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2023 and sets an increased EU-wide target of at least 42.5% renewable energy target
increased toby 2030 with an ambition to reach 45%.

2.2.3.4 2.2.3.3 The revised Energy Efficiency Directive 2018/2002 sets a target of at least 32.5% for
energy efficiency, at EU-wide level. In 2023, a revision to the Directive raises the EU energy
efficiency target, making it binding for EU countries to collectively ensure an additional 11.7%
reduction in energy consumption by 2030, compared to the 2020 reference scenario
projections.

2.2.3.5 2.2.3.4 The EU Governance of the Energy Union and Climate Action Regulation 2018/1999
sets the overall framework for the achievement of the EU climate and energy 2030 targets.

2.2.3.6 2.2.3.5 Ireland has prepared a National Energy and Climate Plan (NECP) 2021 to 2030
(Department of Communications, Climate Action and Environment, 2020) (Table 2.1 for
further details) to meet the requirements of the EU Governance of the Energy Union and
Climate Action Regulation 2018/1999. This was drafted before Ireland introduced its Climate
Act and before the EU increased its 2030 emissions reduction targets. Ireland is currently
developing the policies necessary to reach these higher targets which it is our understanding
will be reflected in a revised NECP.

2.2.4 European Green Deal and Fit for 55
2.2.4.1 The European Green Deal (EUR-Lex European UnienCommission (EC), 2019a) was agreed

in 2021 and is the EU growth strategy to transform Europe to a climate-neutral, fair and
prosperous society with a modern resource efficient and competitive economy. It aims for no
net emissions of greenhouse gases by 2050 with economic growth decoupled from resource
use.

2.2.4.2 To achieve climate neutrality as per Regulation (EU) 2021/1119 of the European Parliament
and of the Council of 30 June 2021 establishing the framework for achieving climate neutrality
and amending Regulations (EC) No 401/2009 and (EU) 2018/1999 ('European Climate Law'),
the EU has committed to increasing the greenhouse gas emission reductions targets for 2030
to at least 55%. A key route to achieving this will be the development of an energy sector
based significantly on renewable resources. The "Fit for 55" package of EU reforms puts in
place new initiatives with the aim of ensuring that EU policies are in line with these new climate
goals.

2.2.5 REPowerEU
2.2.5.1 In response to the global energy market disruption caused by the Russian invasion of Ukraine

in 2022, the European Commission (EQ- published the REPowerEU Plan (EC, 2022). The
Plan is aimed at ending the EU's dependence on Russian fossil fuels, tackling the climate
crisis, and bringing about energy savings, diversifying energy supplies and accelerating the
roll out of renewable energy. The Plan recognises the need to scale up and speed up the roll
out of renewable energy projects. As noted in section 2.2.3, the Plan increases the headline
2030 EU renewable energy target fromto 42.5% towith future ambition to reach 45%.

2.3 Relevant National Planning and Development Policy

2.3.1 Overview
2.3.1.1 In this section, key national planning and development policies are set out in the first instance.

In addition, Table 2.1 lists the other relevant national policy documents that are applicable to
the Proposed Development and provides a brief comment on their relevance.
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Climate Action and Low Carbon Development (amendment) Act 2021

2.6.2.5 In July 2021, Ireland enacted the Climate Action and Low Carbon Development (Amendment)
Act. The Act binds Ireland to achieve net zero emissions by 2050 and commits to achieving
51% reduction in GHG emissions by 2030.

2.6.2.6 It also provides for a governance framework including a new system of sectoral emissions
ceilings and carbon budgets. The electricity sector needs to achieve a 75% reduction in
emissions by 2030 in comparison to 2018 levels. The sectoral emissions ceiling for the
electricity sector in 2030 is 3 MtCO2eq. This is the most ambitious sectoral carbon budget. It
is critical that large-scale offshore wind projects are facilitated if Ireland is to meet this target.

Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) and the Planning and
Development Regulations 2001 (as amended)

2.6.2.7 The Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) establishes the foundation for
planning in Ireland and combines a wide range of legislation relating to different sectors in
one place. The Act sets out the process for applying for and attaining planning permission
which includes the requirements for an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA).

2.6.2.8 The main regulations that underpin the Act are the Planning and Development Regulations
2001 (S.l. No. 600 of 2001). The Regulations have been amended and are collectively called
the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 to 2023.

Planning and Development Act 2024

2.6.2.9 The Planning and Development Act 2024 (PDA 2024) was transposed in October 2024. PDA
2024 repeals and replaces the 2000 Planning and Development Act. However, it is important
to note that schedules will be commenced on a phased basis and therefore the full act is not
yet in force.

2.6.2.10 The application for the Proposed Development was submitted under the PDA 2000 and thus
the provisions of this act continue to apply.

2.7 Environmental Impact Assessment

2.7.1 European Legislation

The EIA Directive

2.7.1.1 EIA requirements are derived from Directive 2011/92/EU on the assessment of the effects of
certain public and private projects on the environment as amended by Directive 2014/52/EU
of the European Parliament and of the Council (EIA Directive)). The EIA Directive requires
that certain projects that are likely to have significant effects on the environment be made
subject to an assessment prior to development consent being given.

2.7.1.2 Article 4 of the EIA Directive makes provision for environmental impact assessments in
respect of certain Projects listed in Annexes I and II of that Directive. Annex I of the EIA
Directive lists developments for which EIA is mandatory and Annex II lists Projects which
require a determination as to whether an environment impact assessment is required.
Member States shall make that determination through a case-by-case examination or
thresholds or criteria set by the Member State. Where a case-by-case examination is carried
out, or thresholds or criteria are set for the purpose of Article 4 paragraph 2 of the EIA
Directive, the relevant selection criteria set out in Annex III shall be taken into account.

2.7.1.3 Paragraph 3(i), Annex II includes:

"Installations for the harnessing of wind power for energy production (windfarms)."
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2.7.1.4 The EIA Directive is given effect in Ireland through the Planning and Development Act 2000
(as amended) and the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended).

2.7.1.5 Under Part 2, Schedule 5 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended),

2.7.1.5 "Installations for the harnessing of wind power for energy production (windfarms) with more than
5 turbines or having a total output greater than 5 megawatts"

are mandated to carry out an EIA. The Proposed Development therefore requires a
mandatory EIA. The Developer is submitting an EIAR as part of the Application in order to
comply with all relevant legal obligations.

2.8 Appropriate Assessment

2.8.1 European Legislation
The Habitats Directive

2.8.1.1 The Council Directive 92/43/EEC on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and of Wild Fauna
and Flora ('the Habitats Directive') provides legal protection for habitats and species of
European importance. The Directive requires all Member States to designate, protect and
manage core areas for habitat types listed in Annex I and species listed in Annex II. Member
states must also establish strict protection of species listed in Annex IV.

The Birds Directive

2.8.1.2 The Council Directive 79/409/EEC on the Conservation of Wild Birds ('the Birds Directive')
provides legal protection for all wild birds and threatened species and sub species listed in
Annex I of the Directive through the designation of Special Protection Areas (SPAs).

2.8.2 National Legislation
Planning and Development Act 2000 and the Habitats Regulations 2011

2.8.2.1 The Habitats and Birds Directives have been transposed into Irish law by Part XAB of the
Planning and Development Act, 2000 (as amended) and the European Communities (Birds
and Natural Habitats) Regulations 2011 (S.l. 477/2011) as amended ('the Habitats
Regulations'). An Appropriate Assessment (AA) is a separate but inter-related process to EIA,
required under the Habitats Directive for any plan or project likely to have a significant effect
on a European Site. The AA will be undertaken by the 'competent authority' An Bord Pleanala,
informed by a Natura Impact Statement (NIS).

2.9 Appropriate Assessment Guidelines
2.9.1.1 The Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government published Appropriate

Assessment Guidelines for Planning Authorities (2010). In addition to this advice, the
European Commission has published a number of documents which provide a significant
body of guidance on the requirements of AA, including, 'Assessment of Plans and Projects
Significantly Affecting Natura 2000 sites - Methodological Guidance on the Provisions of
Article 6(3) and (4) of the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC (EC, 2001) and 'Managing Natura
2000 sites: The Provisions of Article 6 of the 'Habitats' Directive 92/43/EEC (EC, 2019), which
set out the principles of how to approach decision making during the process. Other pertinent
guidance documents are identified in the NIS.
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ii) the potential spatial extent of habitat adversely effected (D6C5)  
iii) the modelled impulsive noise (D11C1) with and without abatement, and 
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1 Introduction

1.1 Introduction to the Assessment
1.1.1.1 Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 (ABWP2) Offshore Infrastructure (the Proposed Development) is a

proposed offshore windfarm situated on and around Arklow Bank in the Irish Sea, approximately
6 to 15 km to the east of Arklow in County Wicklow. As described in Volume II, Chapter 1:
Introduction (Revised March 2026), the Proposed Development holds a Maritime Area Consent
(MAC) which covers both the Array Area and Cable Corridor and Working Area. The Array Area
and Cable Corridor and Working Area are shown in Figure 1. The Proposed Development forms
part of the wider ABWP2 Project, which comprises both the offshore infrastructure and the
separate onshore grid and operational and maintenance facilities.

1.1.1.2 As part of the Request for Further Information (RFI) in relation to MSFD (RFI 3), An Coimisiun
Pleanala (ACP) requested that the Applicant:

“3(a) Model, map and present the areal and temporal extent of the potential impact of the
proposed development (accounting where appropriate for each Project Design Option), for the
full construction and operation campaign, on the following indicators:

i) the potential spatial extent of habitat lost (D6C4)
ii) the potential spatial extent of habitat adversely effected (D6C5)
iii) the modelled impulsive noise (D11C1) with and without abatement, and

iv) the modelled continuous noise (D11C2).

3(b) Assess the results obtained for potential habitat loss and habitat adversely affected, to be
assessed against the 2% thresholds established for habitat loss (D6C4) and the 25% threshold
for adverse effects on habitats (D6C5) for the MSFD Celtic Seas North Inner Marine Reporting
Unit.

3(c) Assess the results obtained from modelled impulsive (with and without abatement) and
continuous noise in a) to be assessed against the relevant thresholds values for impulsive and
continuous noise set out in the above referenced Commission Notice.

3(d) Incorporate the output from a), b) and c) and all other relevant updates made as a result of
this request for further information, into a revised assessment of the NMPF policies, particularly
Biodiversity Policy 2, Seafloor Integrity Policies 1, 2 and 3, Fisheries Policy 5 and Underwater
Noise Policy 1. This revised assessment should fully account for the distinction the NMPF places
on ‘important’ species and habitats as defined on page 35 and 36 of the NMPF.”

1.1.1.3 Consequently, this assessment is provided in response to the above RFIs with the purpose of
determining whether the proposed construction, operation and decommissioning of the proposed
development is compliant with the objectives of the Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD)
(Directive 2008/56/EC of the European Parliament, as amended by Directive 2017/845). This is
to ensure the Proposed Development does not prevent Ireland’s marine environment to maintain
or achieve Good Environmental Status (GES) and to protect the resource base for economic and
social activities in the marine environment. The assessment requested through RFI 3(b), and the
supporting modelling and mapping as per 3(a), can be found in the following sections:

3(a)(i) The potential spatial extent of habitat lost (D6C4) including assessment against the 2%
thresholds established for habitat loss - Section 3.1.5:

3(a)(ii) The potential spatial extent of habitat adversely effected (D6C5) including assessment
against 25% threshold for adverse effects on habitats - Section 3.1.6.

1.1.1.4 The assessment requested through RFI 3(c), and the supporting modelling and mapping as pe
3(a), can be found in the following sections:

Marine Strategy Framework Directive Assessment (RFI March 2026) 1
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Figure 1 Location and boundaries of the Proposed Development
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Figure 1 Location and boundaries of the Proposed Development
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targets associated with each descriptor feature and the current status of the descriptor feature in
Irish waters.

2.1.3.2 This MSFD assessment draws information from the EIAR (SSE Renewables, 2025) submitted as
part of the application. Signposts to the relevant aspects of the EIAR are provided.

2.1.3.3 The RFI requirements of a) to c) are addressed and presented within the MSFD assessment
section below (Section 3) as part of this report. To address the RFI requirement d), the outcome
of this MSFD assessment is incorporated within the update to the assessment of NMPF policies,
which is provided in Annex A of Volume II, Chapter 2 Policy and Legislation (Revised March
2026).
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3  MSFD Assessment  

3.1 D6 Sea-floor  Integrity  
 

 

3.1.2 D6C1 Physical Loss of the Seabed Indicator1 
Spatial extent and distribution of physical loss (permanent change) of the natural seabed 

 

 

 

 

 
1 Physical loss can be defined as a permanent change to the seafloor from sealing of natural substrate, loss of biogenic substrate, 
or a change in habitat from one EUNIS Level habitat (e.g. sand to mud) when a recovery rate exceeds 12 years. 
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3 MSFD Assessment

3.1 D6 Sea-floor Integrity
3.1.1.1 The Proposed Development is entirely located within the Celtic Sea North Inner Marine Reporting

Unit (MRU). As the Sea-floor Integrity indicators within the MSFD are reported at an MRU level,
Sections 3.1.2 -3.1.6 provide an assessment of the Proposed Development on seabed integrity
within the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU.

3.1.1.2 The MSFD indicator assessment examples provided in DHLGH (2024a, 2024b) include the
contribution of a number of activities, including fishing (benthic trawling), dredging and disposal
and cabling. Apart from the fishing (benthic trawling) most other activities are relevant, or similar
to those associated with the Proposed Development. The assessments provided below use
magnitude calculations presented in EIAR Volume II, Chapter 9: Benthic Subtidal and Intertidal
Ecology (Revised March 2026) Table 9.7 which includes figures for estimated area of disturbance
for a number of activities. The areas associated with sediment disposal will be included within the
assessment of physical disturbance (D6C2). However, as the total area or location of sediment
redistribution (as a result of the employed cable burial process) is not within Table 9.7, a
conservative multiplication of 1.5 is included here for all disturbance area calculations to include
the contribution of sediment redistribution.

3.1.2 D6C1 Physical Loss of the Seabed Indicator1

Spatial extent and distribution of physical loss (permanent change) of the natural seabed

3.1.2.1 The Celtic Sea North Inner MRU extends to 69,000 km2, of which, as indicated by DHLGH (2024a,
2024b), 261.5 km2 is already considered as lost, which represents 0.38% of the total area of the
MRU.

3.1.2.2 The area of seabed encompassed by the Array Area and Cable Corridor and Working Area
extends to 140 km2. The area of seabed lost due to placement of WTG and OSP foundations and
scour protection and inter array and export cable protection is detailed in Table 2. This indicates
that for Project Design Option 1 the area of seabed lost will be 0.648 km2, while for Project Design
Option 2 the figure will be 0.619 km2 both of which figures represent approximately 0.001% of the
whole seabed within the MRU.

3.1.2.3 Consequently, the Proposed Development represents a relatively small addition to the area of
seabed lost and will not impact on the GES of the MRU in relation to overall physical loss of the
seabed. The total area of seabed loss will increase from 0.38% to 0.381%.

1 Physical loss can be defined as a permanent change to the seafloor from sealing of natural substrate, loss of biogenic substrate,
or a change in habitat from one EUNIS Level habitat (e.g. sand to mud) when a recovery rate exceeds 12 years.
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Figure 2 Broad Benthic Habitat Types  and Indicative Layout (Project Design Option 1)  
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Marine Strategy Framework Directive Assessment (RFI March 2026) 14



 

Marine Strategy Framework Directive Assessment (RFI March 2026)                                                                       15 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3 Broad Benthic Habitat Types  and Indicative Layout ( Project Design Option 2)

GoBe
APEMGroup

sse
Renewables

288000 296000 312000

Broadscale Habitats  (INFOMAR)

Circalittoral Coarse Sediment

Offshore Circalittoral Sand

1771 N/A

e ABWP2 WTG Layout (47

Turbines)

I I Dumping  at Sea Exit Pit Location

... I Dumping  at Sea Locations wi th in

Array Area

-------- ABWP2 Export Cable Route

-------- ABWP2 Inter-Array Cable Layout

-------- ABWP2 Interconnector  Cable

Circalittoral Mixed Sediment

238 m
‘238 m

‘ 163 m

Circalittoral Mud

Circalittcral Sand

Infral i t toral  Sand

Offshore Circalittoral Coarse

Sediment
Ballynacan Nc th rTOSF

’zZ South shift 4,
Zone

5- North East
Offshore Circalittoral Mixed

Sediment

Offshore Circalittoral Rock and

Biogenic Reef

nlJCornagower
West

Z sse
Renewables

hdrum

270 m

Ball inacor
West

Arklow Bank Wind Park 2256 m
A

Redcross

5
8

6
4

0
0

0

5
8

6
4

0
0

0

Broadscale Habitats and Indicative Layout
(Option 2)R752;

The European
Club /Ki lmagig

Upper

Ki lbr ide
(Arklow By)

Tiknock
Yard l? Fnedr r yba r l

Mid East

R772

Legend

I I ABWP2 Array Area
/

ABWP2 Cable Corridor and

Working Area

jnbridge
fClub

• ABWP2 WTG Layout (47 Turbines)

Ǐ ABWP2 OSP Location

------- ABWP2 Export Cable Route

------- ABWP2 Inter-Array Cable Layout

------- ABWP2 Interconnector Cable

I | ABWP1 Array Area

------- ABWP1 Existing Export Cable

o ABWP1 WTGs

| | Dumping at Sea Exit Pit Location

I------1 Dumping at Sea Locations within
Array Area

5
8

5
6

0
0

0

E01

5
8

4
8

0
0

0
--

--
--

--
-1-

--
--

--
--

5
8

4
8

0
0

0

Tara Hill

5
8

4
0

0
0

0

4
0

0
0

(1

Notes
Ocean Wise, Esri, GEBCO, Garmin,

NaturalVue,  Sources: Esri,

TomTom, Garmin,  FAO, NOAA,

USGS, © OpenStreetMap

contr ibutors,  and the GIS User

Community,  Esri, Ordnance

Survey, NASA, NGA, USGS.

Contains Ordnance Survey data

© Crown copyr ight  and database

rights (2022).  OS OpenData.

Dublin
o

AND

Coordinate System:

ETRS 1989 UTM Zone BON

0 2.5 5 km
I I | | I I | I I I I

0 12  nm
I I I I I I I I I I I

Scale

1:125,000 @ A3

Date Drawn By Checked By Approved By

16/12/2025 GB JB CMc

GoBe
APEMGroup

Figure Number 3

Suites B2 & C2

Higher Mil l

Higher Mil l  Lane

Buckfastleigh

Devon

TQ11 OEN

www.gobeconsultants.com

+44 (0)1626 323890

Figure Reference: Ark_Fig3_BroadBenthicHabitats_OptionTwo © This drawing and its content are the copyright of GoBe Consultants Ltd and may not be reproduced or amended except by prior written permission.

Figure 3 Broad Benthic Habitat Types and Indicative Layout (Project Design Option 2)
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3.1.4.4 Circalittoral mud encompasses 694 km2 of the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU, while in relation to
the Proposed Development this habitat extends to 1.556 km2 of the Array Area and Cable Corridor
and Working Area. It is estimated that 0.251 km2 of this habitat will be disturbed in relation to
Project Design Option 1 Proposed Development and for Project Design Option 2 the figure is
0.250 km2; for both Design Options, these figures represent 0.036% of the habitat within the MRU
(Table 4). It is currently estimated that in the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU 0.42% of the broad
habitat circalittoral mud is adversely affected by disturbance and as such, GES is currently
achieved for circalittoral mud habitats in the Celtic Sea North South Inner MRU (DHLGH, 2024a,
2024b). In relation to physical disturbance GES is achieved when no more than 25% of a broad
habitat type is adversely impacted, and as such, GES is currently achieved for circalittoral mud
habitats in the Celtic Sea North South Inner MRU. When considering the area of this habitat likely
to be disturbed by the Proposed Development within the MRU, it is clear that this level of
disturbance will represent a negligible proportion of circalittoral mud habitat present in the MRU.
Even as a precautionary assessment, if all of the disturbance to this habitat were to be classified
as adversely affected this would mean a total of 0.456% of the offshore circalittoral mud was
adversely affected, which would not alter the current status of GES.

3.1.4.5 Offshore circalittoral sand encompasses 8,157 km2 of the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU, in
relation to the Proposed Development this habitat extends to cover 24.121 km2 of the Array Area
and Cable Corridor and Working Area. It is estimated that 2.239 km2 of this habitat will be
disturbed in relation to Project Design Option 1 of the Proposed Development and for Project
Design Option 2 the figure is 2.233 km2; for both Project Design Options, these figures represent
0.027% of the habitat within the MRU (Table 4). It is currently estimated that in the Celtic Sea
North Inner MRU 2.17% of the broad habitat offshore circalittoral sand is adversely affected by
disturbance and as such, GES is currently achieved for offshore circalittoral sand habitats in the
Celtic Sea North South Inner MRU (DHLGH, 2024a, 2024b). When considering the area of this
habitat likely to be disturbed by the Proposed Development within the MRU, it is clear that this
level of disturbance will represent a negligible proportion of offshore circalittoral sand habitat
present in the MRU. Even as a precautionary assessment, if all of the disturbance were to be
classified as adversely affected this would mean a total of 2.197% of the offshore circalittoral sand
was adversely affected, which would not alter the current status of GES.

3.1.4.6 Circalittoral sand encompasses 2,133 km2 of the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU, in relation to the
Proposed Development this habitat extends to 48.835 km2 of the Array Area and Cable Corridor
and Working Area. It is estimated that 15.123 km2 of the habitat will be disturbed in relation to
Project Design Option 1 of the Proposed Development and for Project Design Option 2 the figure
is 15.098 km2. For Project Design Optionl the figures represent 0.709% of the habitat within the
MRU and 0.708 for Project Design Option 2 (Table 4). It is currently estimated that in the Celtic
Sea North Inner MRU 0.05% of the broad habitat circalittoral sand is adversely affected by
disturbance and as such, GES is currently achieved for circalittoral sand habitats in the Celtic
Sea North South Inner MRU (DHLGH, 2024a, 2024b). When considering the area of this habitat
likely to be disturbed by the Proposed Development within the MRU, it is clear that this level of
disturbance will represent a negligible proportion of circalittoral sand habitat present in the MRU.
Even as a precautionary assessment, if all of the disturbance were to be classified as adversely
affected this would mean a total of 0.759% of the circalittoral sand was adversely affected for
Project Design Option 1 and 0.758% for Project Design Option 2, which would not alter the current
status of GES.

3.1.4.7 Infralittoral sand encompasses 272 km2 of the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU, in relation to the
Proposed Development the habitat extends to 0.400 km2 of the Array Area and Cable Corridor
and Working Area. It is estimated that 0.055 km2 of the habitat will be disturbed in relation to both
Project Design Options for the Proposed Development which equates to 0.020% of the habitat
within the MRU (Table 4). It is currently estimated that in the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU none
of the broad habitat infralittoral sand is adversely affected by disturbance and as such, GES is
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3.1.5 D6C4 Physical Loss of Broad Habitat Type 
The extent of loss of the habitat type, resulting from anthropogenic pressures, does not exceed a 
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currently achieved for offshore infralittoral sand habitats in the Celtic Sea North South Inner MRU
(DHLGH, 2024a, 2024b). When considering the area of this habitat likely to be disturbed by the
Proposed Development within the MRU, it is clear that this level of disturbance will represent a
negligible proportion of infralittoral sand habitat present in the MRU. Even as a precautionary
assessment, if all of the disturbance were to be classified as adversely affected this would mean
a total of 0.020% of the infralittoral sand was adversely affected and will not alter the current
status of GES.

3.1.4.8 Offshore circalittoral coarse sediment encompasses 14,805 km2 of the Celtic Sea North Inner
MRU, in relation to the Proposed Development the habitat extends to covers 21.530 km2 of the
Array Area and Cable Corridor and Working Area. It is estimated that 1.564 km2 of the habitat will
be disturbed in relation to Project Design Option 1 for the Proposed Development, while for
Project Design Option 2 the figure is 1.561 which equates to 0.011% of the habitat within the
MRU (Table 4) for both Project Design Options. It is currently estimated that in the Celtic Sea
North Inner MRU 0.12% of the broad habitat offshore circalittoral coarse sediment is adversely
affected by disturbance and as such, GES is currently achieved for offshore circalittoral sand
habitats in the Celtic Sea North South Inner MRU (DHLGH, 2024a, 2024b). When considering
the area of this habitat likely to be disturbed by the Proposed Development within the MRU, it is
clear that this level of disturbance will represent a negligible proportion of offshore circalittoral
sand habitat present in the MRU. Even as a precautionary assessment, if all of the disturbance
were to be classified as adversely affected this would mean a total of 0.131% of the offshore
circalittoral coarse sediment was adversely affected, which would not alter the current status of
GES.

3.1.4.9 Circalittoral coarse sediment encompasses 4,003 km2 of the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU, in
relation to the Proposed Development the habitat extends to 44.023 km2 of the Array Area and
Cable Corridor and Working Area. It is estimated that for Project Design Option 1 of the Proposed
Development 3.857 km2 of the habitat will be disturbed, while for Project Design Option 2 the
figure is 3.848 km2. For both Project Design Options, the figures represent 0.096% of the habitat
within the MRU (Table 4). It is currently estimated that in the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU 0.05%
of the broad habitat circalittoral coarse sediment is adversely affected by disturbance and as
such, GES is currently achieved for circalittoral sand habitats in the Celtic Sea North South Inner
MRU (DHLGH, 2024a, 2024b). When considering the area of this habitat likely to be disturbed by
the Proposed Development within the MRU, it is clear that this level of disturbance will represent
a negligible proportion of circalittoral coarse sediment habitat present in the MRU. Even as a
precautionary assessment, if all of the disturbance were to be classified as adversely affected
this would mean a total of 0.146% of the circalittoral coarse sediment was adversely affected,
which would not alter the current status of GES.

3.1.5 D6C4 Physical Loss of Broad Habitat Type
The extent of loss of the habitat type, resulting from anthropogenic pressures, does not exceed a

specified proportion of the natural extent of the habitat type in the assessment area.

3.1.5.1 It is currently estimated that approximately 0.9% of the BHT circalittoral mud in the Celtic Sea
North Inner MRU have been lost (DHLGH, 2024a, 2024b). In relation to physical loss GES is
achieved when no more than 2% of a broad habitat type is lost, and as such, GES is currently
achieved for circalittoral mud habitats in the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU. For both Project Design
OOptions loss of this habitat under the footprint of the Proposed Development, such as WTG
foundations and associated scour and cable protection, will be 0.006 km2, which represents
0.0008% of the habitat across the MRU (Table 5). Consequently, this level of habitat loss will
represent a negligible proportion present in the MRU, which in total would represent
approximately 0.9008% of the circalittoral mud habitat (which is below the 2% target) and will not
alter the current status of GES.
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3.1.6.3 In relation to circalittoral mud within the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU, 0.42% of the habitat is
currently assessed as being adversely affected while 0.9% is considered as lost and as such, the
overall condition of this habitat is considered currently to be in GES. It is estimated that 0.006 km2

of this habitat will be lost in relation to the Proposed Development which represents 0.0008% of
the extent of this habitat across the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU, which overall would total
0.9008% of the circalittoral mud habitat (which is below the 2% target); the maximum area of
disturbance is estimated as being 0.251 km2 (Optionl) representing 0.036% of the habitat across
the MRU. Even as a precautionary assessment, if all of the disturbance were to be classified as
adversely affected this would mean a total of 0.456% of the circalittoral mud was adversely
affected which is below the 25% target. Consequently, this addition of disturbance/loss from the
Proposed Development within the circalittoral mud habitat of the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU will
not alter the current GES status in relation to circalittoral mud (Table 6).

3.1.6.4 In relation to offshore circalittoral sand within the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU, 2.17% of the
habitat is currently assessed as being adversely affected while 1.4% is considered as lost and as
such, the overall condition of this habitat is considered currently to be in GES. It is estimated that
a maximum 0.094 km2 (Project Design Option 1) of this habitat will be lost in relation to the
Proposed Development which represents 0.0012% of the extent of this habitat across the Celtic
Sea North Inner MRU, which overall would total 1.4012% of the offshore circalittoral sand habitat
(which is below the 2% target); the maximum area of disturbance is estimated as being 2.239
km2 (Project Design Option 1) representing 0.027% of the habitat across the MRU. Even as a
precautionary assessment, if all of the disturbance were to be classified as adversely affected
this would mean a total of 2.20% of the offshore circalittoral mud was adversely affected which is
below the 25% target. Consequently, this addition of disturbance/loss from the Proposed
Development within the offshore circalittoral sand habitat of the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU will
not alter the current status of GES in relation to offshore circalittoral sand (Table 6).

3.1.6.5 In relation to circalittoral sand within the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU, 0.05% of the habitat is
currently assessed as being adversely affected while 0.8% is considered as lost and as such, the
overall condition of this habitat is considered currently to be in GES. It is estimated that a
maximum 0.429 km2 (Project Design Option 1)of this habitat will be lost in relation to the Proposed
Development which represents 0.0201% of the extent of this habitat across the Celtic Sea North
Inner MRU, which overall would total 0.0701% of the circalittoral sand habitat (which is below the
2% target); the maximum area of disturbance is estimated as being 15.123 km2 (Project Design
Option 1) representing 0.709% of the habitat across the MRU. Even as a precautionary
assessment, if all of the disturbance were to be classified as adversely affected this would mean
a total of 0.759% of the circalittoral sand was adversely affected, which is below the 25% target.
Consequently, this addition of disturbance/loss from the Proposed Development within the
circalittoral sand habitat of the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU will not alter the current status of GES
in relation to offshore circalittoral sand (Table 6).

3.1.6.6 In relation to infralittoral sand within the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU, none of this habitat is
currently assessed as being adversely affected while 1.7% is considered as lost and as such, the
overall condition of this habitat is considered currently to be in GES. It is estimated that 0.002 km2

of this habitat will be lost in relation to the Proposed Development which represents 0.0006% of
the extent of this habitat across the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU, which overall would total
1.7006% of the infralittoral sand habitat (which is below the 2% target); the area of disturbance is
estimated as being 0.055 km2 representing 0.020% of the habitat across the MRU. Even as a
precautionary assessment, if all of the disturbance were to be classified as adversely affected
this would mean a total of 0.020% of the infralittoral sand was adversely affected, which is below
the 25% target. Consequently, this addition of disturbance/loss from the Proposed Development
within the infralittoral sand habitat of the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU will not alter the current
status of GES in relation to infralittoral sand habitat (Table 6).
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3.1.6.7 In relation to offshore circalittoral coarse sediment within the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU
0.12% of the habitat is currently assessed as being adversely affected while 0.2% is considered
as lost and as such, the overall condition of this habitat is considered currently to be in GES. It is
estimated that 0.022 km2 of this habitat will be lost in relation to the Proposed Development which
represents 0.0001% of the extent of this habitat across the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU, which
overall would total 0.2001% of the offshore circalittoral coarse sediment habitat (which is below
the 2% target); the area of disturbance is estimated as being 1.564 km2 representing 0.011% of
the habitat across the MRU. Even as a precautionary assessment, if all of the disturbance were
to be classified as adversely affected this would mean a total of 0.131% of the offshore circalittoral
coarse sediment was adversely affected, which is below the 25% target. Consequently, this
addition of disturbance/loss from the Proposed Development within the offshore circalittoral
coarse sediment habitat of the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU will not alter the current status of GES
in relation to offshore circalittoral sand (Table 6).

3.1.6.8 In relation to circalittoral coarse sediment within the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU 0.05% of the
habitat is currently assessed as being adversely affected while 0.2% is considered as lost and as
such, the overall condition of this habitat is considered currently to be in GES. It is estimated that
a maximum of 0.096 km2 (Project Design Option 1) of this habitat will be lost in relation to the
Proposed Development which represents 0.0024% of the extent of this habitat across the Celtic
Sea North Inner MRU, which overall would total 0.2024% of the circalittoral coarse sediment
habitat (which is below the 2% target); the area of maximum disturbance is estimated as being
3.857 km2 (Project Design Option 1) representing 0.096% of the habitat across the MRU. Even
as a precautionary assessment, if all of the disturbance were to be classified as adversely affected
this would mean a total of 0.146% of the circalittoral coarse sediment was adversely affected,
which is below the 25% target. Consequently, this addition of disturbance/loss from the Proposed
Development within the circalittoral coarse sediment habitat of the Celtic Sea North Inner MRU
will not alter the current status of GES in relation to offshore circalittoral sand (Table 6).
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Figure 4 Impulsive Noise Area Using the 170dB Weighted TTS Threshold for with and without noise abatement  scenarios  
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3.2.3 D11C2 Continuous Noise
3.2.3.1 D11C2 primary criteria for Continuous Noise, according to the Commission Decision of 2017 (as

referenced in TG Noise (2022)): ‘The spatial distribution, temporal extent and levels of
anthropogenic continuous low-frequency sound do not exceed levels that adversely affect
populations of marine animals. Member States shall establish threshold values for these levels
through cooperation at Union level, taking into account regional or sub-regional specificities.’

3.2.3.2 Continuous noise is evaluated by considering the proportion of a receptor’s habitat exposed to
noise levels exceeding the LOBE, assessed over a single temporal scale. Specifically, exposure
above LOBE must not exceed 20% of the spatial extent of the target species habitat in any month
of the assessment year (European Union, 2017; EC, 2024).

3.2.3.3 In Ireland’s Marine Strategy (Annex III; DHLGH, 2024b), harbour porpoise is used as the
representative receptor for the continuous noise assessment, reflecting its widespread
distribution across the Irish Maritime Area. Continuous noise levels are evaluated across the full
Irish Maritime Area, which serves as the assessment habitat against the LOBE threshold. The
same spatial extent, the Irish Maritime Area, will be used for the continuous noise assessment in
this report.

3.2.3.4 This assessment of continuous noise uses the modelled threshold of 120 dB re 1 pPa (RMS) as
the LOBE. This threshold is used because it is consistent with the widely-applied NOAA (2005)
Level B harassment threshold of 120 dB re 1 pPa (RMS) for behavioural disturbance from
continuous noise. The threshold is unweighted and so applicable to all marine mammal hearing
groups. It is also noted that this threshold is used within the DHLGH continuous noise assessment
framework (DHLGH, 2024b).

3.2.3.5 All continuous noise sources associated with the Proposed Development have been modelled
following the methodology described in Volume III, Appendix 11.1: Underwater Noise
Assessment (Revised March 2026), and the resulting predicted noise levels are summarised in
Table 9. Continuous noise-generating activities include in this assessment include cable laying,
dredging, rock placement, cable trenching, vessel movements, and operational WTG noise
(Table 9).

3.2.3.6 As shown in Table 9, cable laying generates the greatest maximum impact range of all modelled
activities. Accordingly, cable laying is used as the maximum representative scenario for
continuous noise impacts during the construction phase. However, cable laying does not occur
during the operational and maintenance phase. Therefore, the operational and maintenance
assessment focuses on the continuous noise source for that phase which generates the
maximum representative ranges, which is vessel noise (large). As vessels are not permanent
noise sources, operational WTG noise is also assessed, in order to present the long-term,
permanent contribution of the Proposed Development to the continuous noise levels in the Irish
Maritime Area.

3.2.3.7 Applying the 120 dB re 1 pPa (RMS) threshold produced predicted continuous-noise ranges
between 100 m and 8.3 km, depending on the activity, with cable laying generating the largest
range (see Table 9). Accordingly, the 8.3 km range has been used as the construction-phase
maximum representative scenario for comparison against the continuous noise threshold. For the
operational phase, the assessment instead used an impact range of 2.9 km for vessel noise
(large), and 0.12 km for operational WTG noise (250 m rotor diameter), as these represent the
operational-phase maximum representative scenario for comparison against the continuous
noise threshold.

3.2.3.8 To ensure a conservative evaluation for the construction-phase assessment, the maximum
representative range was mapped from a location within the Proposed Development area that
led to the maximum the spatial extent across the Irish Maritime Area, by avoiding any overlap of
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4  Conclusions  
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4 Conclusions
4.1.1.1 The MSFD descriptors and associated targets of relevance have been considered in this MSFD

assessment. On the basis of the assessment outlined above it is considered that the Proposed
Development will not result in a deterioration of the current overall status of the Celtic Sea North
Inner MRU or broad habitat types therein or jeopardise the attainment of Good Environmental
Status. The Proposed Development will also not result in underwater noise levels (impulsive or
continuous) that would adversely affect marine animal populations within the Irish Maritime Area
or compromise the continued achievement of Good Environmental Status.
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Glossary  

�7�H�U�P �0�H�D�Q�L�Q�J 

An Coimisiún Pleanála  
(ACP) 

Formerly An Bord Pleanála (ABP), the independent statutory body that 
decides on appeals from planning decisions made by local authorities in 
Ireland. An Coimisiún Pleanála also decides major strategic 
infrastructural projects under the provisions of the Planning and 
Development (Strategic Infrastructure) Act 2006 and have responsibility 
for determining planning permission for certain classes of development 
within the maritime area and for the generality of offshore development 
beyond the nearshore. 

Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 �± Offshore 
Infrastructure 

�³�7�K�H���3�U�R�S�R�V�H�G���'�H�Y�H�O�R�S�P�H�Q�W�´�����$�U�N�O�R�Z���%�D�Q�N���:�L�Q�G���3�D�U�N�������2�I�I�V�K�R�U�H��
Infrastructure: This includes all elements under the existing Maritime 
Area Consent. 

Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 (ABWP2) 
(the Project) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 (ABWP2) (The Project) is the onshore and 
offshore infrastructure. This EIAR is being prepared for the Offshore 
Infrastructure. Consents for the Onshore Grid Infrastructure (Planning 
Reference 310090) and Operations Maintenance Facility (Planning 
Reference 211316) has been granted on 26th May 2022 and 20th July 
2022, respectively.  
�x Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 Offshore Infrastructure: This 

includes all elements to be consented in accordance with the 
Maritime Area Consent. This is the subject of this EIAR and 
�Z�L�O�O���E�H���U�H�I�H�U�U�H�G���W�R���D�V���µ�W�K�H���3�U�R�S�R�V�H�G���'�H�Y�H�O�R�S�P�H�Q�W�¶���L�Q���W�K�H��
EIAR.    

�x Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 Onshore Grid Infrastructure: This 
relates to the onshore grid infrastructure for which planning 
permission has been granted.  

�x Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 Operations and Maintenance 
Facility (OMF): This includes the onshore and nearshore 
infrastructure at the OMF, for which planning permission has 
been granted.  
Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 EirGrid Upgrade Works: any non-
contestable grid upgrade works, consent to be sought and 
works to be completed by EirGrid. 

Array Area  The Array Area is the area within which the Wind Turbine Generators 
(WTGs), the Offshore Substation Platforms (OSPs), and associated 
cables (export, inter- array, and interconnector cabling) and foundations 
will be installed. 

Cable Corridor and Working Area The Cable Corridor and Working Area is the area within which export, 
inter-array and interconnector cabling will be installed This area will also 
facilitate vessel jacking operations associated with installation of WTG 
structures and associated foundations within the Array Area. 

Competent Authority (CA) The authority designated as responsible for performing the duties 
arising from the EIA Directive as amended. For this application, the 
Competent Authority is An Coimisiún Pleanála (ACP). 

Environmental Impact Assessment 
(EIA) 

An Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) is a statutory process by 
which certain planned Projects must be assessed before a formal 
decision to proceed can be made. It involves the collection and 
consideration of environmental information, which fulfils the assessment 
requirements of the Directive 2011/92/EU on the assessment of the 
effects of certain public and private projects on the environment as 
amended by Directive 2014/52/EU of the European Parliament and of 
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Glossary

Term Meaning

An Coimisiun Pleanala
(AGP)

Formerly An Bord Pleanala (ABP), the independent statutory body that
decides on appeals from planning decisions made by local authorities in
Ireland. An Coimisiun Pleanala also decides major strategic
infrastructural projects under the provisions of the Planning and
Development (Strategic Infrastructure) Act 2006 and have responsibility
for determining planning permission for certain classes of development
within the maritime area and for the generality of offshore development
beyond the nearshore.

Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 - Offshore
Infrastructure

“The Proposed Development”, Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 Offshore
Infrastructure: This includes all elements under the existing Maritime
Area Consent.

Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 (ABWP2)
(the Project)

Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 (ABWP2) (The Project) is the onshore and
offshore infrastructure. This EIAR is being prepared for the Offshore
Infrastructure. Consents for the Onshore Grid Infrastructure (Planning
Reference 310090) and Operations Maintenance Facility (Planning
Reference 211316) has been granted on 26th May 2022 and 20th July
2022, respectively.

• Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 Offshore Infrastructure: This
includes all elements to be consented in accordance with the
Maritime Area Consent This is the subject of this EIAR and
will be referred to as ‘the Proposed Development’ in the
EIAR.

• Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 Onshore Grid Infrastructure: This
relates to the onshore grid infrastructure for which planning
permission has been granted.

• Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 Operations and Maintenance
Facility (OMF): This includes the onshore and nearshore
infrastructure at the OMF, for which planning permission has
been granted.
Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 EirGrid Upgrade Works: any non-
contestable grid upgrade works, consent to be sought and
works to be completed by EirGrid.

Array Area The Array Area is the area within which the Wind Turbine Generators
(WTGs), the Offshore Substation Platforms (OSPs), and associated
cables (export, inter- array, and interconnector cabling) and foundations
will be installed.

Cable Corridor and Working Area The Cable Corridor and Working Area is the area within which export,
inter-array and interconnector cabling will be installed This area will also
facilitate vessel jacking operations associated with installation of WTG
structures and associated foundations within the Array Area.

Competent Authority (CA) The authority designated as responsible for performing the duties
arising from the EIA Directive as amended. For this application, the
Competent Authority is An Coimisiun Pleanala (AGP).

Environmental Impact Assessment
(EIA)

An Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) is a statutory process by
which certain planned Projects must be assessed before a formal
decision to proceed can be made. It involves the collection and
consideration of environmental information, which fulfils the assessment
requirements of the Directive 2011/92/EU on the assessment of the
effects of certain public and private projects on the environment as
amended by Directive 2014/52/EU of the European Parliament and of
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�7�H�U�P �0�H�D�Q�L�Q�J 

the Council (EIA Directive) and the regulations transposing the EIA 
Directive (EIA Regulations). 

Environmental Impact Assessment 
Report (EIAR) 

An Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) is a report of the 
effects, if any, which the proposed project, if carried out, would have on 
the environment. It is prepared by the developer to inform the EIA 
process. 

EirGrid State-owned electric power transmission system operator (TSO) in 
Ireland and Transmission Asset Owner (TAO) for the �3�U�R�M�H�F�W�¶�V��
transmission assets. 

Landfall The area in which the offshore export cables make landfall and is the 
transitional area between the offshore cabling and the onshore cabling. 

Mitigation Measure Measure which would avoid, reduce, or offset an impact. 

Permitted Maritime Usage The construction and operation of an offshore windfarm and associated 
infrastructure (including decommissioning and other works required on 
foot of any permission for such offshore windfarm). 

The Application The full set of documents that will be was submitted to An Coimisiún 
Pleanála in support of the consent. 

The Developer Sure Partners Ltd. 
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Acronyms  

�7�H�U�P �0�H�D�Q�L�Q�J 

AA Appropriate Assessment 

ABWP1 Arklow Bank Wind Park 1 

ABWP2 Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 

ACP An Coimisiún Pleanála 

AEZ Archaeological Exclusion Zones 

ALARP As Low As Reasonably Practicable 

ALM Archaeology Management Plan 

CBRA Cable Burial Risk Assessment 

CICES Common International Classification of Ecosystem Services 

COLREG International Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea 

DEHLG Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government 

FMMS Fisheries Management and Mitigation Strategy 

EC European Commission 

EEZ Exclusive Economic Zone 

EIA Environmental Impact Assessment 

EIAR Environmental Impact Assessment Report 

EMF Electromagnetic Field 

EMP Environmental Management Plan 

EPA Environmental Protection Agency 

FLO Fisheries Liaison Officer 

GES Good Environmental Status 

HWM High Water Mark 

IAA Irish Aviation Authority 

IMO International Maritime Organisation 

INNS Invasive Non-Native Species 

IRCG Irish Coast Guard 

LCA Landscape Character Area 
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Term Meaning
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LMP Lighting and Marking Plan 

MAC Maritime Area Consent 

MMMP Marine Mammal Mitigation Plan 

MPCP Marine Pollution Contingency Plan 

MSFD Marine Strategy Framework Directive 

MSO Marine Survey Office 

NMP National Monuments Service 

NMPF National Marine Planning Framework 

NtMs Notice To Mariners  

OFLO Offshore Fisheries Liaison Officer 

OGI Onshore Grid Connection Infrastructure  

O&M Operation and Maintenance 

OMF Operations and Maintenance Facility 

OSP Offshore Substation Platform 

OWF Offshore Wind Farm 

RFI Request for Further Information 

ROV Remote Operated Vehicle 

SAAO Special Amenity Area Order 

SAR Search and Rescue 

SLVIA Seascape, Landscape, Visual Impacts Assessment 

SOLAS Safety of Life at Sea 

SPL Sure Partners Ltd 

SSC Suspended Sediment Concentration 

UK United Kingdom 

UKERC UK Energy Research Centre 

UN United Nations 

UXO Unexploded Ordinance 

VMP Vessel Management Plan 

WTG Wind Turbine Generators 
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Units  

�8�Q�L�W �'�H�V�F�U�L�S�W�L�R�Q�� 

Cd Candela 

km Kilometres 

km2 Kilometres squared 

MW Megawatt  

  

GOBe
APEMGroup

z lsse
Renewables

Units

I Unit Description 1

Ecosystem Functions and Services Assessment (RFI March 2026) 3



  

 

Ecosystem Functions and Services Assessment (RFI March 2026) 4 

1  Introduction to the Assessment  
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1 Introduction to the Assessment

1.1 Background
1.1.1.1 Under RFI 4, An Coimisiun Pleanala (ACP) noted the requirement for the Developer to update

the Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) to include an assessment of impacts (both
positive and negative) to relevant ecosystem functions and services and include mitigation
measures, as appropriate. ACP advised that this should include those services classified as:

• Provisioning;

• Regulation and maintenance; and

• Cultural services.

1.1.1.2 Noting that the Developer is advised to consider the full range of ecosystem services set out in
the report ‘Valuing Ireland’s Blue Ecosystem Services’ (Norton et al, 2018), as referenced in the
National Marine Planning Framework (NMPF).

1.1.1.3 This document sets out the Developer’s assessment of the potential impacts of the Proposed
Development on the ecosystem functions and services criteria listed within the Norton et al.
report. As such, it provides the synopsis report on the relevant impacts on ecosystem functions
and services, as requested in the RFI. As the assessment of effect on ecosystem services and
functions is drawn from the conclusions of the assessments within the EIAR, which included
assessment of construction, operational and decommissioning impacts, the need for adaptive
management, ongoing monitoring and/or other mitigations are considered within the respective
EIAR chapters and transposed within the assessment tables of this report (Table 1.2). As the
conclusions of the EIAR are already directly linked to the assessment of ecosystem functions and
services and therefore it is considered that the impacts (both positive and negative) on relevant
ecosystem functions and services have already been assessed in the EIAR. However, this
synopsis report describes the assessment through the lens of ecosystem functions and services
as referenced in the NMPF.

1.1.1.4 With regard to the two proposed Project Design Options, each chapter of the EIAR has fully
assessed both Project Design Options. This report draws on the conclusions of respective
chapters of the EIAR and therefore the impacts on ecosystem functions and services of both
options have been fully assessed herein.

1.1.1.5 Any cross reference to a chapter, section, table, image, figure or appendix within this document
is to another location within the Addendum to the EIAR unless explicitly stated otherwise. Any
cross reference to anything included in the 2024 EIAR will be clearly labelled as such.

1.1.1.6 Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 (ABWP2) (the Proposed Development) is a proposed offshore wind
farm situated on and around Arklow Bank in the Irish Sea, approximately 6 to 15 km to the east
of Arklow in County Wicklow.

1.1.1.7 ABWP2 is made up of both onshore and offshore components. The subject of this Ecosystem
Functions and Services Report is the offshore infrastructure only (the Proposed Development).

1.1.1.8 In May 2022, Sure Partners Ltd. (the Developer) received planning approval for the onshore grid
infrastructure (OGI) (Case Reference: 310090). In June 2022, the Developer received planning
permission for the Operations and Maintenance Facility (OMF) (Planning Register Reference:
21/1316).

1.1.1.9 The Proposed Development comprises the Array Area (the area within which the Wind Turbine
Generators (WTGs), the Offshore Substation Platforms (OSPs), and associated cables (export,
inter-array, and interconnector cabling) and foundations will be installed) and the Cable Corridor
and Working Area (the area within which export, inter-array and interconnector cabling will be
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installed. This area will also facilitate vessel jacking operations associated with installation of
WTG structures and associated foundations within the Array Area). The total area of the Array
Area is approximately 63.4 km2. The total footprint of the Proposed Development is 139.4 km2

(Figure 1.1).

1.1.1.10 The proposed Cable Corridor and Working Area will extend from the Array Area to the Landfall
approximately 4.5 km to the north of Arklow at Johnstown North where it will meet with the
consented OGI at the High Water Mark (HWM). The HWM is where the geographical delineation
between the onshore and offshore components of ABWP2 is made.

1.1.1.11 A Maritime Area Consent (MAC) (Ref:2022-MAC-002) was granted for the Proposed
Development in December 2022 and the Developer has prepared a planning application for the
Proposed Development which has been submitted to ACP.

1.1.1.12 An existing wind farm, Arklow Bank Wind Park 1 (ABWP1) consisting of seven turbines with a
capacity of 25.2MW that was constructed on Arklow Bank in 2003/04, is owned and operated by
Arklow Energy Limited. It was the first operational offshore wind farm in Ireland. ABWP1 is located
within a sublease area and is surrounded by the Proposed Development, ABWP1 does not form
part of the Proposed Development.
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Figure 1.1 Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 (the Proposed Development)  
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Figure 1.1 Arklow Bank Wind Park 2 (the Proposed Development)
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