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21.2.1.2 The specific assessment requirements for Population and Human Health are summarised in
Table 21.1, together with an indication of the section of the EIAR where each is addressed.
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Table 21.5: Tonnage (Thousands) of Non-Fishing Goods Handled by Port, 2015-2021. Source: CSO 
(2022), Statistics of Port Traffic 

Port 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Arklow 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Wicklow 134 152 142 193 168 153 142 

Table 21.6: Non-Fishing Goods Vessel Arrivals by Port, 2015-2021. Source: CSO (2022), Statistics 
of Port Traffic 

Port 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Arklow 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Wicklow 96 114 123 137 116 111 107 
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Table 21.5: Tonnage (Thousands) of Non-Fishing Goods Handled by Port, 2015-2021. Source: CSO
(2022), Statistics of Port Traffic

Port 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Arklow 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Wicklow 134 152 142 193 168 153 142

Table 21.6: Non-Fishing Goods Vessel Arrivals by Port, 2015-2021. Source: CSO (2022), Statistics
of Port Traffic

Port 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

21.6.2.16There is no dedicated onshore facility for the O&M of the ABWP1 located in Arklow Harbour;
however, the harbour is used as the marine base for the crew transfer vessel used for the O&M
of the existing turbines.

21.6.2.17There is a small harbour at Courtown with a lifeboat service and a sailing club, located
approximately 11 km South West of the Proposed Development.

21.6.2.18The local study area is predominantly rural with several urban areas; notably Bray, Greystones,
Wicklow, Arklow, Courtown and surrounds. Wicklow and Arklow are the closest of these towns to
the wind farm.

21.6.2.19 Wicklow Town is the administrative centre for County Wicklow. It is a key destination and an
economically active town that serves and supports the surrounding area. Arklow provides for the
service needs of its residents and a significant rural population in a large geographical catchment
extending to Avoca, Aughrim, Redcross, and to some extent to Rathdrum and the Tinahely-
Shillelagh-Carnew area. Courtown has traditionally had a strong tourism sector and there are a
number of caravan parks in the town. More recently there has been significant population growth
in the town.

21.6.2.20The coastline to the north of Arklow is predominantly made up of beaches, farmland and one-off
housing. There are several smaller village settlements and holiday caravan parks. The R750 (200
m inland) and the M11 (1 km inland) beyond run parallel to the coastline. There is also a network
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Figure 21.2: Pobal Deprivation Index by County 

Source: Pobal (2016), Pobal HP Deprivation Indices 
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Figure 21.2: Pobal Deprivation Index by County

Source: Pobal (2016), Pobal HP Deprivation Indices

EDUCATION

21.6.2.38Qualification levels by study area are shown below in Table 21.11. The population of the Local
Area had higher than average levels of secondary qualifications when compared to Ireland as a
whole. Of people who had finished their education, 34.9% did so having completed a secondary
qualification, higher than the Irish average of 27.3%. The share of people in the Local Area with
vocational qualifications or apprenticeships (13.7%) was also higher than the Irish average
(12.1%).

21.6.2.39 However, educational attainment at the further education level was below average in the Local
Area. While County Wicklow was above average, with 29.5% of people having achieved a further
education qualification, in comparison to 27.6% of Ireland as a whole, of those who had completed
their education in County Wexford, 21.1% had achieved a further education qualification.
Therefore, the Local Area overall was below average in this respect, with 25.2% of people finished
with education having achieved this qualification.
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Figure 21.3: Visitor Numbers by Irish Regions 
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Figure 21.3: Visitor Numbers by Irish Regions

Source: Failte Ireland (2021), Key Tourism Facts 2019

21.6.2.45 Data on popular tourist attractions, both paid and free, by Irish region, are published annually by
Failte Ireland. This identified the top attractions in both County Wicklow and Country Wexford.

21.6.2.46The most visited tourist attractions in County Wicklow are shown in Table 21.13 below. The most
popular of these was Powerscourt House, Gardens & Waterfall, which received 363,587 visitors
in 2021.
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21.6.4 Data limitations 
 

21.7 Assessment Parameters 

21.7.1 Key parameters for assessment 
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APEMGroup
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21.6.3.2 It is expected that the Developer would invest to develop Arklow Harbour, enabling it to support
the O&M activities that would occur after the Proposed Development has been constructed.
Currently, the majority of the port’s income is generated by fishing activities, but the investment
associated with the Proposed Development would enable the expansion of activities taking place
at Arklow Harbour, diversifying income streams and generating employment in the area. Under a
‘Do Nothing’ scenario, this investment would not occur, making it less likely that non-fishing
activity at Arklow Harbour would develop.

21.6.4 Data limitations
21.6.4.1 Tourism visitor numbers and spending were not available at the area of the Local level, meaning

conclusions on the size of the tourism sector more accurately reflect tourism activity at the
regional level of the Mid-East/Midlands region, which encompasses County Wicklow, and the
South East Region, which encompasses County Wexford.

21.7 Assessment Parameters
21.7.1 Key parameters for assessment
21.7.1.1 The assessment of significance of effects has been carried out on both of the two discrete project

design options detailed in Volume II, Chapter 4, Description of Development. This approach has
allowed for a robust and full assessment of the Proposed Development.

21.7.1.2 The two project design options and parameters relevant to each potential impact are detailed in
Table 21.19 and Table 21.20.
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SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EFFECT 

 

Table 21.36: Construction: Significance of GVA Impact 

 Local Area Ireland 

Sensitivity Medium Low 

Magnitude Negligible Negligible 

Significance Not Significant Not significant 

PROPOSED MITIGATION  

 

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT 

 

Operational and Maintenance Phase 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 
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SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EFFECT

21.10.1.23 Based on the assessments of sensitivity and magnitude, the effect of the construction of
the Proposed Development on the economy of the Local Area was assessed as Temporary and
Not Significant. Its effect on the economy of Ireland was assessed as Temporary and Not
Significant.

Table 21.36: Construction: Significance of GVA Impact

Local Area Ireland

Sensitivity Medium Low

Magnitude Negligible Negligible

Significance Not Significant Not significant

PROPOSED MITIGATION

21.10.1.24 Since construction spending is expected to result in a beneficial impact on GVA, no
mitigation measures are envisaged.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

21.10.1.25 The significance of effect from changes in GVA is Positive and Not Significant in EIA
terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 21.31 are considered
necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in respect of
an increase in GVA.

Operational and Maintenance Phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.10.1.26 In a similar way as for the construction phase, economic activity during the O&M phase will
lead to changes in GVA. The O&M of the Proposed Development will generate economic impacts
through the expenditure that will be required throughout its operational lifetime.

21.10.1.27 Estimated spending by category were provided by the developer. It is estimated that in an
average year, €50.7 million will be spent on the O&M of the Proposed Development.

21.10.1.28 This expenditure will include logistics costs, operational management, and the
maintenance and service of both the WTGs and the wider balance of plant. The largest
component of this will be the costs associated with the maintenance and service of the WTGs. It
is expected that this activity will increase over time. In a typical year, it is estimated that €39.2
million will be spent on the maintenance of the Proposed Development and €11.5 million will be
spent on the operational costs.

21.10.1.29 Over the lifetime of the Proposed Development, it is expected that €1.9 billion will be spent
on O&M costs.
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Table 21.48: Construction: Magnitude of Employment Impact 

 Local Area Ireland 

Peak Employment (Jobs) 80 300 

Current Jobs 79,156 2,162,360 

Peak Jobs as % of Current Jobs 0.1% <0.1% 

Magnitude of Effect Negligible Negligible 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT  

 

Table 21.49: Construction: Significance of Employment Impact 

 Local Area Ireland 

Sensitivity of Receptor Medium Low 

Magnitude of Impact Negligible Negligible 

Significance Not Significant Not Significant 

PROPOSED MITIGATION  

 

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT 

 

Operational and Maintenance Phase 
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Table 21.48: Construction: Magnitude of Employment Impact

Local Area Ireland

Peak Employment (Jobs) 80 300

Current Jobs 79,156 2,162,360

Peak Jobs as % of Current Jobs 0.1% <0.1%

Magnitude of Effect Negligible Negligible

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.10.2.11 Based on the assessments of sensitivity and magnitude, the effect of the construction of
the Proposed Development on employment in the Local Area was assessed as Temporary and
Not Significant. Its effect on the economy of Ireland was assessed as Temporary and Not
Significant.

Table 21.49: Construction: Significance of Employment Impact

Local Area Ireland

Sensitivity of Receptor Medium Low

Magnitude of Impact Negligible Negligible

Significance Not Significant Not Significant

PROPOSED MITIGATION

21.10.2.12 Since construction spending is expected to result in a beneficial impact on employment,
no mitigation measures are envisaged.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

21.10.2.13 The significance of effect from changes in employment is Positive and Not Significant in
EIA terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 21.31 are
considered necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in
respect of an increase in employment.

Operational and Maintenance Phase
21.10.2.14 As with the construction phase, the O&M of the Proposed Development will result in an

increase in the turnover of those businesses supporting operational activities. Changes in
turnover will support the jobs required to fulfil contracts.
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Table 21.51: O&M Magnitude of Employment Impact. Source: BiGGAR Economics Analysis. Totals 
may not sum due to rounding.  

 Local Area Ireland 

Jobs Impact 60 100 

Current total Jobs in Study Area 79,156 2,162,360 

Peak Jobs as % Current Jobs 0.1% <0.1% 

Magnitude of Effect Negligible Negligible 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

Table 21.52: O&M: Significance of Employment Impact 

 Local Area Ireland 

Sensitivity of Receptor Medium Low 

Magnitude of Impact Negligible Negligible 

Significance Not Significant Not Significant 

PROPOSED MITIGATION  

 

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT 
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Table 21.51: O&M Magnitude of Employment Impact. Source: BIGGAR Economics Analysis. Totals
may not sum due to rounding.

Local Area Ireland

Jobs Impact 60 100

Current total Jobs in Study Area 79,156 2,162,360

Peak Jobs as % Current Jobs 0.1% <0.1%

Magnitude of Effect Negligible Negligible

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.10.2.21 Based on the assessments of sensitivity and magnitude, the effect of the O&M phase of
the Proposed Development on the economy of the Local Area was assessed as Permanent and
Not Significant and its effect on the economy of Ireland was assessed as Permanent and Not
Significant.

Table 21.52: O&M: Significance of Employment Impact

Local Area Ireland

Sensitivity of Receptor Medium Low

Magnitude of Impact Negligible Negligible

Significance Not Significant Not Significant

PROPOSED MITIGATION

21.10.2.22 Since construction spending is expected to result in a beneficial impact on employment,
no mitigation measures are envisaged.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

21.10.2.23 The significance of effect from changes in employment is Positive and Not Significant in
EIA terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 21.31 are
considered necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in
respect of an increase in employment.
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SENSITIVITY OF RECEPTOR 

 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

Table 21.55: Operational and Maintenance: Significance of Tourism Economy Impacts 

 Local Area 

Sensitivity of Receptor Medium 

Magnitude of Impact Negligible 

Significance Not Significant 

PROPOSED MITIGATION  

 

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT 
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21.10.3.13 As set out within the baseline, evidence suggests that there is no relationship between
offshore wind developments and the tourism economy. Furthermore, offshore windfarms or lack
thereof are not considered as a key determinant of the tourism economy (key factors include
tourism offer marketing, exchange rates and economic conditions). The survey completed by
Failte Ireland (Failte Ireland, 2023) found that, while there was visibility of ABWP1 at Brittas Bay
in County Wicklow, visitors were unlikely to notice the development or have a negative view of
the landscape as a result of its presence, suggesting the presence of the offshore wind farm has
not had any effect on the tourism economy of the Local Area.

SENSITIVITY OF RECEPTOR

21.10.3.14 The sensitivity of the tourism economy of the Local Area to environmental affects has been
assessed as Medium.

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.10.3.15 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the operational phase
that could impact the performance of the tourism economy. Therefore, the magnitude of any
impact on the tourism economy has been assessed as Negligible.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.10.3.16 Based on the assessment of both magnitude and sensitivity, the effect of the Proposed
Development’s operational and maintenance on the tourism economy was assessed as Not
Significant for the Local Area.

Table 21.55: Operational and Maintenance: Significance of Tourism Economy Impacts

Local Area

Sensitivity of Receptor Medium

Magnitude of Impact Negligible

Significance Not Significant

PROPOSED MITIGATION

21.10.3.17 As the impact of the operational and maintenance phase of the Proposed Development on
the tourism economy of the Local Area has been assessed as Not Significant, no mitigation
measures are envisaged.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

21.10.3.18 The significance of the impact of the operational and maintenance phase on the tourism
economy of the Local Area has been assessed as Not Significant in EIA terms. Therefore, no
additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 21.31 are considered necessary. Therefore,
no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in respect of impacts on the tourism
economy.
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Table 21.58: Tourism Asset Sensitivities 

Tourism Asset Sensitivity 

Johnstown Castle Estate, Museum & Gardens  Negligible 

The JFK Memorial Park and Arboretum Negligible 

Hook Lighthouse Low 

Wells House & Gardens  Negligible 

Irish National Heritage Park  Negligible 

Kia Ora Mini Farm  Negligible 

Tintern Abbey Negligible 

Colclough Walled Garden Negligible 

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible 

Kilmokea Gardens  Negligible 

Kennedy Homestead  Negligible 

Ferns Castle Negligible 

Enniscorthy Castle Negligible 

Powerscourt Estate, Gardens & Waterfall  Negligible 

Glendalough Monument & Site Negligible 

Russborough House & Parklands  Negligible 

Renewables

Table 21.58: Tourism Asset Sensitivities

GoB®
APEMGroup

Tourism Asset Sensitivity

Johnstown Castle Estate, Museum & Gardens Negligible

The JFK Memorial Park and Arboretum Negligible

Hook Lighthouse Low

Wells House & Gardens Negligible

Irish National Heritage Park Negligible

Kia Ora Mini Farm Negligible

Tintern Abbey Negligible

Colclough Walled Garden Negligible

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible

Kilmokea Gardens Negligible

Kennedy Homestead Negligible

Ferns Castle Negligible

Enniscorthy Castle Negligible

Powerscourt Estate, Gardens & Waterfall Negligible

Glendalough Monument & Site Negligible

Russborough House & Parklands Negligible
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SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

Table 21.59: Significance of Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts 

 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Johnstown Castle 
Estate, Museum & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

The JFK Memorial 
Park and Arboretum 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant 

Wells House & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Irish National Heritage 
Park  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kia Ora Mini Farm  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Tintern Abbey Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Colclough Walled 
Garden 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kilmokea Gardens  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kennedy Homestead  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Ferns Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Enniscorthy Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Powerscourt Estate, 
Gardens & Waterfall  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Glendalough 
Monument & Site 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 
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APEMGroup
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SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.10.4.6Based on the assessment of both magnitude and sensitivity, the effect of the Proposed
Development’s construction on tourism and recreation assets has been assessed below.

Table 21.59: Significance of Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts

Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Johnstown Castle
Estate, Museum &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

The JFK Memorial
Park and Arboretum

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant

Wells House &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Irish National Heritage
Park

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kia Ora Mini Farm Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Tintern Abbey Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Colclough Walled
Garden

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kilmokea Gardens Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kennedy Homestead Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Ferns Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Enniscorthy Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Powerscourt Estate,
Gardens & Waterfall

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Glendalough
Monument & Site

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible
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RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT 

 

Operational and Maintenance Phase 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

Table 21.60: Significance of Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts 

 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Johnstown Castle 
Estate, Museum & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

The JFK Memorial 
Park and Arboretum 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant 

Wells House & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Irish National Heritage 
Park  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kia Ora Mini Farm  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Tintern Abbey Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Colclough Walled 
Garden 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kilmokea Gardens  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

GOBe
APEMGroup
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RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

21.10.4.8The significance of the impact of the construction phase on tourism assets of the Local Area has
been assessed as Not Significant in EIA terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already
identified in Table 21.31 are considered necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual
effects have been predicted in respect of impacts on tourism assets.

Operational and Maintenance Phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.10.4.9 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the operational and
maintenance phase that could impact the performance of tourism assets. Therefore, the
magnitude of any impact the tourism assets has been assessed as Negligible.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.10.4.10 Based on the assessment of both magnitude and sensitivity, the effect of the Proposed
Development’s operational and maintenance phase on tourism and recreation assets has been
assessed below.

Table 21.60: Significance of Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts

Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Johnstown Castle
Estate, Museum &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

The JFK Memorial
Park and Arboretum

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant

Wells House &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Irish National Heritage
Park

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kia Ora Mini Farm Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Tintern Abbey Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Colclough Walled
Garden

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kilmokea Gardens Negligible Negligible Imperceptible
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 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Ballymoney Beach Low Negligible Not Significant 

Courtown Harbour 
Beach 

Low Negligible Not Significant 

Curracloe Beach Low Negligible Not Significant 

 

PROPOSED MITIGATION  

 

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT 

 

Decommissioning Phase 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

Table 21.61: Significance of Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts 

 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Johnstown Castle 
Estate, Museum & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

The JFK Memorial 
Park and Arboretum 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant 

GOBe
APEMGroup

x sse
Renewables

Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Ballymoney Beach Low Negligible Not Significant

Courtown Harbour
Beach

Low Negligible Not Significant

Curracloe Beach Low Negligible Not Significant

PROPOSED MITIGATION

21.10.4.11 As the impact of the operational and maintenance phase of the Proposed Development on
tourism assets of the Local Area has been assessed as Not Significant, no mitigation measures
are envisaged.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

21.10.4.12 The significance of the impact of the operational and maintenance phase on tourism assets
of the Local Area has been assessed as Not Significant in EIA terms. Therefore, no additional
mitigation to that already identified in Table 21.31 are considered necessary. Therefore, no
significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in respect of impacts on tourism assets.

Decommissioning Phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.10.4.13 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the decommissioning
phase that could impact the performance of tourism assets. Therefore, the magnitude of any
impact the tourism assets has been assessed as Negligible.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.10.4.14 Based on the assessment of both magnitude and sensitivity, the effect of the Proposed
Development’s decommissioning phase on tourism and recreation assets has been assessed
below.

Table 21.61: Significance of Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts

Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Johnstown Castle
Estate, Museum &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

The JFK Memorial
Park and Arboretum

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant
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SENSITIVITY OF RECEPTOR 

 

Construction Phase 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 21.62: Construction: Magnitude of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts 

 Local Area 

Peak Population Increase 80 

Average Annual Population Increase (2016-
2036) 

2,714 

Peak Population as % of Normal Population 
Growth 

2.9% 

Magnitude of Effect Negligible 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 
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SENSITIVITY OF RECEPTOR

21.10.5.2The sensitivity of the residential amenities and community facilities in the Local Area has been
assessed as Low.

Construction Phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.10.5.3The potential change in demographics as a result of construction of the Proposed Development
is linked to the number of jobs that are supported.

21.10.5.4The distribution of economic activity during the construction of the Proposed Development is
determined by the location of the directly contracted and supply chain companies. Changes to
the use of and demand for residential amenities and community facilities will be the result of new
people moving to the area to work on these projects.

21.10.5.5 As shown in Table 21.62, it is expected that the population of the Local Area will grow on average
by 2,714 each year between 2016 and 2031. The peak employment that will be supported in the
Local Area during the construction of the Proposed Development is estimated to be 80 jobs. This
is equivalent to 2.9% of the projected annual population growth for the Local Area.

21.10.5.6 The Developer is also considering a potential community benefit fund, which may include support
for residential amenities and community facilities.

21.10.5.7 In line with the approach to determining the magnitude of residential amenities and community
facilities impacts outlined in Table 21.29, the magnitude of this impact has been assessed as
Negligible.

Table 21.62: Construction: Magnitude of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts

Local Area

Peak Population Increase 80

Average Annual Population Increase (2016-
2036)

2,714

Peak Population as % of Normal Population
Growth

2.9%

Magnitude of Effect Negligible

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.10.5.8 Based on the assessments of sensitivity and magnitude, the effect of the construction of the
Proposed Development on Residential Amenities and Community Facilities was assessed as
Temporary and Not Significant.
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Table 21.63: Construction: Significance of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts 

 Local Area 

Sensitivity of Receptor Low 

Magnitude of Impact Negligible 

Significance Not Significant 

PROPOSED MITIGATION  

 

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT 

 

Operational and Maintenance Phase 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

 

 

 

Table 21.64 Operation: Magnitude of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts 

 Local Area 

Peak Population Increase 130 
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Table 21.63: Construction: Significance of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts

Local Area

Sensitivity of Receptor Low

Magnitude of Impact Negligible

Significance Not Significant

PROPOSED MITIGATION

21.10.5.9The significance of effect from impacts on residential amenities and community facilities is Not
Significant in EIA terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table
21.31 are considered necessary.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

21.10.5.10 The significance of effect from impacts on residential amenities and community facilities is
Not Significant in EIA terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table
21.31 are considered necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been
predicted in respect of an increase in employment.

Operational and Maintenance Phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.10.5.11 The potential change in demographics as a result of operational and maintenance phase
of the Proposed Development is linked to the number of jobs that are supported.

21.10.5.12 The distribution of economic activity during the operation of the Proposed Development is
determined by the location of the directly contracted and supply chain companies. Changes to
the use of and demand for residential amenities and community facilities will be the result of new
people moving to the area to work on these projects.

21.10.5.13 As shown in Table 21.64, it is expected that the population of the Local Area will grow on
average by 2,714 each year between 2016 and 2031. Each yar of operation, it is expected that
the Proposed Development will support 130 jobs. This is equivalent to 4.8% of the projected
annual population growth for the Local Area.

21.10.5.14 In line with the approach to determining the magnitude of residential amenities and
community facilities impacts outlined in Table 21.29, the magnitude of this impact has been
assessed as Negligible.

Table 21.64 Operation: Magnitude of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts

Local Area

Peak Population Increase 130
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Average Annual Population Increase (2016-
2036) 

2,714 

Peak Population as % of Normal Population 
Growth 

4.8% 

Magnitude of Effect Negligible 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

Table 21.65: Operation: Significance of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts 

 Local Area 

Sensitivity of Receptor Low 

Magnitude of Impact Negligible 

Significance Not Significant 

PROPOSED MITIGATION  

 

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT 

 

Decommissioning Phase 
 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

z lsse
Renewables OoB®

APEMGroup

Average Annual Population Increase (2016-
2036)

2,714

Peak Population as % of Normal Population
Growth

4.8%

Magnitude of Effect Negligible

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.10.5.15 Based on the assessments of sensitivity and magnitude, the effect of the operation of the
Proposed Development on Residential Amenities and Community Facilities was assessed as
Permanent and Not Significant.

Table 21.65: Operation: Significance of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts

Local Area

Sensitivity of Receptor Low

Magnitude of Impact Negligible

Significance Not Significant

PROPOSED MITIGATION

21.10.5.16 The significance of effect from impacts on residential amenities and community facilities is
Not Significant in El A terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table
21.31 are considered necessary.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

21.10.5.17 The significance of effect from impacts on residential amenities and community facilities is
Not Significant in El A terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table
21.31 are considered necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been
predicted in respect of an increase in employment.

Decommissioning Phase
21.10.5.18 This assessment considers the potential impact on residential amenities and community

assets as a result of a change in demand for assets such as leisure centres, health care centres
and schools.

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.10.5.19 The average population of the Local Area is projected to grow by 2,714 per year between
2016 and 2031. Population projections in later years are not available, so it has been assumed
that this growth will continue and form the basis of the assessment for the decommissioning
phase of the Proposed Development, expected to take place in the 2060s. The peak employment
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Table 21.66: Decommissioning: Magnitude of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities 
Impacts 

 Local Area 

Peak Population Increase 20 

Average Annual Population Increase (2016-
2036) 

2,714 

Peak Population as % of Normal Population 
Growth 

0.7% 

Magnitude of Effect Negligible 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

Table 21.67: Decommissioning: Significance of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities 
Impacts 

 Local Area 

Sensitivity of Receptor Low 

Magnitude of Impact Negligible 

Significance Not Significant 

PROPOSED MITIGATION 

 

GOBe
APEMGroup

x sse
Renewables

that will be supported in the Local Area during the decommissioning of the Proposed
Development is estimated to be 20 jobs. This is equivalent to 0.7% of the projected annual
population growth for the Local Area.

21.10.5.20 The Developer is also considering a potential community benefit fund, which may include
support for residential amenities and community facilities.

21.10.5.21 In line with the approach to determining the magnitude of residential amenities and
community facilities impacts outlined in Table 21.29, the magnitude of this impact has been
assessed as Negligible.

Table 21.66: Decommissioning: Magnitude of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities
Impacts

Local Area

Peak Population Increase 20

Average Annual Population Increase (2016-
2036)

2,714

Peak Population as % of Normal Population
Growth

0.7%

Magnitude of Effect Negligible

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.10.5.22 Based on the assessments of sensitivity and magnitude, the effect of the construction of
the Proposed Development on Residential Amenities and Community Facilities was assessed as
Temporary and Not Significant.

Table 21.67: Decommissioning: Significance of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities
Impacts

Local Area

Sensitivity of Receptor Low

Magnitude of Impact Negligible

Significance Not Significant

PROPOSED MITIGATION

21.10.5.23 The significance of effect from impacts on residential amenities and community facilities is
Not Significant in El A terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table
21.31 are considered necessary.
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Table 21.86: O&M: Total Jobs. Source: BiGGAR Economics Analysis. Totals may not sum due to 
rounding.  

 Local Area Ireland 

Direct Jobs 50 60 

Indirect Jobs 10 40 

Total Jobs 60 100 

Induced Jobs 10 20 

Total Jobs Including Induced 70 120 

 

Table 21.87: O&M Magnitude of Employment Impact. Source: BiGGAR Economics Analysis. Totals 
may not sum due to rounding.  

 Local Area Ireland 

Jobs Impact 60 100 

Current total Jobs in Study Area 79,156 2,162,360 

Peak Jobs as % Current Jobs 0.1% <0.1% 

Magnitude of Effect Negligible Negligible 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

GOBe
APEMGroup

x sse
Renewables

Table 21.86: O&M: Total Jobs. Source: BIGGAR Economics Analysis. Totals may not sum due to
rounding.

Local Area Ireland

Direct Jobs 50 60

Indirect Jobs 10 40

Total Jobs 60 100

Induced Jobs 10 20

Total Jobs Including Induced 70 120

21.11.2.20 In line with the approach described in Table 21.26, the magnitude of the effect on the
economy of the Local Area is considered to be Negligible, because it is equivalent to less than
0.5% of the total employment in this area. Similarly, for the economy of Ireland, the effect is
considered to be Negligible as it is equivalent to less than 0.5% of the total number of jobs in this
economy.

Table 21.87: O&M Magnitude of Employment Impact. Source: BiGGAR Economics Analysis. Totals
may not sum due to rounding.

Local Area Ireland

Jobs Impact 60 100

Current total Jobs in Study Area 79,156 2,162,360

Peak Jobs as % Current Jobs 0.1% <0.1%

Magnitude of Effect Negligible Negligible

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.11.2.21 Based on the assessments of sensitivity and magnitude, the effect of the O&M phase of
the Proposed Development on the economy of the Local Area was assessed as Permanent and
Not Significant and its effect on the economy of Ireland was assessed as Permanent and Not
Significant.
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Table 21.93: Significant Effects Identified on Tourism and Recreation Assets 

 Airborne 
Noise 

Shipping 
and 
Navigatio
n 

SLVIA Infrastruct
ure and 
Other 
Users 

Cultural 
Heritage 
Visual 
Impact 

Johnstown Castle Estate, 
Museum & Gardens  

X  X X  X X  

The JFK Memorial Park and 
Arboretum 

X  X X  X X  

Hook Lighthouse X  X X  X X  

Wells House & Gardens  X  X X  X X  

Irish National Heritage Park  X  X X  X X  

Kia Ora Mini Farm  X  X X  X X  

Tintern Abbey X  X X  X X  

Colclough Walled Garden X  X X  X X  

Dunbrody Famine Ship X  X X  X X  

Kilmokea Gardens  X  X X  X X  

Kennedy Homestead  X  X X  X X  

Ferns Castle X  X X  X X  

Enniscorthy Castle X  X X  X X  

Powerscourt Estate, Gardens & 
Waterfall  

X  X X  X X  

Glendalough Monument & Site X  X X  X X  

GOBe
APEMGroup

x sse
Renewables

Table 21.93: Significant Effects Identified on Tourism and Recreation Assets

Airborne
Noise

Shipping
and
Navigatio
n

SLVIA Infrastruct
ure and
Other
Users

Cultural
Heritage
Visual
Impact

Johnstown Castle Estate,
Museum & Gardens

X X X X X

The JFK Memorial Park and
Arboretum

X X X X X

Hook Lighthouse X X X X X

Wells House & Gardens X X X X X

Irish National Heritage Park X X X X X

Kia Ora Mini Farm X X X X X

Tintern Abbey X X X X X

Colclough Walled Garden X X X X X

Dunbrody Famine Ship X X X X X

Kilmokea Gardens X X X X X

Kennedy Homestead X X X X X

Ferns Castle X X X X X

Enniscorthy Castle X X X X X

Powerscourt Estate, Gardens &
Waterfall

X X X X X

Glendalough Monument & Site X X X X X
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SENSITIVITY OF RECEPTOR 

 

Table 21.94: Tourism Asset Sensitivities 

Tourism Asset Sensitivity 

Johnstown Castle Estate, Museum & Gardens  Negligible 

The JFK Memorial Park and Arboretum Negligible 

Hook Lighthouse Low 

Wells House & Gardens  Negligible 

Irish National Heritage Park  Negligible 

Kia Ora Mini Farm  Negligible 

Tintern Abbey Negligible 

Colclough Walled Garden Negligible 

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible 

Kilmokea Gardens  Negligible 

Kennedy Homestead  Negligible 

Ferns Castle Negligible 

Enniscorthy Castle Negligible 

Powerscourt Estate, Gardens & Waterfall  Negligible 

( R se
hi GoBeRenewables APEMGroup

SENSITIVITY OF RECEPTOR

21.11,4.3The majority of tourism assets identified in the Local Area are not located on the coast and do not
rely on the seascape to attract visitors. The two attractions located on the coast are the National
Sea Life Centre, for which exhibits are indoors and the main motivation to visit is an interest in
wildlife. The main motivation to visit Hook Lighthouse is an interest in history, though the attraction
markets its sea view.

Table 21.94: Tourism Asset Sensitivities

Tourism Asset Sensitivity

Johnstown Castle Estate, Museum & Gardens Negligible

The JFK Memorial Park and Arboretum Negligible

Hook Lighthouse Low

Wells House & Gardens Negligible

Irish National Heritage Park Negligible

Kia Ora Mini Farm Negligible

Tintern Abbey Negligible

Colclough Walled Garden Negligible

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible

Kilmokea Gardens Negligible

Kennedy Homestead Negligible

Ferns Castle Negligible

Enniscorthy Castle Negligible

Powerscourt Estate, Gardens & Waterfall Negligible
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Construction Phase 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

Table 21.95: Significance of Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts 

 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Johnstown Castle 
Estate, Museum & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

The JFK Memorial 
Park and Arboretum 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant 

Wells House & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Irish National Heritage 
Park  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kia Ora Mini Farm  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Tintern Abbey Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Colclough Walled 
Garden 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kilmokea Gardens  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kennedy Homestead  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Ferns Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

GOBe
APEMGroup

x sse
Renewables

Construction Phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.11.4.4NO significant environmental impacts have been identified during the construction phase that
could impact the performance of tourism assets. Therefore, the magnitude of any impact the
tourism assets has been assessed as Negligible.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.11.4.5 Based on the assessment of both magnitude and sensitivity, the effect of the Proposed
Development’s construction on tourism and recreation assets has been assessed below.

Table 21.95: Significance of Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts

Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Johnstown Castle
Estate, Museum &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

The JFK Memorial
Park and Arboretum

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant

Wells House &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Irish National Heritage
Park

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kia Ora Mini Farm Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Tintern Abbey Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Colclough Walled
Garden

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kilmokea Gardens Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kennedy Homestead Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Ferns Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible
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 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Curracloe Beach Low Negligible Not Significant 

 

PROPOSED MITIGATION  

 

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT 

 

Operational and Maintenance Phase 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

Table 21.96: Significance of Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts 

 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Johnstown Castle 
Estate, Museum & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

The JFK Memorial 
Park and Arboretum 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant 

Wells House & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Irish National Heritage 
Park  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

GOBe
APEMGroup

x sse
Renewables

Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Curracloe Beach Not SignificantLow Negligible

PROPOSED MITIGATION

21.11,4.6As the impact of the construction of the Proposed Development on tourism assets of the Local
Area has been assessed as Not Significant, no mitigation measures are envisaged.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

21.11.4.7The significance of the impact of the construction phase on tourism assets of the Local Area has
been assessed as Not Significant in ElA terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already
identified in Table 21.31 are considered necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual
effects have been predicted in respect of impacts on tourism assets.

Operational and Maintenance Phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.11.4.8 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the operational and
maintenance phase that could impact the performance of tourism assets. Therefore, the
magnitude of any impact the tourism assets has been assessed as Negligible.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.11.4.9 Based on the assessment of both magnitude and sensitivity, the effect of the Proposed
Development’s operational and maintenance phase on tourism and recreation assets has been
assessed below.

Table 21.96: Significance of Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts

Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Johnstown Castle
Estate, Museum &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

The JFK Memorial
Park and Arboretum

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant

Wells House &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Irish National Heritage
Park

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible
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 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Blainroe Golf Club Low Negligible Not Significant 

Sorrento Park Low Negligible Not Significant 

Brittas Bay Beach Low Negligible Not Significant 

Clogga Beach Low Negligible Not Significant 

Newcastle Beach Low Negligible Not Significant 

Ballymoney Beach Low Negligible Not Significant 

Courtown Harbour 
Beach 

Low Negligible Not Significant 

Curracloe Beach Low Negligible Not Significant 

 

PROPOSED MITIGATION  

 

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT 

 

Decommissioning Phase 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

GOBe
APEMGroup

x sse
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Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Blainroe Golf Club Low Negligible Not Significant

Sorrento Park Low Negligible Not Significant

Brittas Bay Beach Low Negligible Not Significant

Clogga Beach Low Negligible Not Significant

Newcastle Beach Low Negligible Not Significant

Ballymoney Beach Low Negligible Not Significant

Courtown Harbour
Beach

Low Negligible Not Significant

Curracloe Beach Low Negligible Not Significant

PROPOSED MITIGATION

21.11.4.10 As the impact of the operational and maintenance phase of the Proposed Development on
tourism assets of the Local Area has been assessed as Not Significant, no mitigation measures
are envisaged.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

21.11.4.11 The significance of the impact of the operational and maintenance phase on tourism assets
of the Local Area has been assessed as Not Significant in EIA terms. Therefore, no additional
mitigation to that already identified in Table 21.31 are considered necessary. Therefore, no
significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in respect of impacts on tourism assets.

Decommissioning Phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.11.4.12 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the decommissioning
phase that could impact the performance of tourism assets. Therefore, the magnitude of any
impact the tourism assets has been assessed as Negligible.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.11.4.13 Based on the assessment of both magnitude and sensitivity, the effect of the Proposed
Development’s decommissioning phase on tourism and recreation assets has been assessed
below.
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Table 21.97: Significance of Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts 

 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Johnstown Castle 
Estate, Museum & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

The JFK Memorial 
Park and Arboretum 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant 

Wells House & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Irish National Heritage 
Park  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kia Ora Mini Farm  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Tintern Abbey Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Colclough Walled 
Garden 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kilmokea Gardens  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kennedy Homestead  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Ferns Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Enniscorthy Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Powerscourt Estate, 
Gardens & Waterfall  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Glendalough 
Monument & Site 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Russborough House & 
Parklands  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 
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Table 21.97: Significance of Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts

Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Johnstown Castle
Estate, Museum &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

The JFK Memorial
Park and Arboretum

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant

Wells House &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Irish National Heritage
Park

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kia Ora Mini Farm Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Tintern Abbey Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Colclough Walled
Garden

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kilmokea Gardens Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kennedy Homestead Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Ferns Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Enniscorthy Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Powerscourt Estate,
Gardens & Waterfall

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Glendalough
Monument & Site

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Russborough House &
Parklands

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible
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Magnitude of Effect Negligible 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

Table 21.99: Construction: Significance of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts 

 Local Area 

Sensitivity of Receptor Low 

Magnitude of Impact Negligible 

Significance Not Significant 

PROPOSED MITIGATION  

 

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT 

 

Operational and Maintenance Phase 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

 

 

 

GOBe
APEMGroup
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Magnitude of Effect Negligible

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.11.5.8 Based on the assessments of sensitivity and magnitude, the effect of the construction of the
Proposed Development on Residential Amenities and Community Facilities was assessed as
Temporary and Not Significant.

Table 21.99: Construction: Significance of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts

Local Area

Sensitivity of Receptor Low

Magnitude of Impact Negligible

Significance Not Significant

PROPOSED MITIGATION

21.11.5.9The significance of effect from impacts on residential amenities and community facilities is Not
Significant in EIA terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table
21.31 are considered necessary.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

21.11.5.10 The significance of effect from impacts on residential amenities and community facilities is
Not Significant in EIA terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table
21.31 are considered necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been
predicted in respect of an increase in employment.

Operational and Maintenance Phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.11.5.11 The potential change in demographics as a result of construction of the Proposed
Development is linked to the number of jobs that are supported.

21.11.5.12 The distribution of economic activity during the operation of the Proposed Development is
determined by the location of the directly contracted and supply chain companies. Changes to
the use of and demand for residential amenities and community facilities will be the result of new
people moving to the area to work on these projects.

21.11.5.13 It is expected that the population of the Local Area will grow on average by 2,714 each
year between 2016 and 2031. Each yar of operation, it is expected that the Proposed
Development will support 130 jobs. This is equivalent to 4.8% of the projected annual population
growth for the Local Area.

21.11.5.14 The Developer is also considering a potential community benefit fund, which may include
support for residential amenities and community facilities.
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Table 21.100: Operation: Magnitude of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts 

 Local Area 

Peak Population Increase 130 

Average Annual Population Increase (2016-
2036) 

2,714 

Peak Population as % of Normal Population 
Growth 

4.8% 

Magnitude of Effect Negligible 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

Table 21.101: Operation: Significance of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts 

 Local Area 

Sensitivity of Receptor Low 

Magnitude of Impact Negligible 

Significance Not Significant 

PROPOSED MITIGATION  

 

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT 

 

GOBe
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21.11.5.15 In line with the approach to determining the magnitude of residential amenities and
community facilities impacts outlined in Table 21.29, the magnitude of this impact has been
assessed as Negligible.

Table 21.100: Operation: Magnitude of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts

Local Area

Peak Population Increase 130

Average Annual Population Increase (2016-
2036)

2,714

Peak Population as % of Normal Population
Growth

4.8%

Magnitude of Effect Negligible

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.11.5.16 Based on the assessments of sensitivity and magnitude, the effect of the operation of the
Proposed Development on Residential Amenities and Community Facilities was assessed as
Permanent and Not Significant.

Table 21.101: Operation: Significance of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities Impacts

Local Area

Sensitivity of Receptor Low

Magnitude of Impact Negligible

Significance Not Significant

PROPOSED MITIGATION

21.11.5.17 The significance of effect from impacts on residential amenities and community facilities is
Not Significant in EIA terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table
21.31 are considered necessary.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

21.11.5.18 The significance of effect from impacts on residential amenities and community facilities is
Not Significant in EIA terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table
21.31 are considered necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been
predicted in respect of an increase in employment.
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Decommissioning Phase 
 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

 

 

Table 21.102: Decommissioning: Magnitude of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities 
Impacts 

 Local Area 

Peak Population Increase 20 

Average Annual Population Increase (2016-
2036) 

2,714 

Peak Population as % of Normal Population 
Growth 

0.7% 

Magnitude of Effect Negligible 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT 

 

Table 21.103: Construction: Significance of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities 
Impacts 

 Local Area 

Sensitivity of Receptor Low 

GOBe
APEMGroup
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Decommissioning Phase
21.11.5.19 This assessment considers the potential impact on residential amenities and community

assets as a result of a change in demand for assets such as leisure centres, health care centres
and schools.

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.11.5.20 The average population of the Local Area is projected to grow by 2,714 per year between
2016 and 2031. Population projections in later years are not available, so it has been assumed
that this growth will continue and form the basis of the assessment for the decommissioning
phase of the Proposed Development, expected to take place in the 2060s. The peak employment
that will be supported in the Local Area during the decommissioning of the Proposed
Development is estimated to be 20 jobs. This is equivalent to 0.7% of the projected annual
population growth for the Local Area.

21.11.5.21 The Developer is also considering a potential community benefit fund, which may include
support for residential amenities and community facilities.

21.11.5.22 In line with the approach to determining the magnitude of residential amenities and
community facilities impacts outlined in Table 21.29, the magnitude of this impact has been
assessed as Negligible.

Table 21.102: Decommissioning: Magnitude of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities
Impacts

Local Area

Peak Population Increase 20

Average Annual Population Increase (2016-
2036)

2,714

Peak Population as % of Normal Population
Growth

0.7%

Magnitude of Effect Negligible

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.11.5.23 Based on the assessments of sensitivity and magnitude, the effect of the construction of
the Proposed Development on Residential Amenities and Community Facilities was assessed as
Temporary and Not Significant.

Table 21.103: Construction: Significance of Residential Amenities and Community Facilities
Impacts

Local Area

Sensitivity of Receptor Low
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Magnitude of Impact Negligible 

Significance Not Significant 

PROPOSED MITIGATION 

 

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT 

 

21.12 Cumulative impacts assessment methodology 

21.12.1 Methodology 
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Magnitude of Impact Negligible

Significance Not Significant

PROPOSED MITIGATION

21.11.5.24 The significance of effect from impacts on residential amenities and community facilities is
Not Significant in El A terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table
21.31 are considered necessary.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

21.11.5.25 The significance of effect from impacts on residential amenities and community facilities is
Not Significant in EIA terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table
21.31 are considered necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been
predicted in respect of an increase in employment.

21.12 Cumulative impacts assessment methodology
21.12.1 Methodology
21.12.1.1 The Cumulative Impact Assessment (CIA) takes into account the impact associated with the

Proposed Development together with other projects and plans. The projects and plans selected
as relevant to the CIA presented within this chapter are based upon the results of a screening
exercise (see Volume III, Appendix 3.2: CIA Screening). Each project has been considered on a
case-by-case basis for screening in or out of this chapter's assessment based upon data
confidence, effect-receptor pathways and the spatial/temporal scales involved.

21.12.1.2 A tiered approach is adopted to provide an assessment of the Proposed Development as a whole.
The tiering methodology is provided in Volume III, Appendix 3.2: CIA Screening.

21.12.1,3The specific projects scoped into this cumulative impact assessment, and the tiers into which they
have been allocated are presented in Table 21.104.

21.12.1.4 Due to the commitments made by the Developer in respect of the Foreshore Licence FS007339
and Foreshore Licence Application FS007555 (Table 21.31), FS007339 and FS007555 have
been screened out of the cumulative impact assessment.
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21.13.2.6The cumulative effect of the developments outlined in Table 21.104 will be a significant driver of
demand for services and goods to support the offshore wind energy sector, with the potential to
create demand for supporting activities in both the Local Area and Ireland as a whole. This would
include demand for port services, vessels, manufacturing facilities and skills. This demand will
drive the investment required in the sector, in port facilities, manufacturing facilities and skills
development. Wind Energy Ireland (WEI) (2020) estimates that that the potential investment
associated with the aim of 3.1GW of offshore wind in Ireland would represent a total lifetime
investment of €15.9 billion, with the potential to add another €8.4 billion of commercial opportunity
for the Irish Supply Chain as the country’s ability to support the sector increases. Without the
cumulative developments, there would be reduced chance of supply chain development in the
Local Area and Ireland.

21.13.2.7The cumulative impact of Tier 1 and Tier 2 developments is therefore to enable the supply chain
to generate beneficial impacts which are greater than those of the Proposed Development alone.
Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects outlined in Table
21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the long-term in both
the Local Area and Ireland.

TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.2.8The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based on both
project design options due to an increase in GVA. The magnitude of the impact is considered to
be Negligible for both project design options as the potential increase in GVA is equivalent to less
than 1.5% of the current GVA of these economies.

21.13.2.9The cumulative effect of the developments outlined in Table 21.104 will be a significant driver of
demand for services and goods to support the offshore wind energy sector, with the potential to
create demand for supporting activities in both the Local Area and Ireland as a whole. This would
include demand for port services, vessels, manufacturing facilities and skills. This demand will
drive the investment required in the sector, in port facilities, manufacturing facilities and skills
development. Wind Energy Ireland (WEI) (2020) estimates that that the potential investment
associated with the aim of 3.1GW of offshore wind in Ireland would represent a total lifetime
investment of €15.9 billion, with the potential to add another €8.4 billion of commercial opportunity
for the Irish Supply Chain as the country’s ability to support the sector increases. Without the
cumulative developments, there would be reduced chance of supply chain development in the
Local Area and Ireland.

21.13.2.10 The cumulative impact of Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 developments is therefore to enable the
supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which are greater than those of the Proposed
Development alone. Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3
projects outlined in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and
Positive in the long-term in both the Local Area and Ireland.

TIER 1, TIER 2, TIER 3 AND PHASE 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.2.11 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due to an increase in GVA. The magnitude of the impact is
considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential increase in GVA is
equivalent to less than 1.5% of the current GVA of these economies.
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demand for supporting activities in both the Local Area and Ireland as a whole. This demand will
drive the investment required in the sector.

21.13.2.17 Without the cumulative developments, there would be reduced chance of supply chain
development in the Local Area and Ireland. The cumulative impact of these developments is
therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which are greater than those
associated with the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.2.18 The cumulative impact of Tier 1 developments is therefore to enable the supply chain to
generate beneficial impacts which are greater than those of the Proposed Development alone.
Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with Tier 1 projects outlined in Table 21.90, the impact
of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the long-term in both the Local Area
and Ireland.

TIER 1 AND TIER 2

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.2.19 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due to an increase in GVA. The magnitude of the impact is
considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential increase in GVA is
equivalent to less than 1.5% of the current GVA of these economies.

21.13.2.20 As with the cumulative impact on GVA of the construction phase, the cumulative effect of
the developments outlined in Table 21.90 will also create significant demand for services and
goods to support the operational phases of the offshore wind sector, with the potential to create
demand for supporting activities in both the Local Area and Ireland as a whole. This demand will
drive the investment required in the sector.

21.13.2.21 Without the cumulative developments, there would be reduced chance of supply chain
development in the Local Area and Ireland. The cumulative impact of these developments is
therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which are greater than those
associated with the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.2.22 The cumulative impact of Tier 1 and Tier 2 developments is therefore to enable the supply
chain to generate beneficial impacts which are greater than those of the Proposed Development
alone. Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects outlined in Table
21.90, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the long-term in both
the Local Area and Ireland.

TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.2.23 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due to an increase in GVA. The magnitude of the impact is
considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential increase in GVA is
equivalent to less than 1.5% of the current GVA of these economies.

21.13.2.24 As with the cumulative impact on GVA of the construction phase, the cumulative effect of
the developments outlined in Table 21.90 will also create significant demand for services and
goods to support the operational phases of the offshore wind sector, with the potential to create
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demand for supporting activities in both the Local Area and Ireland as a whole. This demand will
drive the investment required in the sector.

21.13.2.25 Without the cumulative developments, there would be reduced chance of supply chain
development in the Local Area and Ireland. The cumulative impact of these developments is
therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which are greater than those
associated with the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.2.26 The cumulative impact of Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 developments is therefore to enable the
supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which are greater than those of the Proposed
Development alone. Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 projects
outlined in Table 21.90, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the
long-term in both the Local Area and Ireland.

TIER 1, TIER 2, TIER 3 AND PHASE 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.2.27 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due to an increase in GVA. The magnitude of the impact is
considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential increase in GVA is
equivalent to less than 1.5% of the current GVA of these economies.

21.13.2.28 As with the cumulative impact on GVA of the construction phase, the cumulative effect of
the developments outlined in Table 21.90 will also create significant demand for services and
goods to support the operational phases of the offshore wind sector, with the potential to create
demand for supporting activities in both the Local Area and Ireland as a whole. This demand will
drive the investment required in the sector.

21.13.2.29 Without the cumulative developments, there would be reduced chance of supply chain
development in the Local Area and Ireland. The cumulative impact of these developments is
therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which are greater than those
associated with the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.2.30 The cumulative impact of Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 developments is therefore to
enable the supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which are greater than those of the
Proposed Development alone. Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3
and Phase 1 projects outlined in Table 21.90, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be
High and Positive in the long-term in both the Local Area and Ireland.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.13.2.31 Overall, the cumulative magnitude of the impact is deemed High and Positive for both
project design options. The sensitivity of the economy of the Local Area was deemed to be
Medium and the sensitivity of the economy of Ireland was deemed to be Low. The significance
of the effect on GVA generated by the operational and maintenance phase of Project Design
Option 1 and Project Design Option 2 cumulatively with Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 projects
is expected to be Significant (Positive) in the Local Area and Moderate (Positive) in Ireland.
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therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which are greater than those
of the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.2.39 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects outlined in Table
21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the long-term in both
the Local Area and Ireland.

TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.2.40 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due to an increase in GVA. The magnitude of the impact is
considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential increase in GVA is
equivalent to less than 1.5% of the current GVA of these economies.

21.13.2.41 The cumulative effect of the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 developments outlined in Table 21.104
will also create significant demand for services and goods associated with the decommissioning
phase of offshore wind developments. This demand has the potential to drive investment in the
sector in both the Local Area and Ireland in order to enable the supporting activities required by
the sector.

21.13.2.42 Without the cumulative developments, there would be reduced chance of supply chain
development in the Local Area and Ireland. The cumulative impact of these developments is
therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which are greater than those
of the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.2.43 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 projects outlined
in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the long-
term in both the Local Area and Ireland.

TIER 1, TIER 2, TIER 3 AND PHASE 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.2.44 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due to an increase in GVA. The magnitude of the impact is
considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential increase in GVA is
equivalent to less than 1.5% of the current GVA of these economies.

21.13.2.45 The cumulative effect of the Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 developments outlined in
Table 21.104 will also create significant demand for services and goods associated with the
decommissioning phase of offshore wind developments. This demand has the potential to drive
investment in the sector in both the Local Area and Ireland in order to enable the supporting
activities required by the sector.

21.13.2.46 Without the cumulative developments, there would be reduced chance of supply chain
development in the Local Area and Ireland. The cumulative impact of these developments is
therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which are greater than those
of the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.2.47 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 projects
outlined in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the
long-term in both the Local Area and Ireland.
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is therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which are greater than
those generated by the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.3.5Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 projects outlined in Table 21.104, the
impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the long-term in both the Local
Area and Ireland.

TIER 1 AND TIER 2

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.3.6The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based on both
project design options due to an increase in employment. The magnitude of the impact is
considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential increase in
employment is equivalent to less than 0.5% of the current GVA of these economies.

21.13.3.7As with the potential increase in GVA, the cumulative effect of the Tier 1 and Tier 2 developments
outlined in Table 21.104 will be a significant driver of demand for workers to support the offshore
wind energy sector, with the potential to create demand for supporting activities in both the Local
Area and Ireland as a whole. This would include demand for workers associated with port
services, vessels, manufacturing facilities and skills. This demand will drive the investment
required in the sector, in port facilities, manufacturing facilities and skills development. As
estimated by WEI, this will allow the Ireland to maximise the benefits of the rollout of offshore
wind as the national supply chain develops, leading to a lower reliance on transient workers.

21.13.3.8 Without the cumulative impact of Tier 1 and Tier 2 developments, there would be reduced chance
of supply chain development in the Local Area and Ireland. The cumulative impact of these
developments is therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which are
greater than those generated by the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.3.9Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects outlined in Table
21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the long-term in both
the Local Area and Ireland.

TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.3.10 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due to an increase in employment. The magnitude of the impact
is considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential increase in
employment is equivalent to less than 0.5% of the current GVA of these economies.

21.13.3.11 As with the potential increase in GVA, the cumulative effect of the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3
developments outlined in Table 21.104 will be a significant driver of demand for workers to
support the offshore wind energy sector, with the potential to create demand for supporting
activities in both the Local Area and Ireland as a whole. This would include demand for workers
associated with port services, vessels, manufacturing facilities and skills. This demand will drive
the investment required in the sector, in port facilities, manufacturing facilities and skills
development. As estimated by WEI, this will allow the Ireland to maximise the benefits of the
rollout of offshore wind as the national supply chain develops, leading to a lower reliance on
transient workers.

21.13.3.12 Without the cumulative impact of Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 developments, there would be
reduced chance of supply chain development in the Local Area and Ireland. The cumulative
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TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.3.27 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due to an increase in employment. The magnitude of the impact
is considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential increase in
employment is equivalent to less than 0.5% of the current GVA of these economies.

21.13.3.28 As with the cumulative impact on employment of the construction phase, the cumulative
effect of the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 developments outlined in Table 21.104 will also create
significant demand for workers to support the operational phases of the offshore wind sector, with
the potential to create demand for supporting activities in both the Local Area and Ireland as a
whole. This demand will drive the investment required in the sector.

21.13.3.29 Without the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 cumulative developments, there would be reduced
chance of supply chain development in the Local Area and Ireland. The cumulative impact of
these developments is therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which
are greater than those generated by the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.3.30 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 projects outlined
in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the long-
term in both the Local Area and Ireland.

TIER 1, TIER 2, TIER 3 AND PHASE 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.3.31 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due to an increase in employment. The magnitude of the impact
is considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential increase in
employment is equivalent to less than 0.5% of the current GVA of these economies.

21.13.3.32 As with the cumulative impact on employment of the construction phase, the cumulative
effect of the Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 developments outlined in Table 21.104 will also
create significant demand for workers to support the operational phases of the offshore wind
sector, with the potential to create demand for supporting activities in both the Local Area and
Ireland as a whole. This demand will drive the investment required in the sector.

21.13.3.33 Without the Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 cumulative developments, there would be
reduced chance of supply chain development in the Local Area and Ireland. The cumulative
impact of these developments is therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial
impacts which are greater than those generated by the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.3.34 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 projects
outlined in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the
long-term in both the Local Area and Ireland.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.13.3.35 Overall, the cumulative magnitude of the impact is deemed High and Positive for both
project design options. The sensitivity of the economy of the Local Area was deemed to be
Medium and the sensitivity of the economy of Ireland was deemed to be Low. The significance
of the effect on employment generated by the operational and maintenance phase of Project
Design Option 1 and Project Design Option 2 cumulatively with Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1
projects is expected to be Significant (Positive) in the Local Area and Moderate (Positive) in
Ireland.
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developments is therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which are
greater than those generated by the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.3.43 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects outlined in Table
21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the long-term in both
the Local Area and Ireland.

TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.3.44 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due to an increase in employment. The magnitude of the impact
is considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential increase in
employment is equivalent to less than 0.5% of the current GVA of these economies.

21.13.3.45 The cumulative effect of the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 developments outlined in in Table
21.104 will also create significant demand for workers associated with the decommissioning
phase of offshore wind developments. This demand has the potential to drive investment in the
sector in both the Local Area and Ireland in order to enable for supporting activities required by
the sector.

21.13.3.46 Without the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 cumulative developments, there would be reduced
chance of supply chain development in the Local Area and Ireland. The cumulative impact of
these developments is therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial impacts which
are greater than those generated by the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.3.47 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 projects outlined
in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the long-
term in both the Local Area and Ireland.

TIER 1, TIER 2, TIER 3 AND PHASE 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.3.48 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due to an increase in employment. The magnitude of the impact
is considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential increase in
employment is equivalent to less than 0.5% of the current GVA of these economies.

21.13.3.49 The cumulative effect of the Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 developments outlined in in
Table 21.104 will also create significant demand for workers associated with the
decommissioning phase of offshore wind developments. This demand has the potential to drive
investment in the sector in both the Local Area and Ireland in order to enable for supporting
activities required by the sector.

21.13.3.50 Without the Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 cumulative developments, there would be
reduced chance of supply chain development in the Local Area and Ireland. The cumulative
impact of these developments is therefore to enable the supply chain to generate beneficial
impacts which are greater than those generated by the Proposed Development alone.

21.13.3.51 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 projects
outlined in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be High and Positive in the
long-term in both the Local Area and Ireland.
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TIER 1 AND TIER 2

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.4.5The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based on both
project design options due changes in tourism activity. The magnitude of the impact is considered
to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change within the sector was
assessed as being less than a quarter of the sector’s share of typical economic growth per capita.

21.13.4.6No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the construction phase that
could impact the performance of the tourism economy. The OGI and the OMF of ABWP2 have
the potential to support marine tourism in the area, as the construction of this infrastructure
includes a proposed Sustainability Centre and upgrades to the pontoon at Arklow Port, which
would benefit the Royal National Lifeboat Institution, making marine tourism safer for visitors.

21.13.4. /Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects outlined in Table
21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.4.8The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based on both
project design options due changes in tourism activity. The magnitude of the impact is considered
to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change within the sector was
assessed as being less than a quarter of the sector’s share of typical economic growth per capita.

21.13.4.9 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the construction phase that
could impact the performance of the tourism economy. The OGI and the OMF of ABWP2 have
the potential to support marine tourism in the area, as the construction of this infrastructure
includes a proposed Sustainability Centre and upgrades to the pontoon at Arklow Port, which
would benefit the Royal National Lifeboat Institution, making marine tourism safer for visitors.

21.13.4.10 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 projects outlined
in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2, TIER 3 AND PHASE 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.4.11 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due changes in tourism activity. The magnitude of the impact is
considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change within the
sector was assessed as being less than a quarter of the sector’s share of typical economic growth
per capita.

21.13.4.12 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the construction phase
that could impact the performance of the tourism economy. The OGI and the OMF of ABWP2
have the potential to support marine tourism in the area, as the construction of this infrastructure
includes a proposed Sustainability Centre and upgrades to the pontoon at Arklow Port, which
would benefit the Royal National Lifeboat Institution, making marine tourism safer for visitors.

21.13.4.13 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 projects
outlined in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.
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Decommissioning Phase

TIER 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.4.24 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due changes in tourism activity. The magnitude of the impact is
considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change within the
sector was assessed as being less than a quarter of the sector’s share of typical economic growth
per capita.

21.13.4.25 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the decommissioning
phase that could impact the performance of the tourism economy. Therefore, when assessed
cumulatively with the Tier 1 projects outlined in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is
considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1 AND TIER 2

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.4.26 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due changes in tourism activity. The magnitude of the impact is
considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change within the
sector was assessed as being less than a quarter of the sector’s share of typical economic growth
per capita.

21.13.4.27 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the decommissioning
phase that could impact the performance of the tourism economy. Therefore, when assessed
cumulatively with the Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects outlined in Table 21.104, the impact of the
magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.4.28 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due changes in tourism activity. The magnitude of the impact is
considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change within the
sector was assessed as being less than a quarter of the sector’s share of typical economic growth
per capita.

21.13.4.29 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the decommissioning
phase that could impact the performance of the tourism economy. Therefore, when assessed
cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 projects outlined in Table 21.104, the impact of the
magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2, TIER 3 AND PHASE 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.4.30 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact based
on both project design options due changes in tourism activity. The magnitude of the impact is
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Table 21.117: Construction: Significance of Cumulative Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts 

 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Johnstown Castle 
Estate, Museum & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

The JFK Memorial 
Park and Arboretum 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant 

Wells House & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 
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cumulatively with the Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects outlined in Table 21.104, the impact of the
magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.5.7The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on the
identified tourism and recreation assets based on both project design options. The magnitude of
the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change
in the behaviour of visitors and users for all assets was assessed as being undetectable.

21.13.5.8 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the construction phase that
could impact the performance of tourism and recreation assets. Therefore, when assessed
cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 projects outlined in Table 21.104, the impact of the
magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2, TIER 3 AND PHASE 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.5.9The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on the
identified tourism and recreation assets based on both project design options. The magnitude of
the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change
in the behaviour of visitors and users for all assets was assessed as being undetectable.

21.13.5.10 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the construction phase
that could impact the performance of tourism and recreation assets. Therefore, when assessed
cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 projects outlined in Table 21.104, the
impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.13.5.11 Based on the assessment of both magnitude and sensitivity, the significance of effect on
the tourism assets of the Local Area as a result of the construction of Project Design Option 1
and Project Design Option 2 has been assessed cumulatively with Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase
1 projects in Table 21.117 below.

Table 21.117: Construction: Significance of Cumulative Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts

Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Johnstown Castle
Estate, Museum &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

The JFK Memorial
Park and Arboretum

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant

Wells House &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible
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 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Wicklow Head 
Lighthouse 

Low Negligible Not Significant 

Blainroe Golf Club Low Negligible Not Significant 

Sorrento Park Low Negligible Not Significant 

Brittas Bay Beach Low Negligible Not Significant 

Clogga Beach Low Negligible Not Significant 

Newcastle Beach Low Negligible Not Significant 

Ballymoney Beach Low Negligible Not Significant 

Courtown Harbour 
Beach 

Low Negligible Not Significant 

Curracloe Beach Low Negligible Not Significant 

 

Operational and Maintenance Phase 

TIER 1  

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

 

TIER 1 AND TIER 2 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

GOBe
APEMGroup

x sse
Renewables

Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Wicklow Head
Lighthouse

Low Negligible Not Significant

Blainroe Golf Club Low Negligible Not Significant

Sorrento Park Low Negligible Not Significant

Brittas Bay Beach Low Negligible Not Significant

Clogga Beach Low Negligible Not Significant

Newcastle Beach Low Negligible Not Significant

Ballymoney Beach Low Negligible Not Significant

Courtown Harbour
Beach

Low Negligible Not Significant

Curracloe Beach Low Negligible Not Significant

Operational and Maintenance Phase

TIER 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.5.12 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on the
identified tourism and recreation assets based on both project design options. The magnitude of
the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change
in the behaviour of visitors and users for all assets was assessed as being undetectable.

21.13.5.13 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the operational and
maintenance phase that could impact the performance of tourism and recreation assets.
Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 projects outlined in Table 21.104, the
impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1 AND TIER 2

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.5.14 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on the
identified tourism and recreation assets based on both project design options. The magnitude of
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TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

 

TIER 1, TIER 2, TIER 3 AND PHASE 1 

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 

 

 

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT  

 

Table 21.118: Operational and Maintenance: Significance of Cumulative Tourism and Recreation 
Asset Impacts 

 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Johnstown Castle 
Estate, Museum & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

The JFK Memorial 
Park and Arboretum 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

GOBe
APEMGroup

x sse
Renewables

the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change
in the behaviour of visitors and users for all assets was assessed as being undetectable.

21.13.515 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the operational and
maintenance phase that could impact the performance of tourism and recreation assets.
Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects outlined in Table
21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.5.16 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on the
identified tourism and recreation assets based on both project design options. The magnitude of
the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change
in the behaviour of visitors and users for all assets was assessed as being undetectable.

21.13.5.17 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the operational and
maintenance phase that could impact the performance of tourism and recreation assets.
Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 projects outlined in Table
21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2, TIER 3 AND PHASE 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.5.18 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on the
identified tourism and recreation assets based on both project design options. The magnitude of
the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change
in the behaviour of visitors and users for all assets was assessed as being undetectable.

21.13.5.19 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the operational and
maintenance phase that could impact the performance of tourism and recreation assets.
Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 projects
outlined in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.13.5.20 Based on the assessment of both magnitude and sensitivity, the significance of effect on
the tourism assets of the Local Area as a result of the operational and maintenance phase of
Project Design Option 1 and Project Design Option 2 has been assessed cumulatively with Tier
1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 projects in Table 21.118 below.

Table 21.118: Operational and Maintenance: Significance of Cumulative Tourism and Recreation
Asset Impacts

Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Johnstown Castle
Estate, Museum &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

The JFK Memorial
Park and Arboretum

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible
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 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant 

Wells House & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Irish National Heritage 
Park  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kia Ora Mini Farm  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Tintern Abbey Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Colclough Walled 
Garden 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kilmokea Gardens  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kennedy Homestead  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Ferns Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Enniscorthy Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Powerscourt Estate, 
Gardens & Waterfall  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Glendalough 
Monument & Site 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Russborough House & 
Parklands  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kilmacurragh Gardens Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Killruddery House & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

National Sealife Centre  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

GOBe
APEMGroup

x sse
Renewables

Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant

Wells House &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Irish National Heritage
Park

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kia Ora Mini Farm Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Tintern Abbey Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Colclough Walled
Garden

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kilmokea Gardens Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kennedy Homestead Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Ferns Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Enniscorthy Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Powerscourt Estate,
Gardens & Waterfall

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Glendalough
Monument & Site

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Russborough House &
Parklands

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kilmacurragh Gardens Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Killruddery House &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

National Sealife Centre Negligible Negligible Imperceptible
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MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 
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MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT 
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TIER 1 AND TIER 2

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.5.23 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on the
identified tourism and recreation assets based on both project design options. The magnitude of
the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change
in the behaviour of visitors and users for all assets was assessed as being undetectable.

21.13.5.24 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the decommissioning
phase that could impact the performance of tourism and recreation assets. Therefore, when
assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects outlined in Table 21.104, the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.5.25 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on the
identified tourism and recreation assets based on both project design options. The magnitude of
the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change
in the behaviour of visitors and users for all assets was assessed as being undetectable.

21.13.5.26 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the decommissioning
phase that could impact the performance of tourism and recreation assets. Therefore, when
assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 projects outlined in Table 21.104, the
impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2, TIER 3 AND PHASE 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.5.27 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on the
identified tourism and recreation assets based on both project design options. The magnitude of
the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the potential change
in the behaviour of visitors and users for all assets was assessed as being undetectable.

21.13.5.28 No significant environmental impacts have been identified during the decommissioning
phase that could impact the performance of tourism and recreation assets. Therefore, when
assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 projects outlined in Table
21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

21.13.5.29 Based on the assessment of both magnitude and sensitivity, the significance of effect on
the tourism assets of the Local Area as a result of the decommissioning of Project Design Option
1 and Project Design Option 2 has been assessed cumulatively with Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and
Phase 1 projects in Table 21.118 below.
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Table 21.119: Decommissioning: Significance of Cumulative Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts 

 Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance 

Johnstown Castle 
Estate, Museum & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

The JFK Memorial 
Park and Arboretum 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant 

Wells House & 
Gardens  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Irish National Heritage 
Park  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kia Ora Mini Farm  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Tintern Abbey Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Colclough Walled 
Garden 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kilmokea Gardens  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Kennedy Homestead  Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Ferns Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Enniscorthy Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Powerscourt Estate, 
Gardens & Waterfall  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Glendalough 
Monument & Site 

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 

Russborough House & 
Parklands  

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible 
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Table21.119: Decommissioning: Significance of Cumulative Tourism and Recreation Asset Impacts

Sensitivity of Receptor Magnitude of Impact Significance

Johnstown Castle
Estate, Museum &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

The JFK Memorial
Park and Arboretum

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Hook Lighthouse Low Negligible Not Significant

Wells House &
Gardens

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Irish National Heritage
Park

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kia Ora Mini Farm Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Tintern Abbey Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Colclough Walled
Garden

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Dunbrody Famine Ship Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kilmokea Gardens Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Kennedy Homestead Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Ferns Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Enniscorthy Castle Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Powerscourt Estate,
Gardens & Waterfall

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Glendalough
Monument & Site

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible

Russborough House &
Parklands

Negligible Negligible Imperceptible
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The cumulative employment impacts would also generate cumulative demand for residential
amenities and community assets.

21.13.6.9 Social and community assets respond to the long term needs of the communities that they serve.
The cumulative employment would create long term opportunities for residents to move to, or stay
in the area. This would justify investment in assets to meet the demands of these residents. These
opportunities would also help to counteract working age depopulation pressures which are
projected to effect the area and would contribute to the sustainability of these services. Therefore,
the cumulative residential amenities and community asset impacts are likely to be Low and
Positive.

21.13.6.10 In the short term, there is the potential that the cumulative effect of employment results in
a greater share of the workforce in the Local Area being new to the area as developments
compete for workers. As discussed in Section 21.9, assuming that 100% of peak employees
would need to be new to the area, this would account for 2.9% of expected normal population
growth.

21.13.6.11 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects outlined in Table
21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.6.12 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on
residential amenities and community facilities based on both project design options. The
magnitude of the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the
change in residual population was equivalent to less than 25% of the average annual growth rate
for the study area and the Proposed Development would not result in any potential closures,
severances or diversions around an asset.

21.13.6.13 The cumulative effect of the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 developments outlined in Table 21.104
will be a significant level of demand for services and goods to support the offshore wind energy
sector. The cumulative employment impacts would also generate cumulative demand for
residential amenities and community assets.

21.13.6.14 Social and community assets respond to the long term needs of the communities that they
serve. The cumulative employment would create long term opportunities for residents to move to,
or stay in the area. This would justify investment in assets to meet the demands of these residents.
These opportunities would also help to counteract working age depopulation pressures which are
projected to effect the area and would contribute to the sustainability of these services. Therefore,
the cumulative residential amenities and community asset impacts are likely to be Low and
Positive.

21.13.6.15 In the short term, there is the potential that the cumulative effect of employment results in
a greater share of the workforce in the Local Area being new to the area as developments
compete for workers. As discussed in Section 21.9, assuming that 100% of peak employees
would need to be new to the area, this would account for 2.9% of expected normal population
growth.

21.13.6.16 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 projects outlined
in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.
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Operational and Maintenance Phase

TIER 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.6.23 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on
residential amenities and community facilities based on both project design options. The
magnitude of the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the
change in residual population was equivalent to less than 25% of the average annual growth rate
for the study area and the Proposed Development would not result in any potential closures,
severances or diversions around an asset.

21.13.6.24 The cumulative effect of the Tier 1 developments outlined in Table 21.104 will be a
significant level of demand for services and goods to support the offshore wind energy sector.
The cumulative employment impacts would also generate cumulative demand for residential
amenities and community assets.

21.13.6.25 Social and community assets respond to the long term needs of the communities that they
serve. The cumulative employment would create long term opportunities for residents to move to,
or stay in the area. This would justify investment in assets to meet the demands of these residents.
These opportunities would also help to counteract working age depopulation pressures which are
projected to effect the area and would contribute to the sustainability of these services. Therefore,
the cumulative residential amenities and community asset impacts are likely to be Low and
Positive.

21.13.6.26 In the short term, there is the potential that the cumulative effect of employment results in
a greater share of the workforce in the Local Area being new to the area as developments
compete for workers. As discussed in Section 21.9, assuming that 100% of peak employees
would need to be new to the area, this would account for 4.8% of expected normal population
growth.

21.13.6.27 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 projects outlined in Table 21.104,
the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1 AND TIER 2

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.6.28 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on
residential amenities and community facilities based on both project design options. The
magnitude of the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the
change in residual population was equivalent to less than 25% of the average annual growth rate
for the study area and the Proposed Development would not result in any potential closures,
severances or diversions around an asset.

21.13.6.29 The cumulative effect of the Tier 1 and Tier 2 developments outlined in Table 21.104 will
be a significant level of demand for services and goods to support the offshore wind energy
sector. The cumulative employment impacts would also generate cumulative demand for
residential amenities and community assets.

21.13.6.30 Social and community assets respond to the long term needs of the communities that they
serve. The cumulative employment would create long term opportunities for residents to move to,
or stay in the area. This would justify investment in assets to meet the demands of these residents.
These opportunities would also help to counteract working age depopulation pressures which are
projected to effect the area and would contribute to the sustainability of these services. Therefore,
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the cumulative residential amenities and community asset impacts are likely to be Low and
Positive.

21.13.6.31 In the short term, there is the potential that the cumulative effect of employment results in
a greater share of the workforce in the Local Area being new to the area as developments
compete for workers. As discussed in Section 21.9, assuming that 100% of peak employees
would need to be new to the area, this would account for 4.8% of expected normal population
growth.

21.13.6.32 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects outlined in Table
21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.6.33 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on
residential amenities and community facilities based on both project design options. The
magnitude of the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the
change in residual population was equivalent to less than 25% of the average annual growth rate
for the study area and the Proposed Development would not result in any potential closures,
severances or diversions around an asset.

21.13.6.34 The cumulative effect of the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 developments outlined in Table 21.104
will be a significant level of demand for services and goods to support the offshore wind energy
sector. The cumulative employment impacts would also generate cumulative demand for
residential amenities and community assets.

21.13.6.35 Social and community assets respond to the long term needs of the communities that they
serve. The cumulative employment would create long term opportunities for residents to move to,
or stay in the area. This would justify investment in assets to meet the demands of these residents.
These opportunities would also help to counteract working age depopulation pressures which are
projected to effect the area and would contribute to the sustainability of these services. Therefore,
the cumulative residential amenities and community asset impacts are likely to be Low and
Positive.

21.13.6.36 In the short term, there is the potential that the cumulative effect of employment results in
a greater share of the workforce in the Local Area being new to the area as developments
compete for workers. As discussed in Section 21.9, assuming that 100% of peak employees
would need to be new to the area, this would account for 4.8% of expected normal population
growth.

21.13.6.37 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 projects outlined
in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2, TIER 3 AND PHASE 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.6.38 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on
residential amenities and community facilities based on both project design options. The
magnitude of the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the
change in residual population was equivalent to less than 25% of the average annual growth rate
for the study area and the Proposed Development would not result in any potential closures,
severances or diversions around an asset.
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for the study area and the Proposed Development would not result in any potential closures,
severances or diversions around an asset.

21.13.6.44 The cumulative effect of the Tier 1 developments outlined in Table 21.104 will be a
significant level of demand for services and goods to support the offshore wind energy sector.
The cumulative employment impacts would also generate cumulative demand for residential
amenities and community assets.

21.13.6.45 Social and community assets respond to the long term needs of the communities that they
serve. The cumulative employment would create long term opportunities for residents to move to,
or stay in the area. This would justify investment in assets to meet the demands of these residents.
These opportunities would also help to counteract working age depopulation pressures which are
projected to effect the area and would contribute to the sustainability of these services. Therefore,
the cumulative residential amenities and community asset impacts are likely to be Low and
Positive.

21.13.6.46 In the short term, there is the potential that the cumulative effect of employment results in
a greater share of the workforce in the Local Area being new to the area as developments
compete for workers. As discussed in Section 21.9, assuming that 100% of peak employees
would need to be new to the area, this would account for 0.7% of expected normal population
growth.

21.13.6.47 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 projects outlined in Table 21.104,
the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1 AND TIER 2

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.6.48 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on
residential amenities and community facilities based on both project design options. The
magnitude of the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the
change in residual population was equivalent to less than 25% of the average annual growth rate
for the study area and the Proposed Development would not result in any potential closures,
severances or diversions around an asset.

21.13.6.49 The cumulative effect of the Tier 1 and Tier 2 developments outlined in Table 21.104 will
be a significant level of demand for services and goods to support the offshore wind energy
sector. The cumulative employment impacts would also generate cumulative demand for
residential amenities and community assets.

21.13.6.50 Social and community assets respond to the long term needs of the communities that they
serve. The cumulative employment would create long term opportunities for residents to move to,
or stay in the area. This would justify investment in assets to meet the demands of these residents.
These opportunities would also help to counteract working age depopulation pressures which are
projected to effect the area and would contribute to the sustainability of these services. Therefore,
the cumulative residential amenities and community asset impacts are likely to be Low and
Positive.

21.13.6.51 In the short term, there is the potential that the cumulative effect of employment results in
a greater share of the workforce in the Local Area being new to the area as developments
compete for workers. As discussed in Section 21.9, assuming that 100% of peak employees
would need to be new to the area, this would account for 0.7% of expected normal population
growth.

21.13.6.52 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 and Tier2 projects outlined in Table
21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.
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TIER 1, TIER 2 AND TIER 3

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.6.53 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on
residential amenities and community facilities based on both project design options. The
magnitude of the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the
change in residual population was equivalent to less than 25% of the average annual growth rate
for the study area and the Proposed Development would not result in any potential closures,
severances or diversions around an asset.

21.13.6.54 The cumulative effect of the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 developments outlined in Table 21.104
will be a significant level of demand for services and goods to support the offshore wind energy
sector. The cumulative employment impacts would also generate cumulative demand for
residential amenities and community assets.

21.13.6.55 Social and community assets respond to the long term needs of the communities that they
serve. The cumulative employment would create long term opportunities for residents to move to,
or stay in the area. This would justify investment in assets to meet the demands of these residents.
These opportunities would also help to counteract working age depopulation pressures which are
projected to effect the area and would contribute to the sustainability of these services. Therefore,
the cumulative residential amenities and community asset impacts are likely to be Low and
Positive.

21.13.6.56 In the short term, there is the potential that the cumulative effect of employment results in
a greater share of the workforce in the Local Area being new to the area as developments
compete for workers. As discussed in Section 21.9, assuming that 100% of peak employees
would need to be new to the area, this would account for 0.7% of expected normal population
growth.

21.13.6.57 Therefore, when assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3 projects outlined
in Table 21.104, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be Negligible.

TIER 1, TIER 2, TIER 3 AND PHASE 1

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

21.13.6.58 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Not Significant impact on
residential amenities and community facilities based on both project design options. The
magnitude of the impacts are considered to be Negligible for both project design options as the
change in residual population was equivalent to less than 25% of the average annual growth rate
for the study area and the Proposed Development would not result in any potential closures,
severances or diversions around an asset.

21.13.6.59 The cumulative effect of the Tier 1, Tier 2, Tier 3 and Phase 1 developments outlined in
Table 21.104 will be a significant level of demand for services and goods to support the offshore
wind energy sector. The cumulative employment impacts would also generate cumulative
demand for residential amenities and community assets.

21.13.6.60 Social and community assets respond to the long term needs of the communities that they
serve. The cumulative employment would create long term opportunities for residents to move to,
or stay in the area. This would justify investment in assets to meet the demands of these residents.
These opportunities would also help to counteract working age depopulation pressures which are
projected to effect the area and would contribute to the sustainability of these services. Therefore,
the cumulative residential amenities and community asset impacts are likely to be Low and
Positive.
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