - cows die while more planes fly.

The case for creating jobs overrides the future protection of our planet and reducing emissions. The
COP are meeting in Dubai currently, and the Irish Government has pledged 25million over 2 years to

the countries most affected by climate change. We see Eamon Ryan returning to Dublin on a night,
for a Dail vote, on Tuesday 5th December, and will return again to Dubai to resume his presence at
the COP convention. - the aircraft carbon footprint does not appear to matter to our Minister of
Transport, the Green Party.

Aircraft are exempt, when it comes to our carbon emissions as aircraft are considered in a separate
category under the ICAO. So from the ICAO website, we see the following:

4



SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 SHEELAGH MORRIS

The 2022-2025 work programme in the ICAO environmental committee (CAEP) is reviewing both the
aircraft noise and the C02 emissions standards.

(taken from the EASA website – Aeroplane C02 emissions)

ANCA are following the methodology of the Laeq16hr contours and diminishing the significant
impact of SEL ( single event levels) and LaMax - slow and fast. It is the SELs that cause
significant disturbance with the constant take offs at 70% of the time on North Runway

HCOM

Dublin Airport North Runway Relevant ActIon -
Addendum to Appropriate Assessment Screening
Report (September 2021 )

Plum nt#nl)er CR•lrt
6CB01 864 daa

Date
11 Septene)er 2023

PnlnrBd by
ToW Marshal CEcoI
MCIEEM , Technial
Director

Ch•CkBd by
Martin Birt

App+wed by RevIsion No.
Colin Bush CEnv MIEMA. 0
A9suiate

Introduction

AECaNL UI behalf of dan, prepared an ApjxDpti3te Assewment (AA) Su8erBng Refxxt to acoampary the apI#bathin Rx
a proptn8d development canpri3hg tIn takirg af a ntwmlt adi>n (tIn 1imposed RebvantA£tbn’) within the mezltng

Review of this document



Change to modelled flightpaths
On comrn8rwment of North Runway operabuls in August 2022 an issue regarding departure nightFnths was idult}fied
which resuttu1 in some kx:al oommunibes being unocpet$edty ovedk)wn. daa lmrTndiatBty started a IWbW with the aim
of $absfacto(fly rescivtng the issue as som as p08saile. The reviaw process Involved erBagement arxi aaordinabon WTth
the retwant stakeholders. and it klenttBed that some of the instrument Flight Procedwes (IFPs )1 were mt aligned to
nxxleling assumptbns hdr+dad in daa's plannhg sutxnk3brB, TIn cxdoann of ttn review, Pl oon8ultati>n with the Irish

AviatUl AuttnHty (IAA). pmfx>sed updates to the affected IFP. specifically the wrnnt Standard Ins aunnnt Departures
(SI DsP which wiN resutt in Iightpaths aligning nun dosdy with the information previously mmmuricated by da The
revised SIDs were ruiuired to go thraugt regulatory review and aon9ent prowsses bM>re they could tn tmphmented
They were sub$eqwntty appl)vcd and becann operational on 23 February 2023, in line with tIn Internatimnl Civil
Aviation Orgari$abon's Aerulautial Information Pubhcabm cycb.

The changes to mafelled flightpath3 do not result in any EuR4>ean sites which were not ases9ed in the updated AA
Saeening Report being over-ftwn at heights at which di3turbanu of Qualifying Interest (CP) I Specid Corner%bon
Interest (SCI) species aould omur.

This could change again – and for those in the Longitudinal Corridor, which is not recognised as a

contour in the methodology used in the EIS, are coltateral damage and insignificant in the eyes of the
applicant.

rlfalW–BcE6iht@
In Sepbmber 2C121. it was forecast that a passenger througrput of 32 milIIon passengers Hr anrum {mppa) would be

reached in 2C125 in the Proposed Scenario ara in 2027 in the Permitted ScenarIO, Due to a faster noovery from the
CavlcJ'19 panderrBc than pndCt8d. latest foremsts sFx>w that a passenger throughput of 32mppa k rnw likely to be
achkved in 2024 in tIn Proposed Scenxio zld 2026 in tIn Perrnitted Scenario.

passenger capacity of the Tenrlnds a1 ChIt$in Arlxxt arises n a InuIt condition no. 3 of the Terminal 2 PlannIng
Permlssbn arxl canditbn rn. 2 af tIn Terminal 1 Extertsbn Manning P8nnission. These wldttiorB provide that the
aonbined capacIty of Termhal I arxl Terminal 2 krgeBter shall nd exond 32 nYlon passeWers per annum.

Tabb 1.1 sIx>ws the updated Rxecats for the twoAs3e3srrnnt Years in the Permitted and Proposed Scenarios

Tabbo 1. AIr Traffic Forecasts in A8s08smont Years

2025 2035

mpI)a

Porrnittui Sanano 31.8

ATM mppa ATIW

227 32.0 228

This breach in the planning has been combined with the Terminal 2 planning permission and further

muddies the waters - The oral hearing for T2 was run directly after the oral hearing for F04A/1755
in 2006 and gave no time for the Resident groups to examine in depth and present a full and
meaningful submission. I attended the oral hearing and felt it was a continuation of F04A/1755 and
the two were intrinsic linked together for the purpose of grant of permissions.

With all the data submitted – how does the ATMs in the above Air Traffic forecasts in assessment

years compare to 65 movements from llpm to 7am on both north and south runway? This needs
to be clarified

6



SHEELAGH MORRISSUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22

As sd out in tIn updated AA Screening Report targeled tieN surveys arri8d out at Balck>yle Bay Special Protection
arxJ Mby 2018. wereEstuary SPA tnNwlon arne 2016 and lbaemtnr 21AIBa (SPA) and
time. rn evkkrne wasa)nTHetaJ pre£wicb19. at a Une when [Xrblh AhTx>rt wu operating at arwnd

L Moreover. airaaftfound a

No Field study done on the impact of the wild birds and wildlife in Millhead and St Margarets.

Since the new runway was built the rodent population ( rats) has greatly increased and is a
contInuous problem . It has reached epidemic levels with rats now entering parked vehicles and farm
machinery.

While winter brings vermon about, the extent of the escaltion of rats in the are area is proving

continously problematic . Millhead borders on DAA lands.

EEartIer Fleet ModernIsatIon
OurbIg tIn Hrkxl 8inw Sapt©ntnr 2021 therB hw been an earhu nxxfwrisatbn cf aicraft fleet than initialy antk3p3t8d
The future forecasts now allow for an earlier fleet rrDderrisatkin that Ins omurred and have been used in the updated
8s9e$srrnnts

Ryanair and Aer Lingus have replaced some of their fleet which are quieter – but the noise produced
as a result of ATO and ATL are not reduced enough to actually stop a sleeping human from waking or

trying to get to sleep. The Boeing Max – have a reduction of 7-8 db and still registering 51 db in my
bedroom on take off ( ATO) Landing aircraft are much quieter, but 70% of all ATMS are take offs on
the North Runway, therefore it is the take offs that wakes us and keeps us awake.

It is now the quiet month of November and it is more bearable – but from May to end of October is
constant takes off every 1-2 minutes up to 12 midnight and starting at 5.30 in the morning on the
South runway. The sleep deprivation is significantly harmful when one cannot get to sleep.

NOTE: North Runway operates under Mode7B which means 70% of the take offs are on 10L .

External db levels of 80-90-95 db Lafmax and lasmax and SEL are the norm.

As DAA chose to use the Lnight and Lday – Laeq16hr methodology to calculate the noise levels for
this planning applications to extend the operating hours from llpm to 12pm and 6am - to 7am.

These hours will be the most disturbing and busiest times for sleeping receptors, humans living
under the underway and in the flightpath. There is no denying this or sugar coating it.

If I was to compare an 330 aircraft taking off at Dublin Airport, in the Laeq16hr – Lday and Lnight
methodology used and every aircraft taking off for 16hrs and 8 hours at night to a chainsaw starting

and stopping, - under the DAA calculations , the SELs would be hidden in an average noise level
produced in the contours produced by the INM model used by the applicant.

So effectively this model states: ear protection would not be required, as the noise is spread over a
wide area and averaged out. Of course we know, this is not the case, and neither is it so, for those in
the direct flightpath, as aircraft take off and climb, and to a less degree, on landing. Those close to
the runway are far from the same as those at the other end of the contour lines drawn.

For 9 months of the year – the constant aircraft noise is unbearable. The Insulation scheme and

Voluntary Purchases Scheme was part of the planning permission . Daa and FCC agreed both of
these schemes – excluding the views of those adversely impacted. It must be noted here, as per my

7



SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 - SHEELAGH MORRIS

original submission - 14 families , residents of Fingal, living at Dublin Airport were exempt from the
Voluntary Insulation and Voluntary Home Buy Out Scheme and were treated separately, and their
issues dealt with to their full satisfaction, not on the terms of a restricted and interpreted wording to
suit the applicant and Fingal County Council.

[Keis

are no rnw or ciflwent
SaBenlng Reina are.

Ipcfa

whkIh mIkI arbe to affect ttnse species, TIn brpacts oon$iderBd by the updated AA

e

•

dtsturban08 awed by over'flying atruaft;

ctHhdon sith drcraft: aId.

errnrgency KIel dumping

For the reasons thsaibed in detail in the updated AA SaBening R8poa and because ttn proposed SCI species of
North-West Irbh Sea cSPA are identical or very similar in ecology to those of SPAs }ndudea in an updated AA Screening
Rewa it is Wwibte to conclude that tIn assessment presented in the AA Screening Report is appliable to North-West
Irish Sea cSPA Thus

• nd9e wents Inlow 60 dB(A) are unlkely b disturb non4Jmeding watutinls. wIlib n®e5 atnve 72 db{A) rnve
been shown to muse disturbana

q dm b tIn oanbnuing ®errnntatkxl of tIn VWldlife Managemel# PM at DtRiin Apart it is very ul likely tInt SCI
9lnd'u wiI tn involved h airaaft strike. There will consequently be rD hnp3ct to SCI species of Euopean sites

from the WWsed Relevant Actim as mndttions wii remain as they wrrBntly exist utxler tIn WildIIfe Man3g8rrnnt
Plan; and

of nan4>reeding waterbhcIsI.

What is the wildlife Management plan for St Margarets and Millhead?

Since the new runway opened the wildbird population is practically non existent. The increase in

the rat population has denied us the opportunity to encourage the wild birds to stay in the garden
and this has a negative affect on mental health and well-being. The garden is not recognized by daa
is a vital part of our homes - it was stated – we will lose our gardens and this became a mantra to
justify the loss of our outdoor room.

• % dtznpng kCUTbdOutraIBtymdmVh eBnrgen€V:
irxRlent in seven years at Dublin Airport). while much or

marine erwtrulrnent. aIx! fuel which did
over a wide area

to tIle APE#car#. me I
dI of tIn dumped ftnl valxxi&es before reaching the sea,

reactI tha wa would be dIspersedso don not ause any p©Hutiul cf ttu

Conclusion

Sneering Report in Sqterrenr 2021 th not mateHdty
81883_ WIth regard to these Oranges. tt+ewfor8

The changes at DIlllh AIrport wtrlcl1 have mIned 8#ne the submb8Ml cf tIn updated AplxqriabA93essnnrR
charge tIn relevxlt ba$eHrn to European

#n cxxx:tu9ion of the updated AA Saeenlru ReFxirt remains IIte same.
Relevant Actiur can in exclrxieleffects from the
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SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 - SHEELAGH MORRIS

While fuel dumping is carried out over the Irish Sea ( contaminating the fish population) there is a
risk at the end of the runways and in the direct night path that fuel dumping could be an event that

will occur. Thankfully and hopefully this will never be the case. However this raises another issue,
what is the PM ( particle matter ) at the end of the runways and surrounding area and in the direct
flight path on take off and landings. One can see the plume line of emissions from the wings of the
aircraft in weather conditions, in the sky as they come in to land and also on take off. There is no
station set up by the EPA in St Margarets to monitor the air quality . There is a need now that the
new runway is operating, in the interest of the health of those trapped in the flightpath with no

satisfactory options.

This morning, Sunday 3'd December, the odour from aviation fuel was in the atmosphere from early
morning to lunch time ( 9am – 1300) The weather conditions – it was very foggy and the fumes

and odours remained trapped in the air. What is the PM levels this morning? There is no way of
capturing this.

11111111 R iCON DO ”

September 2023

Dublin Airport

North Runway, Regulation 598/2014
(Aircraft Noise Regulation) Cost-
Effectiveness Analysis Updates

Prepared for

aad

Prepared by

RICONDO

6. OPERATING RESTRICTION MEASURE
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SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 SHEELAGH MORRIS

Scenario 2 with the addition of the proposed 55 dB Lnight RSIGS for people exposed to high level of
impact caused by night-time noise levels above 55 dB Lnight continues to meet the cNAO and priority
associated with reducing high level night-time disturbance. Therefore, operating restriction measures
are not necessary.

ANCA are responsible for ensuring that aircraft noise is controlled for those adversely impacted . To
date ANCA have made their recommendations to increase the Noise Quota Count while ignoring
those trapped in the flight paths . ANCA have been directed not to take into consideration the
current VHIS or the VHPS as agreed by DAA the applicant and FCC the local authority – excluding
those homes and lives , with their quality of life destroyed and health impacts changed forever –

denying a nights sleep and evening rest to residents at the end of the runways and between the two
runway.

7. COMPARISON OF FORECAST INCLUDING
ADDITIONAL MEASURES AND PERMITTED
OPERATIONS SITUATION SCENARIOS

SectIon 7 of the 2021 CEA Report describes the comparison between the Scenario 2 with the Residential Sound
InsulatIon Grant Scheme (Forecast Including Additional Measures) and the Permitted Operations SItuation
scenario that includes the North Runway restrictIons:

- Condition 3(d) – Runway 10L-28R shall not be usd for take-off or landIng between 23.CX) and 07.00.

• Condition 5 – The average number of nIght-time aircraft movements at the AIrport shall not exceed 65 per
night (between 23:00 and 07:00) when measured over the 92-day modelling per}od.

The purpose of the comparison was to evaluate which of the two is more cost-effective to address the same
cNAO and related priorities

7.1 EFFECTIVENESS COMPARISON

Revised Table 7-1 presents the HSD and HA populations for the Forecast inclUdIng AddItional Measures
scenario and the PermItted Operations Situation scenario. Revised Table 7.2 compares the metrICS of the two
scenarios to the 2018 situation. Both the Forecast including Additional Measures and PermItted Operations
Situation scenarios reduce the HSD and HA populations. Based on the updated results, both scenarios continue
to meet the cNAO and associated night-time disturbance priorities.

REVISED TABLE 7-1 : SCENARIO POPULATION EXPOSURE LEVEL RESULTS

SCENARIO
B immP

POPULATION HIGHLY ANNOYED POPULATION

Forecast lndtxlag Atkiitbnal Measures 23, 790 53, 762

Permitted C>Fnntions Situation 22.250 54.998

SCXJRCE &ctenJ ae Alert Panrven LLP. A 11267_23_cAa29_3 0 Sumnnry of Results Inctudnq l+tt9tRnn . Septemtnr 10. 2(23 (popuhtna vdtes)

Dublin AtrFxxt North Rurnay, Re9Jlatlon Sg&2014

Azcraft Fk>lse RegulatIon)

191 Cost.Effectlwtas AnalysIS UFxlate

We see the conditions set up - no ATMS on North runway from llpm to 7am
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And only 65 ATMs on 10R-28L - this has not been adhered to by DAA since the opening of North
Runway on 23’d August 2022 and FCC only issued an enforcement notice – 11 months after the
breach , which was highlighted continuously . This is a matter for the courts now – and we see the

courts have permitted a stay on this , to continue to breach the conditions.

The conditions are the conditions and are there to protect the amenity of the local community
surrounding the runways and flightpaths.

Looking at the above table – there is an increase in HSD of 1,540 and Highly Annoyed population of
an additional 1,236 - can DAA guarantee 40db at night SEL and LAFmax and LASmax to those HSD
and HA populations – This is also a responsibly of ANCA under the NAO in line with 598/2014
regulations. Each airport is permitted to set their own NAO and this is submitted as the END to the
European Union . Dublin Airport must abide by its responsibilities and direct airlines to comply.

The Scheme rates all aircraft types according to their respective noisiness of landing
and and take-off using a measure called EPNdB 'effective perceived noise’ in decibels. Band
of EPNdB are assigned a Quota Count (QC) rating, this being done on an exponential scale.

For each reduction of 3 in EPNdB the QC is halved:
EPNdB over 101.9 is QC/16
EPNdB 99 – 101.9 is QC/8
EPNdB 96 – 98.9 is QC/4
EPNdB 93 – 95-9 is QC/2
EPNdB 90 – 92.9 is QC/1
EPNdB less than 90 is QC/0.5
EPNdB less than 87 is exempt (ie QC of zero).

Figure 3.2 illustrates the historic trend in certified aircraft noise levels in terms of the
cumulative 25 margin to the Chapter 3 limits for the heaviest weight variants and maximum
thrust rating for an aircraft type(5) Aircraft designs certified during the last 10 years (e.g.
Boeing 737max, 787: Airbus A32C)neo, A350, A330neo) have a cumulative margin of 5 to 15
EPNdb below the latest Chapter 14 standard. The general trend over the last three years
has seen marginal noise improvements to these aircraft designs.

(taken from EASA website)

What I see above again is different aircraft noise counts that add further confusion to
identifying and standardising what is aircraft noise. For me, it is the event that wakes me,
that prevents me from sleeping and going back to sleep, once sleep disturbed.

The airlines Ryanair and Aer Lingus are banking on the Noise quota system to fly as many aircraft as

they want when most of these will be in the EPNdb less than 87 – NQC of ZERO

Yet for me and my family, waking up with each take off and more and more of them will not be
ZERO

The report on waking from sleep – when one cannot get to sleep – that is the bigger issue here.
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:evised Table 7.3 presents the cumulative costs for the Forecast including Additional Measures scenario and
he Permitted OperatIons SituatIon scenario, Costs for the Forecast includIng AdditIonal Measures scenario are
he combined sum of the preferential runway use measure costs listed in Table 4-5 of the 2021 CEA Report and
he revised RSIGS costs summarised in Revised Tab be 5-2, The cumulative cost for the Permitted Operation
ondition scenario is based on updated fIgures provided by InterVISTAS for over the three-year period between
023 and 2025

SCENARIO

EVISED TABLE 7-3-, ESTIMATED TOTAL COST COMPARISON TO IMPLEMENT – FORECAST
NCLUDING ADDITIONAL MEASURES VERUS PERMITTED OPERATIONS SITUATION SCENARIOS

Forecast hcludln9 AddItIonal Measures 1 €3.833,525

PermItted OperatIons Srtuabul €842,000.000

Forecast nc ladIng Addltxrnal Measures scenario cost utlmate is expressed in consul# pt}ces
PermItted OfnnUons Srtuatnn scenxlo costs xe rt 2020 euros

I<XJRCES Rlconck3 & Asncnte& Im . Sqtemtnr 2023 (sum of costs for Forecast lnchrcbn9 Addltnnal Measures uenarlo}. hterVIST AS, August 2023
{lntBVtSTAS £conJmpact Update 30Al42023 xls) (total gross vdu-added cost estImates)

aT ES

.2 COST TO IMPLEMENT COMPARISON

lasts associated wIth the Permitted Operations SituatIon scenario are related to the constraIned number of

'ovements forecast for 2023 to 2025 due to the North Runway operating restrictions compared to
nconstrained levels up to 2025. which is when the 32 mppa is expecta] to be reached. The updated movements

orecast conducted by Mott MacDonald indicates the 32 mppa level is expected to occur in 2024 after whIch

.here would be no growth in passenger volumes. ' An updated economic impact study conducted by InterVISTAS
'a5ed on the updated forecast movement conditions conducted by Mott MacDonald determined the
'onstrained number of movements would lead to loss in value of goods and services produced (gross value
dded [GVA]) comparal to the unconstrained scenario. All costs are expressed in 2022 prices.=

What is the human cost of lack of sleep – unable to sleep , dreading the summer season from May to
October when the schedule of ATMS are taking off every minute,during the day – the loss of our
gardens, then the Christmas period and Easter Period.

What is the human cost to each individual living at the end of the runways and in the immediate
night path. The commercial cost is quantified and pushed forward to diminish our health and the

mental impacts . The CEO Kenny Jacobs , when asked by Clare Byrne on her radio show on 16th
November, stated there were some homes he would not live in – but yet the Voluntary insulation

and Home Buyout scheme does not reflect the true cost of the collateral continuous damage of DAA
and their runway and operation of Dublin Airport.

The human cost for those trapped in the Longitudinal Corridor has not been quantified and we are
calling for this to be done – in the interest of fairness and equality

InterVISTAS indicated that as a result of the operating restrictions, the Irish economy could forgo an
additional 3,130 jobs and €256 million in GDP by 2024, relative to the night operations with the ANCA
June 2022 conditions. The forgone economic impact is projected to decline in 2025 as the 32 mppa

cap starts to reduce the gap between the forecast scenarios. By 2025, the forgone economic impact is
estimated to be 1,510 jobs and €122 million in GDP. The economic impact results are lower than

estimated in 2021 due to the narrower gap between the unconstrained and constrained forecasts.
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There is no costing from InterVISTAS on the cost to home owners, the impact on their lives, over
time, with constant and significant life changing , stuck or having to move, find a replacement home,
and all the costs associated with that. Also the stress of moving, finding a replacement home and

fact is, you will never find another home , like what you have. The cost of adapting , new
neighbours, new community, longer and more expensive commuting to work, hospitals and menities.

It must be noted those impacted in St Margarets are natives of three generations, as is my case and
our Identity and sense of belonging is in St Margarets . Dublin Airport have invaded and taken our

quality of life and continue to do so, as an entitlement for the same of profits and Commercial gain .

The national strategic importance of this application has been the justification to ignore the

conditions that impact on those in the flightpath , to use the media to change the mindset of the
public , isolating those victims adversely affected and demonizing them. The CEO of Ryanair has

continually demonized those residents adversely affected, in a deliberate campaign , accusing them
of holding the county to random and the airlines. The profits is the most important goal for Ryanair
and Aer Lingus for their shareholders - seats on planes are a commodity – the human factor is over

shadowed by the greed for increased profits and expansion at the cost of human misery and
constant torture.

20353. The proposed Relevant Action does not seek any amendment of conditions of the
North Runway Planning Permission governing the general operation of the runwaY system
(i.e„ conditions which are not specific to night-time use, namely conditions No. 3(a), 3(b), 3(c)
and 4 of the North Runway Planning Permission) or any amendment of permitted annual
passenger capacity of the Terminals at Dublin Airport. Condition No. 3 of the Terminal 2

No. 2 of the Terminal 1 Extension Planning
Permission (PL 06F.223469) provides that the combined capacity of Terminal 1 and Terminal
2 together shall not exceed 32 million passengers per annum (mpr>a) (’the 32rnppa Cap’). As
such the updated forecast schedules maintain the 32mppa Cap as a restriction.

Planning Permission (PL 06F.22Q670:

The original forecuts saw passenger numbers reaching 32mppa by 2025 without the RA. The
changes in the revised forecasts principally relate to the time when the 32mppa cap is
reached, i.e. 32mppa will now be reached sooner than was previously estimated. As a result
of the quicker return to growth now forecast, both the previously submItted Economic Impact
Assessment4 by Intervistas and the Cost-Effective Analysis5 by Ricondo have been updated to
provide ABP with the most up to date and current information.

The general operation of the runway excluded the use of the North runway from llpm to 7am in the

morning and also reduction to 65 ATMS on South runway. Every ATM is part of the operation at
Dublin Airport as it involved the IAA, ATC, Air Nav, ANCA , FCC and Government departments ,
Finance ( the main shareholder) Transport and justice and Housing.

To state that it is not, is incorrect information and is a coercion statement to mislead and change the
mindset into saying what is not ok is now ok.

Single Event Levels and Lamax are not cancelled out with Noise quota system
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The relationship between the Noise quota system and SELs and ATMs could not be further from each
other

From Tom Philips report.

Earlier Fleet Modernisation During the intervening period between the previous RFI submission on
13th September 2021, FCC’s Notice of Decision to Grant Permission on 17th October 2022 and the

submission of this response to ABP, the modernisation of the Feet at Dublin Airport has advanced at a
quicker rate than initially anticipated.

This has been captured within the various supporting materials provided with this response. The
updated assessment is based on the latest forecasts. These take account of changes in the Feet mix
over recent years and how it is expected to continue to evolve. This means the forecasts allow for
earlier Feet modernisation that has occurred, compared to what was previously forecast based on

conservative assumptions.

Our study predicts that the current Gl aircraft types will be largely replaced on a phased basis by

next generation G2 types by the mid 2030’s. New next generation aircraft types (G3) are expected to
enter service potentially from the late 2030s to replace G2 types, but no G3 types are assumed by
2040 at DUB

FCC granted permission to remove Condition 3 and 5(d) on 17th October 2022 less than 2 months
after the new runway opened for operatIon. While the fleet mix has changed, this will not be
completed for a number of years and thus enabling the airlines to operate as they wish, until such

time their capital budgets permit such a change. The period of time to produce aircraft for delivery is
also a factor. The cost of an aircraft is excessive and airlines will be slow to change their fleets until

the cost of repair and maintenance exceeds the cost of replacement . Kenny Jacobs stated on the
Clare Byrne Show on 16th November that discounts are offered to airlines for quieter aircraft. There
are no PENALTIES only discounts - so Airlines can continue to operate their fleet as long as it suits
them

The price tag on an A330neo new aircraft is $238.5 million with the freighter version costing $259.9
million The A330 -800 as we know, is very rare, with only 14 on order. The A380 – list price
$446.5 million and discounted with fleet orders. Emirates have ordered 21 of these. So the cost of

changing will only happen when the airlines are ready to order. That leaves the flightpath residents

to experience torturous aircraft noise on a continuous basis in the Longitudinal Corridor. DAA have
stated and want the NQS which they say is a far better way of measuring noise. It is not for us
flightpath residents - the increased NCIS granted by ANCA means no limit to the number of aircraft

taking off and landing on the North runway and South runway.

A noise quota system is proposed for night time noise at the airport. The airport shall be subject to an

annual noise quota of 7990 between the hours of 2330hrs and 0600hrs. In addition to the proposed
night time noise quota, the Relevant Action also proposes the following noise mitigation measures: -
A noise insulation grant scheme for eligible dwellings within specijc night noise contours – A detailed

Noise Monitoring Framework to monitor the noise performance with results to be reported annually
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to the Aircraft Noise Competent Authority (ANCA), in compliance with the Aircraft Noise (Dublin
Airport) Regulation Act 2019

ANCA have now issued their decision, ( Draft Regulatory Decision). ANCA have not only considered
the requests, but went far and beyond the request, permitting 16,260 noise Quota counts between

2300pm – 6.59 am ( 8,270 in excess of what was requested) and now the subject of this
submission. This consultation is just another process that will be logged and submissions from the
victims ignored, as part of the planning process to justify the outcome and a mere tick box exercise.

So 16,260 ATM will be permitted from llpm to 7am ranging from 90db upwards. Any below that,
are free. So as many of the Ryanair Boeing -800 max can fly without any issue - with the take off

noise disturbing the night time peace for sleeping and resting residents.

Daa sought the approval from ANCA to change the night time hours, imposed by ABP , based on an
economic reason to trample on those adversely affected, in terms of health and well being.

The Noise Quota system - aircraft do not register in the count under 87db and only register in the
count at 90db. This is set by the aircraft manufacturer – so Boeing set the level acceptable for
Boeing aircraft and Airbus set the level for Airbus aircraft – not ANCA, not FCC not the EPA .

The Scheme rates all aircraft types according to their respective noisiness of landing
and and take-off using a measure called EPNdB 'effective perceived noise’ in decibels. Band
of EPNdB are assigned a Quota Count (QC) rating, this being done on an exponential scale.

For each reduction of 3 in EPNdB the QC is halved:
EPNdB over 101.9 is QC/16
EPNdB 99 – 101.9 is QC/8
EPNdB 96 – 98.9 is QC/4
EPNdB 93 – 95-9 is QC/2
EPNdB 90 – 92.9 is QC/1
EPNdB less than 90 is QC/0.5
EPNdB less than 87 is exempt (ie QC of zero).

A limit is placed on the total number of QC points per 6 month season (how these are
assigned per night is at the discretion of the airport operator). Thus under a pure quota count
system, if planes rated at 96 EPNdB were replaced with planes rated at 95 EPNdB, twice as
many could be flown during the restricted period

The environmental objective is to keep within a given 'average noise’ limit for the whole
night, measured in Leq. Leq stands for Level equivalent and is calculated by adding together
the noise energy of all the noise events across a given time period and then taking the
continuous level (ie. It irons out the peaks and troughs)

An extreme case will illustrate the way Leq works. One concorde on departure had
equivalent noise energy to 120 Boeing 757s – so one [Boeing 7571 plane every 2
minutes for 4 hours, produced the same Leq as 2 mins of concorde followed by 3 hrs
58 mins of silence.

There is no official noise index for showing night noise in the UK (although Leq is officially
recognised during the day period between 0700 and 2300). However, the Government
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believes that producing 'noise maps’ for airports at night using Leq contours is an adequate
way of expressing aircraft noise, and has produced maps for the London airports in its recent
consultation on the night noise regime.

As a group of victims trapped in the Longitudinal Corridor, we have no confidence in ANCA that the
balanced approach is administered and the scales leaves us up in mid air,

DAA have all the weight behind them with ANCA as DAA control ANCA and part of FCC.

Residents have no say, and are insignificant. The Inspectors at the oral hearing in 2006 recogised the
verY real and significant negative impact on those in the Longitudinal corridor and recommended
that the construction of North runway be refused.
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Report on awakening s as a response to noise during sleep

5 September 2023

Note with respect to noise e Beets on health

Night-time use of the runway system at Dublin Airport

Reference to the Relevant Action R8vised EI AR (September 2021)

ABP-31448522

F20A/0668

DAA PLC

by Prof. Dr. Thomas Penzel (Charit6 Berlin, Germany)
Prepared for Tom Phillips + Associates
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RFI item 1

Item 1 of tho RFI request states the following:

The assessment in the EIAR of the effects of noise fran ATMs at night (23CX> to 07CX)
hrs) is based on energy averaging noise metrics over nJatively brIg perk>ds 8.g. 8 hrs,
mrretated with the percentage of the exposed popuhtim likely to self-roNa being
highly shop disturbed (%HSD), assessed with a standardised scale based on the
guidance in the Wartd Health Organisation's (WHO) Environmental Noise Guidelines
2018. (WHO ENG 201 8)

However, aircraft noise is not 8xporienc8d in an -av8ngp- fashbn. It consists of port>ds
of comparative quid wh9n there are no aircraft flying near or over a receptor
intersp8rwd with relatively short periods of noise wInn an aircraft approaches a
receptor, builds to a peak at its closest approach and then decays as the aircraR moves
away from a rBCoptor.

The EIAR includes inRxmation on peak LAmax noise levels fnIm ATMs ard the number
of these events at night in terms of the N60, N651 rvise cwltours kx the 92 day summer
averag8 of ATMs and ai4xxt males, and the N60 nntrb and LAmax2 for the single
nudes of airport operation. But these data an prBsented hx inRxmation purposes only
and there is no anatysis of the effect of peak LAmax noise levels frvm ATMs on
additional awakenings at night regarding the baseline and
consented scenarios.

You are requested to assess the prvbabihty of additional awakening due to the peak
LAs,Max of ATMs at night batman 23(D and 07(XXlrs for the 92 day summer average
of ATMs and airport modes, and Rv the single modes of airport operation and for the
Hkelihcxid of additional awakenings for the overall annual werag8 number of ATMs at
night, based on the approach described in the rBview supporting the WHO ENG 2018
(Environmental Noise Guidelines for the European Regbn: A Systematic Review on
Environmental Noise and the Effects on Sleep . International Journal of Environmental
Research and Public Health)

Extracts from Future Development 11 pages
Additional Information.
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22.1 .2 Acmnlktgty, h drcumstax:es whHe there B a k>rB-term policy to expaxJ Dublin Airport as a whole, it
b oonsidend appropriate that the oampeterit authority assessing the proposed Relevant Aclim would
have XI wewlew of thwe longer term plarB, so that the proposed Relevant A£tial can be viewed and
assessed in that wk$ercwltext with account being taken of planned future devek)pment at Dublin Airport
as appropriate arxl as fx as pracJially pos sit>b d this stHe

22.1 3 There are elweloprnntt proposals alnently tiring prepared which will seek plannIng permbsion for
future airF)on growth to 4D mI)pa. Thwe will Include proposals for airport infrwtnic{ure required to
aommmcxlate this 9ruwth. Ttte98 future davek>prrnnt proposals wiN require a grant cf planning
permissbn in wder to in realked, wtich in itself will eMail planning arxl enyjrDnrrnntd impact
assessment The proposed Rebvant Actkrn is a starxfak>rn proposal and is rut reliant on future airport
gRWth h order to be realised.

22.1 .4 EqJally, future airport growth un omur (subject to planning tnhg grwlted) in the absence of the
proposed Relevant Ai:th>n. Notwithstanding the indeperxlence of the proposed Relevant Action, an
awareness of future airport plans b relevat in oonsidering the proposed Relevant Ac:Ian given On
potential for hteractim in the future, in this re3puit. thb chapter is hterxted to give an overview cffrXun
devekrpment plans so that mnstster# with the pur}nse of tIn EIA Directive arxl mse law, acoaunt tn
taken of those future plans in the oontext of the msessnnr# cf the environmental eRects of the prop(jsaI
Relevant Action

22.1.5 The future thyelopment plans discussa in this chapter cb not form part of the proposed Relevat
Action, nor b this chapter interxbd to undertake an EIA of those future dwek>prnent pixr3. Such an EIA
is neither Fnssible nor required at this stage; the environnmltal imFiicatiuls of such future projects wiI
be fully nse ssed in future when consent is sought br Bem: they will be the subject aF planning
appliwbon(3) with any relevant supporting envirwrmental informathn

22.1 6 Since this chaFRer was ongndly wtaen in 2021, the IntnbrxIInn Application (IA) which will seek
planning permiubn Rx future drTXirt growth to 4D mF>pa has evolved ard the infrmtructure dnigns
have EnnI advanced in prefnraHon for a planning applimtk>n in C)4 of a)23. Whilst the EIAR for the IA
is still work }n pNuress. it b now possibk to provide nnre ced2inty around the likely impact of this ard
other future devek>pnnnt plans whkIh have also progressed hI the last two years. This chapter has been
updated to refled the more detaibd information rm availd)b.

In 22.1.4 Notwithstanding the independence of the proposed Relevant Action, an

awareness of future airport plans is relevant in considering the proposed Relevant Action

given the potential for interaction in the future – where is the interaction for those HSD?

It is very clear from the above, from the get go, that T2 and the North Runway were one

planning application, spilt into 2 parts and now, being brought from to one project.

Of course, the submission to remove condition 3 and 5(d) with the change in the Planning
Act to permit a “Relevant Action” to cherry pick the two most important conditions is not
acceptable to us the residents, those significantly adversely affected now considered

collateral damage .

The actions of DAA, FCC and Dept of Transport, Justice and Finance, - all the owners, the

shareholders of Dublin Airport and the full backing of the airlines , with no penalties , no
convictions for creating serious health and mental problems, as a result of their actions.

The Voluntary Insulation programme has yet to be proved successful for those homes that

have received it. No independent calibration has been carried out – and does not give those
in line for insulation, confidence in the scheme. The voluntary insulation is a text book

solution to tick the boxes. The failure to insulate homes, with the loss of our gardens , will in
time, result in legal action. The guidelines have been set and must be adhered to with the

WHO guidelines of40db LAMAX - LAfmax and LAsmax.
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2r2 + 7

As we look at the above AECOM admit the impact of aircraft noise on the communities , but

it is ok as the fleet modernization will offset tine impact and eventually reverse the trend .
THE EXACT YEAR WHERE THIS WILL OCCUR IS NOT YET KNOWN>

OVERALL NOISE EFFECTS ARE LIKELY TO REDUCE OVER TIME AS THE FLEET IS MODERNISED

AND REMAIN WITHIN THE QUOTA COUNT DEFINED BY ANCA IN THEIR REGULATORY

DECISONS ON AN BORD PLEANALA ON APPEAL.

So the Noise quote count is going to make it all right for those trying to sleep at night in the

direct flight path – As stated already, many of the aircraft will be under the radar, as the bar
is set at 90db. So as many as possible can be flown by the airlines and the victims trapped

will be considered insignificant.

22.6.2
and woukl all require fUrther consents (and environmental as3Hsnnnts as required) tnftxe tIny can tn
The future chvelqrment plans dbcu8sed in thb tJnpler do ncR form part of tM proposed Relevar# Action

implemented

So the future development of Dublin airport do not form part of the proposed Relevant
Action , so why is it being discussed and part of this Additional Information – this is to
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influence the Bord to consider this application F20A/0668 is a part of the full Dublin Airport

project - which is not at all fair to the appellants, those suffering misery in the summer, and
holiday periods with constant nonstop, take offs from north runway ( 70% Mode 7b)

I appeal to the Bord to please consider the humans affected - as the solutions in place do

not reflect the significant life-changing affect of an invasion of aircraft, 24 hours a day .

AIR NOISE & VIBRATION - Additional Information.

13.3.28 - There is no clearly accepted method of how to rate the magnitude of the effect of

a change in the absolute air noise level and the associated change in noise level.

The applicant uses the UK Planning practice Guidance. I can assure the Bord , during the

summer, with Aircraft taking off from North runway, registered 90db and over 90db LAfmax

outside in my garden and these aircraft take off every 2 minutes. The actual experience for
homes in the flight path is truly torturous and mentally debilitating . As I mind my young

grandchildren, and teach music lessons , this is not the environment suitable for learning

and development. The fact an oral hearing was not permitted on this appeal , and

following the oral hearing in 2006, the Inspector had access to the audio noise of the
aircraft and recommended the refusal of the construction of the runway, based on the

human health impacts.

Now we see this totally ignored, an oral hearing denied , by those directly impacted, and a
decision by the Bord to follow, knowingly aware of this, will grant to the applicant,
dominance, superiority, and an unfair advantage in this application to ABP.

Since 2007 on the grant of permission by ABP with 31 conditions, DAA have continually
undermined the conditions and blatanty ignored the importance of the planning laws –

from 2007 to date. The late action of FCC , 11 months after the opening of the north
runway in serving an Enforcement Notice makes it all the more wrong.

Those adversely impacted were protected by condition 3(d) and condition 5 and also with

condition 7 and 9 , to include a voluntary Insulation Scheme and Voluntary Home Purchases

Scheme . It is ironic that ANCA have been appointed the Noise Regulator for Dublin Airport
by the government – ( part of FCC but supposed to be independent) and answer to DAA

who fund ANCA through FCC.
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ANCA fully agreed to the application F20A/0668 and even granted over double the Noise

Quota counts, to permit unlimited aircraft to fly from Dublin Airport. Then FCC granted DAA

the permission, with an Enforcement order, following pressure from affected residents and

councillors, after that – which in itself is contradictory.

The plight of those suffering torturous aircraft noise, with the alternatives for some, not
acceptable, and others with no alternatives, is now in the hands of ABP.

The Statement of Need provided by the Applicant States the external noise at Millhead is

67.2 db Laeq 16hr – but no Lamax levels were taken.

d (pI (I A•nb
nBIn

aHRb

DUBLIN AIRPORT
NOISE INSULATION PROGRAMME AndersM

AcousticsStatement of Need

BuildirB ID

Address

35577761

Mlllview, Millhead, St. Margaret’s. K67 A364

No

No

A detached house comprising a kItchen, living room, conservatory extensIon, UtIlity
room, 2 bathrooms and 4 bedrooms on the ground floor and a IIVIng room and loft
conversion on the first floor. The external walls are formed of dense concrete block

throughout the property. The exIsting glazIng is alumInium frame throughout WIth
4/12/4 mm double glazIng in all roums. The conservatory contains two double glazed
Velux windows_ The roof is pitched and formed of concrete tiles .
A fireplace is present in living room. Passive through-wall vents are present in all
bedrooms, IIving room and UtIlity room.

Dwelling description

No

Approx thICkness existIng insulation: lac)mm

Access hatch(s) to all roof voids: Yes

Areas of building not
covered by noise

mitigation upgrade works

67.2 dB LJ,£q.tbtx>ul {horn NoIse Model. 2021 bufnmef noIse levels at dweUdBll

Sheelagh Morris

An assessment has been carrIed out to determine the specifIcation oF products
available under the daa Noise Insulation Programme that are most suitable For the
property. These are detailed on page 3
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Note the External noise level of 67.2db Laeq 16hr ( from noise model 2022 Summer noise

levels at dwellings )

The actual noise level in my garden was from 80 – 96db - LAfmax. The noise levels inside

my bedroom currently, taken from the APP – Disabel X - 69-70 db LAfmax.

In the RNIS – Condition 7 – the document states on page 11

“ However in some instances where the elemental analysis demonstates very high level of
noise insulation is already being provided by the existing building construction this

improvement may not be possible

It also states:

Where the Statement of Need states that the minimum target of 5db cannot be achieved
then the owner will have access to a third party review by a quali Ded acoustician paid for the

dao. The acoustics report will be taken into account in reDning the Statement of need for

that individual dwelling.

The home buyout for those in the direct flight path , with a market value plus 30% is not
covered in this Additional information and does not reflect the value of ones life, identity,

place of belonging, community and replacing a forever home that is now taken, with the
outdoor room, the most important room, the garden.

The costing of the human disturbance has not been factored in.

Conclusion

DAA are seeking to remove Conditions 3(d) and Condition 5 from PL06F.217429

F04AA/1775 . These conditions are part of the 31 conditions issued to permit the
construction of the runway. There are the conditions to be adhered to – to protect the

amenities of those in the flightpaths. This has not been the case with a stay now in place on

the 65 movements by the High Court.

The information submitted and additional information, repeating what has already been

submitted, does not

eflect the impact of the actual SELs, the peak Lamax on the HSD population.

The additional information focuses the minds of ABP on the awareness of the future of

Dublin Airport – i.e to increased the cap from 32m to 40million pax. This planning

application is being submitted on 19th December – ironically the same date F20A/0668 was
submitted in 2020 with a high court decision pending on the enforcement order by FCC on
breaching 65 ATMs ( llpm – 7AM – Condition 3(d) ) This is not the issue in this planning
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application – THE ISSUE IS BREACHING THE 65ATMs on South Runway and taking two

additional hours from the night time restrictions on North Runway.

The awakening report is about how many times a person awakes at night. Where is the study

in Ireland that can be validated, that a normal sleeper awakes an average of 8 times every
night. There is none. This is written to justify the case for additional hours at night and
unlimited nights from South runway.

So in June, a hot summers night at llpm with charters, scheduled flights taking off every
two minutes, one will not go to sleep at all. The body and mind cannot wind down to relax

to fall into a peaceful and full sleep., after 16hours of day flights.

It is not acceptable that ANCA can call the shots with regards to the NQS – absolving DAA
and the airlines from any responsibility. The airlines can massage the details to suit the

NAO and tick the procedure boxes.

So we now have a cosy set up – where everyone is responsible and no one is responsible.
ANCA are set up as a regularatory body – at arms length - by the Government – Taoiseach –

Dept of Transport – and interact with FCC in relation to planning applications – with DAA
sqare-ing the circle

This is not a balanced approach and what has been approved by ANCA on behalf of DAA is
not acceptable to those adversely affected.

Meanwhile, human receptors suffer collateral significant life-changing impacts.

ANCA are in direct conflict with DAA as the Aircraft Noise Competent Authority are

answerable to daa only ,with a revolving circle of communication to agree a policy and
procedure for airlines at Dublin Airport.

ANCA permitted 16,260 Noise Quota Counts – when the original number applied for was
7990 – over double – why? it is very clear ANCA were including the cap removal of 32 million

passengers in their recommendations and decision to FCC to grant the increased Noise

Quota counts predicated on 40 million passengers.
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So this application was submitted with the 32m cap also as part of it in words, only in the
background the follow up with a separate application to adjust the 32m to 40million .

This new part of the pre-planning consultation between DAA and ANCA - which is available

to see, is now being lodged on 19th December 2023, just in time for the Christmas season

and before year end.

The Voluntary Insulation has yet to be tested on homes in the direct flightpath and cannot
be validated at this point. DAA have stated in the documents relating to Condition 7 that

Where possible 5-10db improvement in sound insulation performance to meet with the

WHO and BS8233:2014 . 40db is the maximum noise level per the WHO .

The Applicant response does not answer clearly the significant issues relating to the impact

on human receptors in the flightpath and I appeal to the Inspector to seriously consider the

full impact, in the broader terms, and

refuse the removal of Condition 3(d) and Condition 5.

65 ATMs on south runway from llpm - 7am

and no flights from 11-pm -12pm and 6am - 7am on north runway - as start and finishing

sleep times.

The CONDITIONS SHOULD REMAIN IN PLACE – to protect the residential amenities for those

in the flight paths – THE Longitudinal Corridor.

Sheelagh Morris & Others.

Millhead

St Margarets

Co Dublin

K67 A364

Attached : Longitudinal data from DAA – follows as attachment.
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Our Case Numbec ABP-314485-22

Planning Authority Reference Number: F20A/0668 An
Bord
Plean£la

Sheelagh Morris and others
Millhead
Saint Margarefs
Co. Dublin
K67 A364

+

Re: A proposed development comprising the taking of a 'relevant action’ only within the meaning of
Section 34C of the Planning and Development Act 2000, as amended, which relates to the night-
time use of the runway system at Dublin Airport.
Dublin Airport, Co. Dublin

Dear Sir / Madam,

Further to the Board’s letter of 3rd October 2023 in which you were informed that the Board had received
significant further information from the applicant in relation to the above appeal, the Board is publishing a
newspaper notice in accordance with Article 1 13 of the Planning and Development Regutations, 2001 (as
amended). The notice will be published in the Irish Times newspaper on IOth November 2023-

enable written submissions in relation to the further information to be made to the Board
the date of publication of the notice. The further information will be available
at the offices of Fingal County Council and An Bord Pleanala. The further

information will also be posted on the website of An Bord Pleanala atwww.pleanala.ie/en-ie/case/314485.

As you are an existing participant in this appeal, there is no requirement for you to pay a fee when
submitting any further submission you may wish to make in this case.

Please contact the undersigned if you need any further information in respect of this process and quote
the above appeal reference in any further telephone or written correspondence.

Yours faithfully,

I {tLCt LGb-
Patrick Buckley
Executive Officer
Direct Line: (01) 8737167

BP77

Teil
Glao Aitiail
Facs
L£tthnan Gr6asain
Riomhphost

Tel
LoCall
Fax
Website
Email

(01 ) 858 8100
1800 275 175
(01) 872 2684
www,pleanala.ie
bord@pleanala'ie

64 said Maoilbhride 64 Marlborough Street
Baile Atha Cli8th I Dublin 1

DOI V902 DOI V902
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Submission to Additional Information - Sheelagh Morris & Others
F20A/0668.

ABP314485-22

Millhead

St Margarets

Co Dublin.

Kb+ 436'f
• Condition 1: replaces the 65/night movement limit with an annual Night Quota Scheme, set at

16,260 QC points applicable between 23:00 to 06:69 local tIme

• Condition 2: amends the times when the new Runway 10L/28R should not be used (in normal

circumstances) from 23:00 07:00 to 00:00 05:59

The ANCA 2022 decision and subsequent FCC Notice of Decision to Grant Permission is currently
subject to an appeal process, which is ongoing

( Taken from Intervistas report - Introduction)

ADDENDUM

Dublin Airport
Economic Impact of
Operating Restrictions Update

NOTE: ANCA is part of FingaT County Council and is not independent and there is conflict of interest

by virtue of the fact that ANCA instructed FCC to grant the breach of the planning permissions and
overthrow conditIons 3(d) and condition 5.

Note : D AA fund the costs of ANCA , supply all the information to ANCA to make their decisions.
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SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 SHEELAGH MORRIS J

DAA - FCC and ANCA - are all the one.

DAA apply to FCC for all their planning applications – ANCA gives the OK in relation to aircraft noise
and the impacts on local communities – after receiving all the information from daa – no validation -

from independent source – use UK as benchmark – UK no longer part of EU – FCC grant permission

Independence of roles and authorities is conflicting and compromises the planning process and

effectively places DAA above the planning system.

Each airport is er\powered to set their own NAO ( Noise Abatement Objecti\,Ie) which

gives DAA the full power to override the flightpath victims trapped in the Longitudinal corridor. The
conditions 7 and 9 were part of the planning permission for north runway for 16 hours on North

Runway only and a limit of 65 ATMs on south runway.

ANCA

1. Daa have proposed this Night Aircraft Quota , with no changes to condition 7 and 9

for those in the Longitudinal corridor. Aas would be reviewed every five years by
ANCA and FCC – when there is a limit of a 6 months season placed on QC points, and

this is at the discretion of the airport operator, how they are assigned. The ACIS is not

designed tor those under the flightpath or parallel to the runways, as it does not

consider the number of SEL’s and lamax levels , envisaged to cause sleep deprivation
and health issues. The contours used are the Lnight and Lday to support the noise

measurements and this is not acceptable for those trapped in between the runways

and under the direct flight path ( the Longitudinal contour – 0 – 3000 ft) . A grant of
permission would present a position of entrapment for those in the Longitudinal
corridor with no solution going forward.

2. ( Extract from EIAR Appendix 13A)
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5,UBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION - F20A-0668 ABP3r4485-22 - SHEELAGH MORRIS :

dr As part of aviation legislation, Directive ( EC) 2002/49/EC of the European Parliament and of the

Council of 25th June 2002 relating to the assessment and management of environmental noise, as

amended by the Commission Directive ( EU) 2015/996 of 19th May 2015 establishing common noise
assessment methods.

The regulations are to be known as the European Communities ( Environmental Noise) Regulations

2018 and came into operation on the 31st December 2018. They require the production of strategic

noise maps and set agglomerations, major roads and major airports. They also require the

production of subsequent action plans.

The EU introduced EU Regulation 598/2014 in 2016. This repeals 2002/Ec2 which set out procedures

and rules for the introduction of noise related operating restrictions to the busiest European airports.

This previous regime for managing noise airport noise placed the responsibility with the airport

operator. The entry into force in 2016 of EU Regulation 598/2014 represents a shift in responsibility
from the airport operator to a separate independent statutory entity or competent authority to
oversee the delivery of the new, more prescriptive approach to airport noise management.

NOTE HERE : DAA were responsible for noise management at Dublin Airport.

NOTE: Dublin Airport has enjoyed the monopoly of setting their own standards on aircraft noise
and other up to the present day.

There was no Restrictions enforced by the Council or by the EPA .

This is set to change with the legislation of the setting up of the ANCA ( The Aircraft Noise
Competent Authority) reporting to Europe under EU598/2014.

So this application is more than changing the 2 conditions and permitting 24 hour flights at Dublin
Airport. The current runway wIll be permitted to operate 24 hours a day as they currently do.

This application is about transferring the responsibility for noise and airport activity to ANCA, IAA
and ATC - should this application be granted.

The wording on the application fails to state that this is the setting up of noise regulations by daa ,
worded and composed by daa for the NAO as daa are the only candidate making the

recommendations. This is a biased approach and does not consider those between the runways
and in the flight path, where mitigation measures cannot realistically be achieved.

• Catalytic Impact3. The way in WhICh the aqxxt facIIItates the bUSIness of other sectors
of the eculuny_ As such. ah transponatDn facIIItates emptoyment arxl emnomlc
development in the natIonal economy by facIIItatIng trade, tourIsm, Investment and
prodUctivIty growth.

There is no mention of the climate change and impact of increased air traffic at Dublin Airport.
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SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 SHEELAGH MORRIS I

The Carbon emissions are a matter for each person who sits on an aircraft per DAA’s CEO , Kenny
Jacob - (interview with Clare Byrne on RTE Radio – Thursday 16th November at IIam )

Reference the words of Kenny Jacobs.

More aircraft nying – more emissions - more Environmental PM matter emitted .

I. were provided by daa for the
'period 2023-2025." These included a forecast assuming the ANCA 2022 decision and
iubsequent FCC Notice to Grant but maintaining the 32 million cap an annual passenger
’olurnes (-unconstrained-). and another assuming the application of the operating

,restrictions specified in the 2007 planning permission as well as the 32 million cap
,("constrained"). These forecasts are described further in the next section.

ir traffic forecasts for D producl

Daa have announced their intent to lodge planning permission on 19th December, 1eading up to the

busiest time of the year for families , for an increase to 40 million passengers, and at time of writing,
this has not been lodged. The decision by ABP has not been reached and deliberated and should

not be consIdered while this application is pending. This is project and planning permission

blending. Also an Enforcement order was lodged to the High Court with DAA receiving a stay on it
and outcome stIll pending.

If I submitted planning for an additional extension on my home, and before the decision was made

by FCC, the planning section, I then applied to turn that space into a music school, would I be
permitted as DAA are , in this case. The answer we know, is no , this would not be permitted. Yet
this Ss what DAA are doing here.

It does appear that this is a parallel strategy to have both considered and progressed together.

Where is the environmental protection, while we are in a crisis of climate change. Aircraft are not
mentioned or considered, while road traffic, cows and fossil fuels are the offending destroyers. The
environmental damage of aircraft is exempt in the eyes of our government , the EPA , and Europe .

As our farming community have to reduce their dairy herd , - cows die while more planes fly.

The case for creating jobs overrides the future protection of our planet and reducing emissions. The
COP are meetIng in Dubai currently, and the Irish Government has pledged 25million over 2 years to

the countries most affected by climate change. We see Eamon Ryan returning to Dublin on a flight,
for a Dail vote, on Tuesday 5th December, and will return again to Dubai to resume his presence at

the COP conventlon. - the aircraft carbon footprint does not appear to matter to our Minister of
Transport, the Green Party.

Aircraft are exempt, when it comes to our carbon emissions as aircraft are considered in a separate
category under the ICAO. So from the ICAO website, we see the following:
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SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP31448S-22 SHEELAGH MORRIS

The 2022-2025 work programme in the ICAO environmental committee (CAEP) is reviewing both the
aircraft noise and the C02 emissions standards.

(taken from the EASA website - Aeroplane C02 emissions)

ANCA are following the methodology of the Laeq16hr contours and diminishing the significant

impact of SEL ( single event levels) and LaMax - slow and fast. It is the SELs that cause
significant disturbance with the constant take offs at 70% of the time on North Runway

MCOA4
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SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 SHEELAGH MORRIS A’

[ lChange to modelled flightpaths
On commencement of North Runway op€ratlwts in August 2022. an issue regardIng ckpartwe flUhtWths was 'dentlhed
WhICh resulted in sure kxal oomrwnQes beng unexFnctedty oveHkrwn daa \mmed'atety started a revbew wah the 81[n
ot sahsfactonly resdv#n the rs sue as soul as Fxns Ob The rwtw process lnvol wd engaqpment arxJ mrdRbabon WTth
Rte rdevBnt srnketnidols ard 4 der8ned tha some of an #16&r#rent Fbght F+nedbrn {IFPs)’ were not alqn8d to

nXXlerrnq assumptxrn$ 1nchxlal in cha s plnnmrg sutxn650rB TteaRaam8 of the rwrBW. in oon9ra3t£xt WRIt the IIIsh
AvIatIOn Auatonty (1 AA). proposed updates b the aBacted tFP speafrcaUy the current Standard Ins&umnTt Departures
{SIDs}• WhICh WIll resat n nlghtpath3 aUfIIung moro closely with tIn information prwwsly axnrTuncatod by daa The
rw6ed SIDs were requIred to go thrwdr reB tIalcwT review and conwnt +xocesses belore they could in lmpkment&I
Trey were subseqbnntty appfoved arlI became of)crauond on 23 Feauarv 2023 in line wlth the Intcrnaborral Clvll
AvIatIon Organsabon s Aeronabbcal Infovnatnn Putl+ca80n Wee

The ahanges tc modelled ntghtpans do not result in any EurcHean sites WhICh were not assessed in the updated AA
ScreenIng Report beIng over.flown at heIghts at WhICh dISturbance of QuaIIfyIng Interest (OII -' SpecIal ConservatIon
Interest (SCI) specIes could occur

This could change again – and for those jn the LongitudinaJ Corridor, which is not recognised as a

contour in the methodology used in the EIS, are collateral damage and insignificant in the eyes of the
applicant.

Air traffic forecasts
In September 202 1 it was fcrocaR that a passenger throughput of 32 mIlIIon passengers Fer annum {mppa) would be
reached in 2025 in the Proposed ScenarIO ard in 2027 rl the PermItted ScenarIO Due to a faster reooverv from the
Covld- la panderric than predrctod latest forecasts sFx>w that a passenger throughput cf 32m Ipa IS now hkety to be
ach7eved r 2024 n Be Proposed Scnnar© md 3326 in tIe F+nnt803 Soernrn The 32aIna Cap on permitted annual

possenger apatHy dBnTemsrIas albINo A#pcrnaw3a8 arurflcmatxnrn3cftlu Ternsrta12Ptarwng
Perrnssnn andcaxlaon rba 2 tXRn TerTmIal I ExeosaI nanng PewTBSs<xI These a)rxbtxxuWlethat the
combIned capacIty of T+mInd I arxl Tormlrul 2 together shdl ncR exceed 32 mdtwl passengers per annum

Table 1.1 shows the updated forecasts for the two Assessment Years in the PermItted and ProFX)sed ScenarIOS

Table 1 AIr TraffIC Forecasts in As8e88mont Years

2025 2035

mpH ATM rnppB ATM

PuntRod S<nfwo

P'opos£xI Scerur©

31 8

32 a

227

243

32 a

320

228

240

This breach in the planning has been combined with the Terminal 2 planning permission and further
muddies the waters - The oral hearing for T2 was run directly after the oral hearing for F04A/1755

in 2006 and gave no time for the Resident groups to examine in depth and present a full and
meaningful submission. i attended the oral hearing and felt it was a continuation of F04A/1755 and
the two were intrinsic linked together for the purpose of grant of permissions.

With all the data submitted – how does the ATMs in the above Air Traffic forecasts in assessment

years compare to 65 movements from llpm to 7am on both north and south runway? This needs
to be clarified
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SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 SHEELAGH MORRIS

As set out in the updated AA Saeenlng Report. targeted field surveys carriai out at Baldoyle Bay SpecIal Protectbn
Area (SPA) and Rogerstown Estuary SPA between June 2016 and [koemtnr 2017. and in April and May 20 18. were
completed pre-Conti. 19. at a tIme when Dubltn AIrport wu operatIng at arwnd 32mppAAt this tille. no ayxbnoe wa
fond of any distud>arm of Ms u#ttth anu sites tnlng cnused by wwlVing aruafl Moreover. araaft dlsturbanoe
IbM A4nl 4nt43&nIJn44JbJLbb•iJndBb4nLIEbJdln=L4nJZJJRl+UlldB4n _PAn

No Field study done on the impact of the wild birds and wildlife in Millhead and St Margarets.

Since the new runway was built the rodent population ( rats) has greatly increased and is a
continuous problem . It has reached epidemic levels with rats now entering parked vehicles and farm
machinery.

While winter brings vermon about, the extent of the escaltion of rats in the are area is proving
continously problematic . Millhead borders on DAA lands.

ctarlier Fleet Modernisation
DurIng tIe perkxl sirne Septemtnr 2021 there has teen an earlnr mcxlernrsatx>rI of ahcra# fleet than inlb8lty antICIpated
The funxo forecasts now aHow for tIe earIIer Beet nxxlerrvs3txxr that has aacuned and have teen used in the updated
assusments

Ryanair and Aer Lingus have replaced some of their fleet which are quieter - but the noise produced
as a result of ATO and ATL are not reduced enough to actual tV stop a steel>ing human from waking or

trying to get to sleep. The Boeing Max – have a reduction of 7-8 db and still registering 51 db in my
bedroom on take off ( ATO) Landing aircraft are much quieter, but 70% of all ATMS are take offs on
the North Runway, therefore it is the take offs that wakes us and keeps us awake.

It is now the quiet month of November and it is more bearable – but from May to end of October is
constant takes off every 1-2 minutes up to 12 midnight and starting at 5.30 in the morning on the
South runway. The sleep deprivation is significantly harmful when one cannot get to sleep.

NOTE: North Runway operates under Mode7B which means 70% of the take offs are on 10L .

External db levels of 80-90-95 db Lafmax and lasmax and SEL are the norm.

As DAA chose to use the Lnight and Lday – Laeq16hr methodology to catculate the noise levels for
this planning applications to extend the operating hours from llpm to 12pm and 6am - to 7am.

These hours will be the most disturbing and busiest times for sleeping receptors, humans living
under the underway and in the flightpath. There is no denying this or sugar coating it.

If I was to compare an 330 aircraft taking off at Dublin Airport, in the Laeq16hr – Lday and Lnight
methodology used and every aircraft taking off for 16hrs and 8 hours at night to a chainsaw starting
and stopping, - under the DAA calculations , the SELs would be hidden in an average noise level

produced in the contours produced by the INM model used by the applicant.

So effectively this model states: ear protection would not be required, as the noise is spread over a

wide area and averaged out. Of course we know, this is not the case, and neither is it so, for those in
the direct flightpath, as aircraft take off and climb, and to a less degree, on landing. Those close to

the runway are far from the same as those at the other end of the contour lines drawn.

For 9 months of the year – the constant aircraft noise is unbearable. The Insulation scheme and
Voluntary Purchases Scheme was part of the planning permission . Daa and FCC agreed both of

these schemes – excluding the views of those adversely impacted. It must be noted here, as per my

7



SUBM\SS\ON TO ADDITIONAL \NFORMAT\ON – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 - SHEELAGH MORRIS

original submission - 14 famiiies , residents of Fingai, {iving at Dublin Airport were exempt from the
Voluntary Insulation and Voluntary Home Buy Out Scheme and were treated separately, and their

issues dealt with to their full satisfaction, not on the terms of a restricted and interpreted wording to
suit the applicant and Fingal County Council.

tEl--oTTho-NoTth4vesllflsh Sea Mn are coflirstent–WITh tho-ge de$Crllnd'In-tIle -ulnat6dw\bcfeenl Ag Rdpixl Ptere – –
are no new or ct6orent rnp8c£s WhICh oould arise to afbct Bnso SWan The lnpacts oonswl8red by the updated AA
Scroonng Fiqxxt are

• d181rxt)anoe awed by wu.tlytng arcratl

• ctYksExl wen araalt 3rxl

• emoQ8ncV hJet durrV>ng

For the reasons chscnbed in detaIl in the urxlated AA ScreenIng Report. arxl because tIn proposed SCI specIes of
Nora-West IrIsh Sea cSPA are Ident'caf or very s:nMr in awk>gy ta Suse of SPAs InclUded in the upd,IIed AA Screerbng
ReFxxI it is pos9bb to coTx3ude that tte assessment pre=ned in tIe AA ScreenIng Report IS appIIcable to North. West
IrIsh Sea cSPA Thus

s noise events below 60 dB( A) are ullkdy to dIsturb nonnbraRImg wdertxras. wtub noises atxwe 72 db( A) tuve
been shown to muse dlsturban08 of nOn-breedIng watertxdsl,

due to the conbrung nrplemonDoon cK anHk#le hlanaemerH Plan a DuIBn JbrTxxt rI s veol ur+Bay But SCI
W8tr8s WIl tn nyc#yetI in araaR $tnke Ttrere WIll aoIwequenSy be no Impact to SCI specIes of Etrq>8,in SItes
from the profnsed Relevant haul as cmdtbons wd nmarl as grey ouncntty exst unJer the Wtklhfe Managennrx
Plan. and

q

ALCOM
45

What is the wildlife Management plan for st Margarets and Millhead?

Since the new runway opened the wildbird population is practically non existent. The increase in

the rat population has denied us the opportunity to encourage the wild birds to stay in the garden
and this has a negative affect on mental health and well-being. The garden is not recognized by daa

is a vital part of our homes - it was stated – we will lose our gardens and this became a mantra to
justify the loss of our outdoor room.

qadurlqMnqBWlun4nH#yHuar+ynUnUgMIWanHH H,c,QalnblUbheAPObCxq nnFmrW
#tcd8nt in seven years at DIXan Arqxxt). wt8le rrxich or dI ot tIn dumped tuI vap'cxna3 before roacltIng he sea
so does tXX ouse any lxHutxn cf tIn marne ermronmont arxl fuel WhICh dId reach tIn 9ea wait! be dlsp'ef30d
over a WIde area

Conclusion

The changes at tht>IIn Arqxxt wt3ch have omlrved sme th 8utxnssnn cX ttu updatul Approlxtate Assessnent
Sumrun9 Rqxxt in Sqxerrew a121 CIO IUt mat8naly ct\alqe tIn nUvztt tnsekne axldaxins WIth nspea to Eunrplezr
utes WIth logad to these ctun9B8 tI)8tdae Ou ocxxiwKxr oI fn qxlatod AA SCJ08rwq Ftw'txt rerrwn$ the $aire
and IAely 9gndxaReaeaftuD8u RehwadAclKn cn lnaRChXH
1;I uthnrrnarn arlrx nII IIthan I;,ur=nan £rtna =iana£na+ PIN t+ubrxvtagndt JIll qrrunrv3 a&vxl il a rvn•iNn /vrftubha£u rV
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SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION - F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 - SHEELAGH MORRiS

While fuel dumping is carried out over the Irish Sea ( contaminating the fish population) there is a
risk at the end of the runwaYS and in the direct flight path that fuel dumping could be an event that

will occur. Thankfully and hopefully this will never be the case. However this raises another issue,
what is the PM ( particle matter ) at the end of the runways and surrounding area and in the direct
flight path on take off and landings. One can see the plume line of emissions from the wings of the

aircraft in weather conditions, in the sky as they come in to land and also on take off. There is no
station set up by the EPA in St Margarets to monitor the air quality . There is a need now that the

new runway is operatIng, in the interest of the health of those trapped in the flightpath with no
satisfactory options.

This morning, Sunday 3'd December, the odour from aviation fuel was in the atmosphere from early
morning to lunch time ( 9am – 1300) The weather conditions – it was very foggy and the fumes

and odours remained trapped in the air. What is the PM levels this morning? There is no way of

capturing this.

11111111 RiCONDO'

September 2023

DLlbtin AIrport

North Runway, Regulation 598/2014
(Aircraft Noise Regulation) Cost-
Effectiveness Analysis Updates

daa

RICONDO

6. OPERATING RESTRICTION MEASURE
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SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 SHEELAGH MORRIS

Scenario 2 with the addition of the proposed 55 dB Lnight RSIGS for people exposed to high level of

impact caused by night-time noise levels above 55 dB Lnight continues to meet the cNAO and priority
associated with reducing high tevel night-time disturbance. Therefore, operating restriction measures
are not necessary.

t

ANCA are responsible for ensuring that aircraft noise is controlled for those adversely impacted . To
date ANCA have made their recommendatIons to increase the Noise Quota Count while ignoring

those trapped in the flight paths . ANCA have been directed not to take into consideration the
current VHIS or the VHPS as agreed by DAA the applicant and FCC the local authority – excluding
those homes and lives , with their quality of life destroyed and health impacts changed forever –
denying a nights sleep and evening rest to residents at the end of the runways and between the two
runway.

7. COMPARISON OF FORECAST INCLUDING
ADDITIONAL MEASURES AND PERMITTED
OPERATIONS SITUATION SCENARIOS

SrI I lorI .’ of tIle J02 1 CEA ReI)OII nest IIVes the r all lpal lbc,n bet',ecert the Scpndrlu = wlttt tIle ResIdentIal bc)und
'll-,Jldtlon Grant Scheme (Forecast IncludIng AddItIonal Measures) and the PermItted OperatIons SItuatIon
',' p'l.lrlo that InclUdes the North Runway restrIctIons

• Crrllclltf on 3ld J Run,',dy lal 28Ft shall not be used for take off or land fog Lwt\been 23 tH and 07 tH

• Corlrlltloll S TrIO dyer,3qe nunloer of rllqtr{ IIlIIe aIrcraft rrloverrrent\ at the Alrpurt SII,311 not exceed 65 per
rr;clllt (tietneen 23 00 ,utd 0 / 00; when lrleabured over tIle qJ tIdy rllotJelll Irq perIOd

The purpose of the cornpdr.bor' nab to evaluate whl(h of ItV two is more tull effectIve to addre',', the sarne
ctiF\U a'rd related prIOrlt'es

7_1 EFFECTIVENESS COMPARISON

Revised Table 7 - 1 j'~'e',e'rl', tIle bllID nl' '! F+A p'-p'.lIJl"_"b', t’.'1 ttru FIl' t“ a'.' \r','.'utl"\y AT!'ltttlr'.I: h/b'.I'.ulp\

: .e- .It . ir = it'e b+' ’' !!tee 'J}_''d t tor b 3 :u3tlcln scer\d''o Revi wd Table 7.2 (on'Dates tne metr'c: u! the two
scenar'o', to the 2018 sitUatIon Both the Forecast Inclualnq AddITIonal Measures arId Pelmltted OperatIons
SItUatIon scenarIOS reduce the HbO and HA popUlatIons Based on the updated results both scenallos contInue
la llleet the cHAO a IId assocIated nIght 'IIlIIe dIsturbanCe prIorItIes

tV;SLD TABLE 1 -\ SCENARIO P(JPL:LA IION tXPOSL RE LEVEL RESULTS

HIGHLY SLEEP DISTURBED
PQPULATION HIGHLY ANNOYED POPULATION

A

-a

9

We see the conditions set up - no ATMS on North runway from llpm to 7am

10



SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 SHEELAGH MORRIS

And only 65 ATMs on IOR-28L - this has not been adhered to by DAA since the opening of North
Runway on 23'd August 2022 and FCC only issued an enforcement notice - 11 months after the

breach , which was highlighted continuously . This is a matter for the courts now – and we see the
courts have permitted a stay on this , to continue to breach the conditions.

The conditions are the conditions and are there to protect the amenity of the local community
surrounding the runways and flightpaths.

Looking at the above table – there is an increase in HSD of 1,540 and Highly Annoyed population of
an additional 1,236 - can QAA guarantee 4(3db at night SEL and LAFnlax and LASmax to those HSD

and HA populations – This is also a responsibly of ANCA under the NAO in line with 598/2014

regulations. Each airport is permitted to set their own NAO and this is submitted as the END to the
European Union . Dublin Airport must abide by its responsibilities and direct airlines to comply.

The Scheme rates all aircraft types according to their respective noisiness of landing
and and take-off using a measure called EPNdB 'effective perceived noise’ in decibels. Band
of EPNdB are assigned a Quota Count (QC) rating, this being done on an exponential scale

For each reduction of 3 in EPNdB the QC is haived:
EPNdB over 101.9 is QC/16
EPNdB 99 – 101.9 is QC/8
EPNdB 96 – 98.9 is QC/4
EPNdB 93 – 95-9 is QC/2
EPNdB 90 – 92.9 is QC/1
EPNdB less than 90 is QC/0.5
EPNdB less than 87 is exempt (ie QC of zero).

Figure 3.2 illustrates the historic trend in certified aircraft noise levels in terms of the
cumulative 25 margin to the Chapter 3 limits for the heaviest weight variants and maximum
thrust rating for an aircraft type(5) Aircraft designs certified during the last 10 years (e.g.
Boeing 737max, 787: Airbus A32 C)neo, A3H), A330nea) have a cumulative margin of 5 to 15
EPNdb below the latest Chapter 14 standard. The general trend over the last three years
has seen marginal noise improvements to these aircraft designs.

(taken from EASA website)

What I see above again is different aircraft noise counts that add further confusion to
identifying and standardising what is aircraft noise. For me, it is the event that wakes me,
that prevents me from sleeping and going back to sleep, once sleep disturbed.

The airlines Ryanair and Aer Lingus are banking on the Noise quota system to fly as many aircraft as

they want when most of these will be in the EPNdb less than 87 – NQC of ZERO

Yet for me and my family, waking up with each take off and more and more of them will not be
ZERO

The report on waking from sleep - when one cannot get to sleep – that is the bigger issue here.

11
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q

I
:evised Table 7-3 Preset t. s tt'e curt-rl'latl bk costs ! Jr the Fclrecd bt ll,tlulil.11 Add, Itonal Measures sceq311c a'-,a

lie Per'nltted C)perallon5 Slt.Jatlcr\ scenarIO. Costs for the Forecast n(iudlng Aclalt.anal Measures scena'lo are
'le toltlbtned burn of tIle preferentIal lullwav use measure costs IIsted in Table 4 S of the 2021 CLA Report and

he revISe'i RSIGS costs sun'llldllsed in RevIsed Table 3 2 The turn,llatlve LOSt for tIle PernrltteJ OperatIc>It
Or'.llllul\ sct'rar.c ,s Lasec '_1’' Jpddteg fIgures prc'.'laed by illicIt':ST AS for over The thtee 'year per :'IiI between

: CJ / ar-ld JL;IS

I

EVIStl) TABLE 7 ,3 tST.FY'A rED roTAL COST COMPARISON TO IMPLEMENT FORECAST

NC LUO'Nb AnDI I IONAL MEASURES VEnUS PERMIT fED OPERA IIONS SITUAT ION SCENARIOS

nq AdaI!.br J. \led

r p•rp If?I S 't, fiN: 1-1%I t'JCF1

t+la ny AP t & b +'I ’ -f :a ’ 'tITeHI IOt eBB

IfpPI ::C' e
+t._ t CC'£t'. tar t _? In- UlbA +bAI . a

.tI FbI IiI Pa

.2 COST TO IMPLEMENT COMPARISON

u'.Is db->'>tldtetJ n'ltl1 tIle i)UrlltIlted [Jperdtlolls SlttIal tOrI bceltally dre related to the constraIned 'rurrlber of
ll'Jke'llelt tb forecast fcy h::i tO :1:Jb due tC the Flurlh R,1,hav OF)e'811119 restrICtIons ccrnpared tCI
'ILc*IIst'al’IHl IA-e is up tO ZJJ5 WhICh Iq aneo the J: lnppa IS expected to be reached The updated movements

t)recasT collduttet-1 by Mott t.43cDotl,IId IndIcates the 32 lrrppa level is eri)e(tecl to occur in 2024 after WhICh
+role notllcl t)N 1 in tjrnwttr irl }laqqenrjel VOILlnleq An lljrdatec J &rolroIIrlr lrrlp,Irt study conducted try }ntrrVIS>TAS

3580 ut. the ut>da ted forecast lnaveluent (ondltlolrs co,\ducted bv Mott MacDonald cJeternrlned the
o''st'aIr led rrurnber of 'rlavente11tb would icao to loss in value of goods and servIces produced lgross value

cld€q1 ILyA;I colupa'ed to the uaL-r'nslral fred scena'to All costs a'e expressed in 2022 prIces

What is the human cost of lack of sleep – unable to sleep , dreading the summer season from May to
October when the schedule of ATMS are taking off every minute,during the day – the loss of our
gardens, then the Christmas period and Easter Period.

What is the human cost to each individual living at the end of the runways and in the immediate
flight path. The commercial cost is quantified and pushed forward to diminish our health and the
mental impacts . The CEO Kenny Jacobs , when asked by Clare Byrne on her radio show on 16th

November, stated there were some homes he would not live in – but yet the Voluntary insulation
and Home Buyout scheme does not refiect the true cost of the coilateral continuous damage of DAA
and their runway and operation of Dublin Airport.

The human cost for those trapped in the Longitudinal Corridor has not been quantified and we are

calling for this to be done - in the intenst af fairness and equality

InterVISTAS indicated that as a result of the operating restrictions, the Irish economy could forgo an

additional 3, 130 jobs and €256 million in GDP by 2024, relative to the night operations with the ANCA
June 2022 conditions. The forgone economic impact is projected to decline in 2025 as the 32 mppa

cap starts to reduce the gap between the forecast scenarios. By 2025, the forgone economic impact is
estImated to be 1,510 jobs and €122 million in GDP. The economic impact results are lower than
estimated in 2021 due to the narrower gap between the unconstrained and constrained forecasts.
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There is no costIng from InterVISTAS on the cost to home owners, the impact on their lives, over
time, with constant and significant life changing , stuck or having to move, find a replacement home,
and all the costs associated with that. Also the stress of moving, fInding a replacement home and

fact is, you will never find another home , like what you have. The cost of adapting , new
neighbours, new community, longer and more expensive commuting to work, hospitals and menities.

[t must be noted those impacted in St Margarets are natives of three generations, as is my case and
our Identity and sense of belonging is in St Margarets . Dublin Airport have invaded and taken our

quality of life and continue to do so, as an entitlement for the same of profits and Commercial gain .

The national strategic importance of this application has been the justification to ignore the
conditions that impact on those in the flightpath , to use the media to change the mindset of the
public , isolating those victims adversely affected and demonizing them. The CEO of Ryanair has
continually demonized those residents adversely affected, in a deliberate campaign , accusing them

of holding the county to random and the airlines. The profits is the most important goal for Ryanair
and Aer Lingus for their shareholders - seats on planes are a commodity – the human factor is over

shadowed by the greed for increased profits and expansion at the cost of human misery and
constant torture.

20351. The proposed Relevant ActIon does not seek any amendment of conditions of the
North Runway PlannIng Permission governIng the general operation of the runway system
(i.e., conditions which are not specific to night-time use, namely conditions No. 3(a), 3(b), 3(c)
and 4 of the North Runway Planning PermISsion) or any amendment of permitted annual
passenger capacIty of the Terminals at Dublin AIrport. Condition No. 3 of the Terminal 2
PlannIng Permission (PL 06F.220670) and condItIon No. 2 of the Terminal 1 ExtensIon PlannIng
PermissIon (PL CMF.223469) provIdes that the combined capacity of TermInal 1 and Terminal
2 together shall not exceed 32 million passengers per annum (mppa) {'the 32mppa Cap’). As
such the updated forecast schedules maintain the 32mppa Cap as a restriction

W • n Wnll•n•• = W =IIne ' W W l= r WeB =H• W•HUl• •=qn• r

The origInal forecasts saw passenger numbers reaching 32mppa by 2025 without the RA. The
changes in the revised forecasts principally relate to the time when the 32mppa cap is
reached, i.e. 32mppa will now be reached sooner than was previously estImated. As a result
of the quICker return to growth now forecast. both the previously submItted EconomIC Impact
Assessment4 by InteNistas and the Cost-Effective Analysiss by Ricondo have been updated to
provide ABP WIth the most up to date and current informatIon.

The general operation of the runway excluded the use of the North runway from llpm to 7am in the

morning and also reduction to 65 ATMS on South runway. Every ATM is part of the operation at

Dublin Airport as it involved the IAA, ATC, Air Nav, ANCA , FCC and Government departments ,
Finance ( the main shareholder) Transport and justice and Housing.

To state that it is not, is incorrect information and is a coercion statement to mislead and change the

mindset into saying what is not ok is now ok.

Single Event Levels and Lamax are not cancelled out with Noise quota system

13



SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 SHEELAGH MORRIS

The relationship between the Noise quota system and SELs and ATMs could not be further from each
other

I

From Tom Philips report.

Earlier Fleet Modernisation During the intervening period between the previous RFI submission on
13th September 2021, FCC’s Notice of Decision to Grant Permission on 17th October 2022 and the

submission of this response to ABP, the modernisation of the Feet at Dublin Airport has advanced at a
quicker rate than initially anticipated.

This has been captured within the various supporting materials provided with this response. The
updated assessment is based on the latest forecasts. These take account of changes in the feet mix
over recent years and how it is expected to continue to evolve. This means the forecasts allow for

earlier Feet modernisation that has occurred, compared to what was previously forecast based on
conservative assumptions.

Our study predicts that the current Gl aircraft types will be largeiy replaced on a phased basis by
next generation G2 types by the mid 2030’s. New next generatIon aircraft types (G3) are expected to
enter service potentially from the late 2030s to replace G2 types, but no G3 types are assumed by
2040 at DUB

FCC granted permission to remove Condition 3 and 5(d) on 17lh October 2022 tess than 2 months
after the new runway opened for operatlon. While the fleet mix has changed, this will not be

completed for a number of years and thus enabling the airlines to operate as they wish, until such
time their capital budgets permit such a change. The period of time to produce aircraft for delivery is
also a factor. The cost of an aircraft is excessive and airlines will be slow to change their fleets until
the cost of repair and maintenance exceeds the cost of replacement . Kenny Jacobs stated on the

Clare Byrne Show on 16th November that discounts are offered to airlines for quieter aircraft. There
are no PENALTIES only discounts - so Airlines can continue to operate their fleet as long as it suits
them

The price tag on an A330neo new aircraft is $238.5 million with the freighter version costing $259.9

million The A330 -800 as we know, is very rare, with only 14 on order. The A380 - list price
$446.5 million and discounted with fleet orders. Emirates have ordered 21 of these. So the cost of

changing will only happen when the airlines are ready to order. That leaves the flightpath residents
to experience torturous aircraft noise on a contInuous basis in the Longitudinal Corridor. DAA have
stated and want the Nas which they say is a far better way of measuring noise. It is not for us

flightpath residents - the increased Nas granted by ANCA means no limit to the number of aircraft
taking off and landing on the North runway and South runway.

A noise quota system is proposed for night time noise at the airport. The airport shall be subject to an

annual noise quota of 7990 between the hours of 2330hrs and 060C)hrs. In addition to the proposed
night time noise quota, the Relevant Action also proposes the following noise mitigation measures: -

A noise insulation grant scheme for eligible dwellings within specifIC night noise contours – A detailed
Noise Monitoring Framework to monitor the noise performance with results to be reported annually

14
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to the Aircraft Noise Competent Authority (ANCA), in compliance with the Aircraft Noise (Dublin
Airport) Regulation Act 2019

ANCA have now issued their decision, ( Draft Regulatory Decision). ANCA have not only considered

the requests, but went far and beyond the request, permitting 16,260 noise Quota counts between
2300pm – 6.59 am ( 8,270 in excess of what was requested) and now the subject of this

submission. This consultation is just another process that will be logged and submissions from the
victims ignored, as part of the planning process to justify the outcome and a mere tick box exercise

So 16,260 ATM will be permitted from llpm to 7am ranging from 90db upwards. Any below that,
are free. So as many of the Ryanair Boeing -800 max can fly without any issue -. with the take off
noise disturbing the night time peace for sleeping and resting residents.

Daa sought the approval from ANCA to change the night time hours, imposed by ABP , based on an
economic reason to trample on those adversely affected, in terms of health and well being.

The Noise Quota system - aircraft do not register in the count under 87db and only register in the

count at 90db. This is set by the aircraft manufacturer – so Boeing set the level acceptable for
Boeing aircraft and Airbus set the level for Airbus aircraft – not ANCA, not FCC not the EPA .

The Scheme rates all aircraft types according to their respective noisiness of landing
and and take-off using a measure called EPNdB 'effective perceived noise’ in decibels, Band
of EPNdB are assigned a Quota Count (QC) rating, this being done on an exponential scale_

For each reduction of 3 in EPNdB the QC is halved:
EPNdB over 101.9 is QC/16
EPNdB 99 – 101.9 is QC/8
EPNdB 96 – 98.9 is QC/4
EPNdB 93 – 95-9 is QC/2
EPNdB 90 – 92,9 is QC/1
EPNdB less than 90 is QC/0.5
EPNdB less than 87 is exempt (ie QC of zero) .

A limit is placed on the total number of QC points per 6 month season (how these are
assigned per nIght is at the discretion of the airport operator). Thus under a pure quota count
system. if planes rated at 96 EPNdB were replaced with planes rated at 95 EPNdB, twice as
many could be flown during the restricted period.

The environmental objective is to keep within a given 'average noise’ limit for the whole
night, measured in Leq. Leq stands for Level equivalent and is calculated by adding together
the noise energy of all the noise events across a given time period and then taking the
continuous level (ie. It irons out the peaks and troughs).

An extreme case will illustrate the way Leq works. One concorde on departure had
equivalent noise energy to 120 Boeing 757s – so one [Boeing 757] plane every 2
minutes for 4 hours, produced the same Leq as 2 mins of concorde followed by 3 hrs
58 mins of silence.

There is no official noise index for showing night noise in the UK (although Leq is officially
recognised during the day period between 0700 and 2300). However, the Government
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believes that producing 'noise maps' for airports at night using Leq contours is an adequate
way of expressing aircraft noise, and has produced maps for the London airports in its recent
consultation on the night noise regime

As a group of victims trapped in the Longitudinal Corridor, we have no confidence in ANCA that the
balanced approach is administered and the scales leaves us up in mid air,

DAA have all the weight behind them with ANCA as DAA control ANCA and part of FCC.

Residents have no say, and are insignificant. The Inspectors at the oral hearing in 2006 recogised the
very real and significant negative impact on those in the Longitudinal corridor and recommended
that the construction of North runway be refused.
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I

Report on awakenings as a response to noise during sleep

5 September 2023

Note with respect fo noise effects on health

NIght.bme use of the runway system at DubIIn AIrport

Reference to the Relevant Acton RevIsed El AR ( September 2021 )

ABP-31448522

F20A/0668

QAA PLC

by Prof. Dr, Thomas Penzel (Charit6 Benin, Germany)
Prepared for Tom Phillips + Associates
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RFI item 1

Item 1 of the RFI request states the fOllOWIng

The assessment in the EIAR of the effects of norse #vm ATMs at nIght (2300 to 0700
hrs) IS based on energy averagIng noise metrICS over relatIvely long perIOds e.g, 8 hrs.
correlated WIth the percentage of the exposed populatIon IIkely to self-report beIng
hIghly sleep dIsturbed ('/,HSD). assessed WIth a standardIsed scale based on the
guIdance in the World Health Organlsauan's {WHO) EnvIronmental NoIse GuIdeIInes
2018 fWHO ENG 2018)

However. aIrcraft noise IS not experIenced in an -average" fashIon it consists of perIOds
at comparatIve quIet when there are no aIrcraft flyIng near or over a receptor
Interspersed WIth relatIvely short pencxis of noise when an aIrcraft approaches a
receptor bUIldS to a peak at ItS closest approach and then decays as the aIrcraft moves
away from a receptor

The EIAR InclUdes informatIon on peak LJ\max noise levels from ATMs and the number
of these events at nIght in terms of the NGa, N651 noise contours for the 92 day summer
average of ATMs and aIrport males. and the N60 metrIC and LAmax2 for the SIngle
modes of airport operatIon . But these data are presented for InfOrmatIon purposes on/y
and there IS no analysIS of the effect of peak Ulmax noise levels from ATMs on
addItional 8wakenlngs at nIght regardIng the baseIIne and
consented scenarios

You are requested to assess the probabIIIty of addItional awakenIng due to the peak
LA.s,Max of ATMs at night between 2300 and 07CX3hrs for the 92 day summer average
of ATMs and aIrport males. and for the SIngle modes of aIrport operatIon and for the
IIkeIIhOOd of addItIonal 8wakenlngs for the overall annual average number of ATMs at
nIght. based on the approach descrIbed in the review supportIng the WHO ENG 2018
(EnvIronmental NoIse GuIdelines for the European RegIon: A SystematIC Review on
EnvIronmental NoIse and the Effects on Sleep . International Journal of EnvIronmental
Research arxl PUbIIC Health)

Extracts from Future Development 11 pages
Additional Informatlon.
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22 1 2 AccordIngly. in anumstances where there is a long-term pOIICy to expand DubIIn AIrport as a whole. It
is cu151dered approprIate that the competent authorIty assessIng the proposed Retevant Aciiul would
have an ovewtew of those }onger term plans so that the proposed Relevant ActIon can be VIewed and
assessed in that WIder cmteH. WIth acoowlt beIng taken of planned future devek#nnnt at DubIIn AirF>rt
as approprIate and as far as practIcally possIble at thIS stage

22 1 3 There are development proposals currently MIng prepared WhICh WIll seek plannIng permISSIon for
future aIrport gravth to 40 mINa These WIll InclUde proposals for arrTxxt nfraslructure recwlred to
accommcxiato thIS growth. The9e future devek)pment proposals WIN requIre a grant of PannIng
permlssnn in ucbr to be reatised. wtactr in Itself WIlt erMll pbnnng arxl envronrrerXal nrpact
assessment The proposed Relevant ActIon is a standalone proposal and IS int reIIant on future alrWn
growth in order to be reaIIsed

22 1 4 Eqrally future aIrport growth can accu {sublecl to FAamong berrg grmt8dl in the absence of the
proposed Relevant Actxin NotwIthstandIng Un lndeperx}ence of the proposed Relevant ActIon. an
awareness of future aIrport plans rs rdevant in oonslderlw ate prolxnal Relevant ActIon gIven ttu
potenOal fu interaction in the future in thIS respect' thIS chapter IS lnterxled to gIve an overvlw of future
development plans so that consistent WIth the purpose of the EIA DIrectIve arxl case law, acoount tn
taken of Ruse future plans tO the context of the assessnent of the envIronmental effects of the proposed
Relevant Acbon

22 1 5 The future development plans dISCUSsed in ihIS chapter ch not form part of the proposed Relevant
AcDon. nor IS thIS chapter Intended to undertake an EIA of these future development plans Such an EIA
is neIther possIble nor requIred at thIS stage the envlronmultal ImplicatIons of such future protects WII
be tony assessed ,n future when consent is sought for them theY WIll tn the subject of ptannlng
appIIcatIon(SI WIth any relevant supportIng envIronmental inforrrtat pon

22 1 6 SInce thIS chapter was ongtnaUy wrItten in 2021. the Infrastructure AppIIcation tIAl WhICh WIll seek
plannIng pwmlssnn for future aIrport growth to 40 mppa has evolved and the lntrastrwture desIgns
have been a]vanced in [yeparauon for a ptannlng appllcatnn in 04 of 2023 WhItSt the EIAR for the IA
IS StIll work lr progress a IS raw possDe to provIde more certaInty around the IIkely Impact of thIS ard
other future deveb EXTent plans whIch have also pcBrused in the last tWO years ThIS ctupter has tnen
updated to retbct the more denIed lnfanrntnn now ayaM?Ie

In 22.1.4 Notwithstanding the independence of the proposed Relevant Action, an
awareness of future airport plans is relevant in considering the proposed Relevant Action

given the potential for interactIon in the future – where is the interaction for those HSD?

It is very clear from the above, from the get go, that T2 and the North Runway were one

p\anning app\ication, spilt \rKo 2 parts and now, be\ng brought from to one pro}ect.

Of course, the submission to remove condition 3 and 5(d) with the change in the Planning

Act to permit a “Relevant Action” to cherry pick the two most important conditions is not
acceptable to us the residents, those significantly adversely affected now considered

collateral damage .

The actions of DAA, FCC and Dept of Transport, Justice and Finance, - all the owners, the

shareholders of Dublin Airport and the full backing of the airlines , with no penalties , no
convictions for creating serious health and mental problems, as a result of their actions.

The Voluntary Insulation programme has yet to be proved successful for those homes that
have received it. No independent calibratlon has been carried out – and does not give those
in line for insulation, confidence in the scheme. The voluntary insulation is a text book

solution to tick the boxes. The failure to insulate homes, with the loss of our gardens , will in

tIme, result in legal actIon. The guidelines have been set and must be adhered to with the
WHO guidelines of 4C)db LAM AX - LAfmax and LAsmax.
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As we look at the above AECOM admit the impact of aircraft noise on the communities , but

it is ok as the fleet modern\zaHon wi\\ offset Une impact and eventua\\y reverse the trend .
THE EXACT YEAR WHERE THIS WILL OCCUR IS NOT YET KNOWN>

OVERALL NOISE EFFECTS ARE LIKELY TO REDUCE OVER TIME AS THE FLEET IS MODERNISED

AND REMAIN WITHIN THE QUOTA COUNT DEFINED BY ANCA IN THEIR REGULATORY
DECISONS ON AN BORD PLEANALA ON APPEAL.

So the Noise quote count is going to make it all right for those trying to sleep at night in the

direct night path – As stated already, many of the aircraft will be under the radar, as the bar

is set at 90db. So as many as possible can be flown by the airlines and the victims trapped

will be considered insignificant.

22 6 2 The future develq)ment plans dISCUSsed in thIS chapter do not form pan of the Fxoposed Relevant Acton
and would all requIre furlher oonsents (and envIronmental assessnnnts as requIred) before they can be
Implemented

So the future development of DubSin airport do not form part of the proposed ReSevant
Action , so why is it being discussed and part of this Additional Information – this is to
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influence the Bord to consider this application F20A/0668 is a part of the full Dublin Airport

project - which is not at all fair to the appellants, those suffering misery in the summer, and

holiday periods with constant nonstop, take offs from north runway ( 70% Mode 7b)

I appeal to the Bord to please consider the humans affected - as the solutions in place do

not reflect the significant life-changing affect of an invasion of aircraft, 24 hours a day .

AIR NOISE & VIBRATION - AdditIonal Information.

13.3.28 - There is no clearly accepted method of how to rate the magnitude of the effect of
a change in the absolute air noise level and the associated change in noise level.

The applicant uses the UK Planning practice Guidance. I can assure the Bord , during the

summer, with Aircraft taking off from North runway, registered 90db and over 90db LAfmax

outside in my garden and these aircraft take off every 2 minutes. The actual experience for
homes in the flight path is truly torturous and mentally debilitatIng . As I mind my young

grandchildren, and teach music lessons , this is not the environment suitable for learning
and deve\opment. The fact an ora\ hearing was not permStted on this appeal , and

following the oral hearing in 2006, the Inspector had access to the audio noise of the
aircraft and recommended the refusal of the construction of the runway, based on the

human health impacts.

Now we see this totally ignored, an oral hearing denied , by those directly impacted, and a
decision by the Bord to follow, knowingly aware of this, will grant to the applicant,
dominance, superiority, and an unfair advantage in this application to ABP.

Since 2007 on the grant of permission by ABP with 31 conditions, DAA have continually
undermined the conditions and blatanty ignored the importance of the planning laws –

from 2007 to date. The late action of FCC , 11 months after the openIng of the north
runway in serving an Enforcement Notice makes it atI the more wrong.

Those adversely impacted were protected by condition 3(d) and condition 5 and also with

condiHon 7 and 9 , to include a voluntary Insulation Scheme and Voluntary Home Purchases
Scheme . It is ironic that ANCA have been appointed the Noise Regulator for Dublin Airport

by the government – ( part of FCC but supposed to be independent) and answer to DAA

who fund ANCA through FCC.
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ANCA fully agreed to the application F20A/0668 and even granted over double the Noise
Quota counts, to permit untirnited aircraft to fly from Dublin Airport. Then FCC granted D AA

the permission, with an Enforcement order, following pressure from affected residents and
councillors, after that – which in itself is contradictory.

The plight of those suffering torturous aircraft noise, with the alternatives for some, not
acceptable, and others with no alternatives, is now in the hands of ABP.

The Statement of Need provided by the Applicant States the external noise at Millhead is

67.2 db Laeq 16hr – but no Lamax levels were taken.

daa ann

ann
aHIHlab

J=•nh /t
Anderson

Acoustics

DUBLIN AIRPORT
NOISE INSULATION PROGRAMME

Statement of Need

35577761

Mtllvlew, Mlllhead. St. Margaret's. K67 A3&i

No

No

A detached house comprlslnB a kItchen. IIVIng room, conservatory extension. utIIIty
room. 2 bathraoms and 4 bedrooms on the ground floor and a IIVIng room and loft
convef sion on the fIrst floor. The external walls are formed of dense concrete block
throughout the property The €xlstlnE glazIng IS alumInIum frame throughout WIth
4/12/4 mm double glaZIng in all rooms, The conservatorY contaIns two double glazed
Velux WIndOWS, The roof is pItched and formed oF concrete tIles
A fIreplace is present in IIVIng roonr. PassIve through' waII vents ale present in all
bedroorns, IIVIng room and UtIIIty room

Dwelling descdption

NO

Approx thICkness exIStIng Insulation: IOt)mm

Access hatch is) to aU rOOf VOIds Yes

67.2 dB LK :#ou. : haItI hutu Model :022 buttEr+t In\t hds at d+Far„fbI

Sheelagh MorrIS

An assessment has been carrIed out to determIne the specIfIcatIon of products
avaIlable under the daa NoIse InsulatIon Programme that are most suItable for the
property, These are detaIled on page 3

23



\

SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 SHEELAGH MORRIS

Note the External noise level of 67.2db Laeq 16hr ( from noise model 2022 Summer noise

levels at dwellings )

I

The actual noise level in my garden was from 80 –96db - LAfmax. The noise levels inside

my bedroom currently, taken from the APP – Disabel X - 69-70 db LAfmax.

In the RNIS – Condition 7 – the document states on page 11

“ However in some instances where the elemental analysis demonstates very high level of

noise insulation is already being provided by the existing building construction this

improvement may not be possible

It also states:

Where the Statement of Need states that the minimum target of 5db cannot be achieved
then the owner will have access to a third party review by a qualijed acoustician paid for the

dao. The acoustics report will be taken into account in rejning the Statement of need for

that individual dwelling.

The home buyout for those in the direct flight path , with a market value plus 30% is not
covered in this Additional information and does not reflect the value of ones life, identity,

place of belonging, community and replacing a forever home that is now taken, with the

outdoor room, the most important room, the garden.

The costing of the human disturbance has not been factored in.

Conclusion

DAA are seeking to remove Conditions 3(d) and Condition 5 from PL06F.217429

F04AA/1775 . These conditions are part of the 31 conditIons issued to permit the

construction of the runway. There are the conditions to be adhered to – to protect the
amenities of those in the flightpaths. This has not been the case with a stay now in place on

the 65 movements by the High Court.

The information submitted and additional information, repeating what has already been
submitted, does not

eflect the impact of the actual SELs, the peak Lamax on the HSD population.

The additlonal information focuses the minds of ABP on the awareness of the future of

Dublin Airport – i.e to increased the cap from 32m to 40million pax. This planning

applicatIon is being submitted on 19th December – ironically the same date F20A/0668 was
submitted in 2020 with a high court decision pending on the enforcement order by FCC on

breaching 65 ATMs ( llpm – 7 AM – Conditlon 3(d> > This is not the issue in this planning
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SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION - F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 - SHEELAGH MORRIS

application – THE ISSUE IS BREACHING THE 65ATMs on South Runway and taking two
additional hours from the night time restrictions on North Runway.

The awakening report is about how many times a person awakes at night. Where is the study

in Ireland that can be validated, that a normal sleeper awakes an average of 8 times every

night. There is none. This is written to justify the case for additional hours at night and

unlimited flights from South runway.

So in June, a hot summers night at llpm with charters, scheduled flights taking off every

two minutes, one will not go to sleep at all. The body and mind cannot wind down to relax

to fall into a peaceful and full sleep., after 16hours of day flights.

It is not acceptable that ANCA can call the shots with regards to the NCIS – absolving DAA

and the airlines from any responsibility. The airlines can massage the details to suit the

NAO and tick the procedure boxes.

So we now have a cosy set up – where everyone is responsible and no one is responsible.

ANCA are set up as a regularatory body – at arms length - by the Government – Taoiseach –

Dept of Transport – and interact with FCC in relation to planning applications – with DAA

sqare-ing the circle

This is not a balanced approach and what has been approved by ANCA on behalf of DAA is

not acceptable to those adversely affected.

Meanwhile, human receptors suffer coliateral significant life-changing impacts.

ANCA are in direct conflict with DAA as the Aircraft Noise Competent Authority are
answerable to daa only ,with a revolving circle of communication to agree a policy and

procedure for airlines at Dublin Airport.

ANCA permitted 16,260 Noise Quota Counts – when the original number applied for was

7990 – over double – why? it is very clear ANCA were including the cap removal of 32 million

passengers in their recommendations and decision to FCC to grant the increased Noise
Quota counts predicated on 40 million passengers.
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SUBMISSION TO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION – F20A-0668 ABP314485-22 - SHEELAGH MORRIS

So this application was submitted with the 32m cap also as part of it in words, only in the

background the follow up with a separate application to adjust the 32m to 4C)mIllion .

This new part of the pre-planning consultation between DAA and ANCA - which is available
to see, is now being lodged on 19th December 2023, just in time for the Christmas season

and before year end.

The Voluntary Insulation has yet to be tested on homes in the direct flightpath and cannot

be validated at this point. DAA have stated in the documents relating to Condition 7 that

Where possible 5-10db improvement in sound insulation performance to meet with the
WHO and BS8233:2014 . 40db is the maximum noise level per the WHO .

The Applicant response does not answer clearly the significant issues relating to the impact

on human receptors in the flightpath and I appeal to the Inspector to seriously consider the
full impact, in the broader terms, and

refuse the removal of Condition 3(d) and Condition 5.

65 ATMs on south runway from llpm – 7am

and no flights from 11-pm -12pm and 6am – 7am on north runway – as start and finishing

sleep times.

The CONDITIONS SHOULD REMAIN IN PLACE – to protect the residential amenities for those

in the flight paths – THE Longitudinal Corridor.

Sheelagh Morris & Others.

Millhead

St Margarets

Co Dublin

K67 A364

Attached : Longitudinal data from DAA – follows as attachment.

BL,Jaglnk@:aP 8@C' Go’"'

PM maM' IUSe + htF LyME
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DUBLHy AIRPogrr

iMrPDDUcrtoN

L+tt keI dili.'
All,}11
Pal•tncrs

Al 1?19-FtOl- DR

29 /WBwl 2018

IONGITUtXNA[ 4NALYStg - 1 rar-_.. ABD SEt Hmi LEVEIS

In

Bktnrdi£ Ahwt Partners LLP ( BAP) Ilan two retarnd InF dae to pretfRt itu kvels at a#bonn

alrtraf\ rnrso from irxJlvBJual rrmuunls ckrse to the a&Don. IInt is frwn dep=tty =Traft

shanE, 3;ter tiAeo a and from arrNtng aIrcraft dunN before !and@ Itu inkxlnztton has

been p+av}tbd in acoordtrKe I„lih a request Irun ttu St. Maralet’s Cancelled Resklonb

comrnultltY group

BAP have pta#cbd the robe for ba bY aIrcraft types that cttheI cunuvtbr operate, Iww
operaiedr or are forecast to operate h the luiure at Dutiln A#port The rx9se kwh bw been
I)r+dtcted for both arrtvals arxf chpaRural ,, aBIIt paIRs ranelr8 from O.S to 4 km, in O.5 km

steps, from the rIca era at ttv perm.r.ed Ruth Rt'ryu ak)ng Itn exterxiul rwnw/
(xnirehr,e. The poInts are st\arrn in the atIacted dla\viv A1121 StU)14)1. Ths m'Ie UmtS

these pfed€1pd rx>lse levels and det2iis the ruthcxk#3gy used in theR cdculatk)n.

2.0 MFr}}MOI.oar

Noise levels have teen calculated usrR On +thrU AViathn #klminisP alan (FAA) IntWated

FbI to Modr+ fIRM) wrwr / tRI Ihe sun stitwve was used +tx the noise malone of CAllAn

Pw port udertzkrn for du bw+annnnt31 PIr+edna Aenw (EPA) in 2017

NoIse kvt45 tbwe tnin cakntated in tutu of txxir IAw =xI Stxaxl Ex+xnue tEnet (5+11 1+,w

n the rn3wntgn #brantamus srBZXl p4enurr beI of wi drudt movemenl SEL b a measure
at the total ix)tse fInn an azcratt nwmuk TIn StI rnae klvd fIX xi &waIt nnnrrnnt n

ttn !um ofalthprXHeermBy kx the nerd eWUsed uml wwW rw MI fw lsecmd
ThI\ 13 s}xnui rn Itn fIgure tekyw. I)yakirrw the SEts a al! of the ayn#utius at the airTxxl owl
entvr 16 horn or 8 haas for the davtbne and nat thIn perit>ds res+)nike+ MXl then
averaOn8 wu etR tIn in, dbera8P none tun&xn.
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F ,Que at Uclan bI

UHHnq Le+d eliIII

I

}many +nun na,nm b ,,' Ibn aId nun+4 S
Bs'

I

j

[ X
I

\q I
I

i
J

t
I

tIll, Ib \ I Itil , 1.1\tIll \1 \ r 1

I

11 I'll ' I II II II II II II

Nan Hee haw been cakutated tor bU teV wct aft tYpes-

maverner,tb resp'octtwN.

The &nIne /37 MAXB, wha) b torKaa to be thr aM)a CMNMn tVP in M hnufp' a
doesn’t yet OWlate in sIBn+6cant fwmtxIrs;

The AIrbus A33a3U), nch IS the cwrent nDst commin WIde baY alruah aMl in A)

pedunud a\wnd71Cof tIn total mwentents,

nv Alrhs A3B£}/ wh€h IS the URea draah IHoaa to operate at Dublin' but dkov'n t
WrTentty operate at [XrkHln,

aEICr aft is qukter than the Ixwlou\-

I

I

I

I
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TIn INN n3i9e nwdetlhe lo+tware Inclcchs a thtarase of 3iniaft types arxi a=adated noIse
perfamarn data. It b passage to refine this default data by a wbdatkm jx<Bdtxe to tHIer
HeaRt airaaft rAe arwnd an 3irlxirt based on actrral noise #nniturkB data where tIes b

wailabie, At Mdin, the penrnrent noise man+orinB and WIt track keepilK swtem prwitks
tia opponunkv.

I

1
I

I BAP have vabdated the default INtU nobe OrufKtixu for de trust ooawwl draaft dt IhJtHin

by romparhe pre<£cted noke buds WIth ltte wise levels measured at tIn airporfs ndu
rnorMarine termi-ruts (NMTs}. Based on the validation enter= mctIHkations have ben rnacIe

to On ckfautt IFIM ndse Hubaions for the Boeing 73/300, an Airbus A320 and du JUrtx6

A33(F3(D. An aircraft tYpe for du BoMB 737 WCX8 is not }nEilled h the IWM, therefore the

nose tents have ben predicted for the Boeing 737-8£3D v/Rtl an diawmce rnale for the lower
rntse bvels of the MAXB. ThIs allowance ha be an t>wed on the aswmptlons und by ECRD in

their work hr On Abports Coazn Ban it the UK'.

Dew'tures bv the strBk disk aircraft have been machIn as ushB intnsecJion takeoffs,
v,•here8s departures by the WICk.both anr3ft ha\n teen mcxtdb il as wing tIn fIa rwrway

length, as is expeae=! to be ase ona the runw; is ap2rz\!on31.
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L

,3if'!€ e \lti•.e
AlloA
Partller:

The nan heIs for arrivals and depnures bY SIX key aIrcraft typs hwe Mn prH'JHHI for

operadms on the permItted Non\\ RunwaY.

Duma RWn David Charles

for BkkelxHU Alba Partnets LIP Assxxhte

Peter Hennn

Partner
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