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Committee on Petitions

29.09.2008

NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 1300/2007 by Sheelagh Morris (Irish), on behalf of St. Margarets 
Concerned Residents Group, on irregularities concerning the access to 
information and the public consultation process in connection with the 
approval of development works at Dublin Airport

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner, on behalf of an association of residents directly affected by the development of 
Dublin Airport, complains about the approval of a new terminal and a new runway by Fingal 
County Council, arguing that concerned parties have not been properly consulted or informed.
The petitioner explains that the residents appealed against the project, but although the 
inspector responsible for the Oral Hearing organised on the matter ruled in their favour, the 
Board Pleanala overruled his recommendations and granted the permit. The petitioner 
maintains that high costs prevented residents from seeking a judicial review. She denounces 
the way competent authorities addressed the concerns of the residents and accuses them of 
vested interests. The petitioner asks the European Parliament to investigate the matter arguing 
that the project would pose serious health and environmental risks for those living in the 
vicinity of the airport.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 30 April 2008. Information requested from Commission under Rule 
192(4).

3. Commission reply, received on 26 September 2008.

‘The petitioner’s is one of the 24 households that will be directly affected by the development 
of Dublin Airport. The planned new runway and passenger terminal were approved by An 
Bord Pleanala on 29 August 2007.
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The petitioner outlines the action taken since July 1998 against the new runway 10L-28R, 
including the objections made to An Bord Pleanala against the authorisation granted in spring 
2006 by Fingal County Council. By the above decision of 29 August 2007, the Bord modified 
the authorisation, imposing 31 conditions, to be applied by Fingal County Council. The 
petitioner maintains that communication with this Council has never been satisfactory. 
However, a group representing the interests of the 24 households was able to be represented at 
the Dublin Airport Stakeholders Forum set up in summer 2007.

A request for a judicial review of the decision by An Bord Pleanala could be made; however, 
the petitioner and the other affected households decided not to do so because of the probable 
costs.

The petitioner considers that Fingal County Council and the Dublin Airport Authority have 
not dealt properly with the households concerned, referring them back and forth from one to 
the other, as demonstrated by An Bord Pleanala’s decision. They consider that they have 
suffered discrimination.

The Commission has closely studied the steps the petitioner has taken over more than nine 
years in her concern at the impact of the new runway on such an essential possession as her 
house. An appropriate balance must be found between construction of the planned public 
infrastructure, which the relevant authorities consider essential, and the legitimate interests of 
the petitioner and the other households directly affected by this infrastructure.

From a legal point of view, it does not appear in this case that the Irish authorities have failed 
to comply with the applicable Community legislation, in particular Directive 2003/35/EC1 on 
public participation and access to justice. The petitioner has actually been able to comment on 
the planned project, which is evident from An Bord Pleanala’s decision of 29 August 2007, 
which added 31 additional conditions to the initial authorisation.

The petitioner does not refer to any Community legislation which she considers might have 
been bypassed in this case.

More generally, the Commission points out that on 7 September 2007 it initiated proceedings 
in the Court of Justice against the Republic of Ireland (Case C-427/07). These proceedings are 
concerned, inter alia, with the fact that Ireland had not provided the Commission with 
sufficient information on mechanisms to ensure compliance with Articles 3(7) and 4(4) of 
Directive 2003/35/EC (particularly with regard to procedures for access to justice by the 
public concerned that are fair, rapid and not prohibitively expensive).

Conclusions

The Commission has not detected any evidence in the substance of this petition to suggest 
infringement of the applicable Community legislation.’

                                               
1 Directive 2003/35/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 26 May 2003 providing for public 
participation in respect of the drawing up of certain plans and programmes relating to the environment and 
amending with regard to public participation and access to justice Council Directives 85/337/EEC and 96/61/EC, 
OJ L 156, 25.6.2003


