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Figure 6.1: The Coastal Processes  Study Area   
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Figure 6.2: Difference between modelled s ediment transport pathways within the Coastal 
Processes Study Are a during the baseline (do -nothing) scenario and with Project Design Option 
1, as shown in Deltares (202 6) 

GoBe
APEMGroup

sse
Renewables

5870 100

I
I

I
i I
/ I

7J V
I i
I >

/
/
t
t
t
f
t
t
t
t

/
/
/
/
/
/
/

/
/
/
/

/
/
/
/
/

/
/
/

/
/

z
7
/
/
/
/
/
/

/ r

/;

/
/
/
/
/
f

/
t
t
/
/
/
/
h

7

4

I
I
/

/
/

7
/
/

SO

5865

60

5860

Q

M
ea

n 
to

ta
l s

ed
im

en
t 

tr
an

sp
or

t 
di

ff
er

en
ce

 [m
 /

ye
ar

/m
]

N
or

th
in

g 
W

G
S

 8
4 

/ U
T

M
 z

on
e 

30
N

 [k
m

]
C

X
J

5855

5850 C
X

J
I

5845

5840
-80

-100
296 298 300 302 304 306 308

Eas t i ng  WGS 84 / UTM zone 30N [km]

Figure 6.2: Difference between modelled sediment transport pathways within the Coastal
Processes Study Area during the baseline (do-nothing) scenario and with Project Design Option
1, as shown in Deltares (2026)

Volume II, Chapter 6: Coastal Processes (Revised March 2026) 13



https://www.infomar.ie/
http://www.marine.ie/






  

 

Volume II, Chapter 6: Coastal Processes (Revised March 2026)          17 
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using a Horizontal Directional Drilling technique at a site 
located to the north of Arklow 

Waterman Infrastructure & Environment 
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Arklow Bank Offshore 
Wind Farm 
Environmental 
Monitoring. Benthic 
Ecology Survey Report 

2021 Information regarding the survey details and associated 
analysis of the project specific benthic survey. 

Aquatic Services Unit MS210201 

Arklow Offshore Wind 
Farm Metocean Study, 
Final Data Report. 

2021 Half hourly data, for temperature, conductivity, salinity, 
density, turbidity, waves, water level, currents, at five 
locations on Arklow Bank. 

Fugro GB Marine 

Arklow Bank Wind Park 
II. Cable Landfall: 
Feasibility Study 

2020 
 

Feasibility Study to determine suitable cable Landfall 
methods, and the preferred Landfall site, through a 
process of Options Appraisal. 

Waterman Infrastructure & Environment 
Limited 

    
Arklow Bank Wind Park 
Export cable route: 
Results Report 

2019 Information regarding the survey details and associated 
analysis of the project specific geophysical survey. For a 
Cable Corridor and Working Area defined prior to 
refinement. 

Ultrabeam Hydrographic Ltd 

Arklow Bank Wind Park 
Array Area: Results 
Report 

2019 Information regarding the survey details and associated 
analysis of the project specific geophysical survey. For 
an Array Area defined prior to refinement. 

Ultrabeam Hydrographic Ltd 

Geological and 
Geotechnical Desk Top 
Study 

2018 Presentation of a geological and geotechnical 
understanding of the Array Area and Cable Corridor and 
Working Area, prior to the collection of project specific 
data. 

Cathie Associates Ltd 

GOB0
APEMGroup

x sse
Renewables

Data source Date(s) of survey Overview of survey/ report Survey contractor

Arklow Bank Wind Park:
LF2 Landfall Feasibility
Study

2022 Feasibility Study to demonstrate a cable Landfall by
using a Horizontal Directional Drilling technique at a site
located to the north of Arklow

Waterman Infrastructure & Environment
Limited

Arklow Bank Offshore
Wind Farm
Environmental
Monitoring. Benthic
Ecology Survey Report

2021 Information regarding the survey details and associated
analysis of the project specific benthic survey.

Aquatic Services Unit MS210201

Arklow Offshore Wind
Farm Metocean Study,
Final Data Report.

2021 Half hourly data, for temperature, conductivity, salinity,
density, turbidity, waves, water level, currents, at five
locations on Arklow Bank.

Fugro GB Marine

Arklow Bank Wind Park
II. Cable Landfall:
Feasibility Study

2020 Feasibility Study to determine suitable cable Landfall
methods, and the preferred Landfall site, through a
process of Options Appraisal.

Waterman Infrastructure & Environment
Limited

Arklow Bank Wind Park
Export cable route:
Results Report

2019 Information regarding the survey details and associated
analysis of the project specific geophysical survey. For a
Cable Corridor and Working Area defined prior to
refinement.

Ultrabeam Hydrographic Ltd

Arklow Bank Wind Park
Array Area: Results
Report

2019 Information regarding the survey details and associated
analysis of the project specific geophysical survey. For
an Array Area defined prior to refinement.

Ultrabeam Hydrographic Ltd

Geological and
Geotechnical Desk Top
Study

2018 Presentation of a geological and geotechnical
understanding of the Array Area and Cable Corridor and
Working Area, prior to the collection of project specific
data.

Cathie Associates Ltd

Volume II, Chapter 6: Coastal Processes (Revised March 2026) 17









  

 

Volume II, Chapter 6: Coastal Processes (Revised March 2026)         21 

 

Figure 6.3: Designated sites in relation to the Coastal Processes Study Area  
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Figure 6.4: Undesignated sites in relation to the Coastal Processes Study Area  
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Figure 6.4: Undesignated sites in relation to the Coastal Processes Study Area
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1 Tidal currents that ebb and flood in opposite directions 
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the metocean survey showed that current speeds are greater at the water surface than near-bed
(Fugro, 2021).

6.6.1.6 Current direction recorded within the metocean survey clearly show that the tides are recti-linear1,
along a north northeast (flood tide) to south southwest (ebb tide) (Fugro, 2021). This is further
supported by the results of coupled modelling presented in Volume III, Appendix 6.2: Arklow Bank
Sediment Mobility Assessment (RFI March 2026), which identifies regional current patterns
generally directed from south to north during flood tides, and from north to south during ebb.

6.6.1.7 The residual tidal current on the Arklow Bank has been found by Horrillo-Caraballo et al. (2021)
to have a, generally, clockwise circulation, with a residual flow northward on the western flank
and a southward direction of the residual flow on the eastern flank. Modelling results by Creane
et al. (2023b) and Partrac (2022) identified a flood and ebb tidal current dominance on the west
and east side of the bank, respectively. Further, numerical modelling has also shown a net cross-
bank flow in an easterly direction over the central portion of the bank (Partrac, 2022). Of note is
that it is suggested that the strength and direction of the tidal current residuals vary on a monthly
basis (with implications on Arklow Bank’s morphodynamic behaviour - see paragraph 6.6.1.24 et
seq.) (Creane et al., 2023b). High values of vorticity maxima in the tidal residual flow (an indicator
of sediment transport and water movement) within the Array Area are predicted and align with
the presence of the sandbank (Horrillo-Caraballo et al., 2021), corroborated by distortion of the
tidal flow direction due to the presence of Arklow Bank identified in the results of coupled
modelling (Volume III, Appendix 6.2: Arklow Bank Sediment Mobility Assessment (RFI March
2026)).

6.6.1.8 Superimposed upon regular tidal behaviours are various non-tidal influences, which mainly
originate from meteorological effects. An example is surges, formed by rapid changes in
atmospheric pressure causing the water levels to fluctuate considerably above or below the tidal
level. This effect can be further impacted by the wind strength and direction. Moving low pressure
systems and associated strong and persistent wind fields may generate strong positive surges,
often referred to as a ‘storm surge’. Storm surges may cause short-term modification of
astronomically driven tidal currents. The 1 in 50-year return period storm surge at the site is of
the order of 1.0 m (Flather et al.,1998). Under an extreme (1 in 50-year return period) storm
surge, current speeds may be more than twice that encountered under normal peak spring tide
conditions (Flather ef al.,1998).

1 Tidal currents that ebb and flood in opposite directions
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Figure 6.5: Tidal speeds vs direction around Arklow Bank (data from Fugro (2021) and interpretated by Partrac (2022)  ) 
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Figure 6.5: Tidal speeds vs direction around Arklow Bank (data from Fugro (2021) and interpretated by Partrac (2022) )
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6.6.1.9 The wave regime consists of a combination of swell waves moving into, and propagating through,
the Coastal Processes Study Area, in addition to more locally generated wind-waves. Swell
waves are long-crested, uniformly symmetrical waves which are generated remotely from the
Coastal Processes Study Area, whilst wind-waves result from the transfer of wind energy to the
water surface. The Irish Sea is constrained by two narrow channels (the Northern Channel and
the St. George's Channel), and as such waves are predominantly locally generated (Howarth,
1999). Swell waves are present near the entrances and southern end of the St. George's Channel,
and can propagate inwards (Howarth, 2005; Horrillo-Caraballo et al., 2021). Due to the relative
proximity of the Proposed Development to the St. George’s Channel, a proportion of the wave
regime experienced at the site is under the influence of North Atlantic swell waves.

6.6.1.10 Ireland is positioned on the path of major North Atlantic storms. This greatly influences wind
directions and wave heights in Irish coastal waters which are exposed to strong wave energy and
regular low-pressure systems. Consequently, storm surges in the Irish Sea are associated with
major Atlantic depressions, usually from a westerly direction (Sweeney, 2000). Storms are
experienced mostly during the winter months, with the most common directions of storms being
southwest and northwest

6.6.1.11 As waves enter the Irish Sea, they are influenced by shallowing water depths and are refracted
towards the coast, with most waves coming from the south-southwest, southwest and south-
southeast sectors. A secondary peak in the wave direction, as recorded during the metocean
campaign, was for waves originating from the north-east (Fugro, 2021).

6.6.1.12 This information is supported by the results of coupled modelling carried out in Volume III,
Appendix 6.2: Arklow Bank Sediment Mobility Assessment (RFI March 2026)), with results
presented for waves from the south-southwest and northeast. Due to smaller fetches, waves from
the northeast are generally found to be smaller than waves from the south-southwest (as shown
in Figure 6.6 from the metocean deployment). Smaller waves can propagate fairly undisturbed
over Arklow Bank, with no noticeable change in wave direction observed, although wave heights
slightly decrease to the west of the crest. During summer months significant wave heights of up
to 2 m are observed, whereas winter storms occurring during the winter months (primarily from a
south-southwesterly direction) result in significant wave heights up to around 4 m.

6.6.1.13 Data collected during the metocean survey undertaken for the Proposed Development, recorded
the maximum wave height of 6.83 m at the south of Arklow Bank (Deployment Site E on Figure
6.5) (Fugro GB Marine, 2021). Further, the largest significant wave height was also recorded at
the south of Arklow Bank at 4.62 m (Fugro GB Marine, 2021). The primary wave parameters at
each of the five metocean deployment locations has been calculated by Partrac (2022) and is
shown in Table 6.8 and Figure 6.6 for completeness.
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Figure 6.6: Wave height vs direction around Arklow Bank (data from Fugro GB Marine  (2021) and interpreted  by Partrac (2022))   
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Figure 6.6: Wave height vs direction around Arklow Bank (data from Fugro GB Marine (2021) and interpreted by Partrac (2022))
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Figure 6.7: Wind speed and direction in the Array  Area (MetOcean  Works, 2021a )
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Figure 6.7: Wind speed and direction in the Array Area (MetOcean Works, 2021a)
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Figure 6.8: Surficial seabed sediments at the Proposed Development (Aquatic Services Unit, 2021; INFOMAR, 2022)  
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Figure 6.9: Suspended sediment concentrations within the Proposed Development and wider area (Cefas, 2016)   
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Figure 6.9: Suspended sediment concentrations within the Proposed Development and wider area (Cefas, 2016)

Volume II, Chapter 6: Coastal Processes (Revised March 2026) 34



  

 

Volume II, Chapter 6: Coastal Processes (Revised March 2026)         35 

Morphology  
 

 

 

 

 

GoBe
APEMGroup

x sse
Renewables

Morphology

6.6.1.24 Across the Array Area, water depths range between 0.6 m and 50 m (relative to Lowest
Astronomical Tide (LAT) which is Chart Datum (CD) Arklow), with the shallower depths
corresponding to the prominent bathymetric feature, Arklow Bank. At the location of the proposed
WTG structures, the water depths are in the range 18.56 m to 41.77 m. This feature is an open-
shelf linear sandbank situated, approximately, 6 km to 15 km off the Irish coast near Arklow. The
sandbank is, approximately, 25 km long, orientated roughly north-south and experiences strong
tidal currents, breaking waves and active sediment transport. Superimposed on both the
sandbank flanks and crest are sandwaves, with wavelengths of up to 150 m and amplitudes of
10 m (Ultrabeam Hydrographic Ltd, 2019).

6.6.1.25 The base of the sandbank exhibits long-term stability with mobile bedforms, under the influence
of both tidal and wave forcing, present on the upper layers (Creane et al., 2023b). Noting that the
wave and wind influence occurs in the shallower water depths (Creane et al., 2023b). This is
supported by comparison of the 2019 project specific bathymetric surveys against 2016
INFOMAR data, which indicates that whilst there is active bedform (sandwave) migration on the
sandbank, the position and alignment of the underlying bank core have remained stable. This is
further evidenced by analysis of bathymetric data from 2000, 2016, 2019, and 2024 as provided
in Volume III, Appendix 6.2: Arklow Bank Sediment Mobility Assessment (RFI March 2026). The
sandbank crest consists of a smooth seabed with areas of localised bedforms, attributed to the
high current regime, which can also be influenced by wind forcing (paragraph 6.6.1.17). Water
depths vary along the north-south orientated bank crest varying between 0.6 m and 4.0 m (LAT).
Beyond the bank crest, water depths increase, with the angle of the crest slope being more
pronounced on the eastern side.

6.6.1.26 Bathymetric analysis suggests the mobile bedform behaviour is such that seabed level changes
of the order of +14.5 m to -11 m occur over an annual period. However, this does not include for,
potentially larger, morphological changes of the sandbank occurring over shorter timescales, with
variation between individual lunar months (Creane etal., 2023b). Confirmation of seabed mobility
upon Arklow Bank is provided from ABWP1 bathymetric monitoring surveys (Table 6.3) which
clearly show areas of erosion and accretion, resulting from bedform migration throughout the site,
in addition to areas of deposition and erosion due to localised flow perturbations around the
monopile structures. The highly mobile bedforms and energetic tidal regime present upon Arklow
Bank were demonstrated following the installation of the 5 m diameter ABWP1 monopiles, but
prior to the installation of scour protection. During this time, scour holes developed around the
monopiles due to the tidal flow (Whitehouse et al., 2008), with available data suggesting the scour
had developed to 3.2 m (Whitehouse et al., 2011).

6.6.1.27 Further evidence is provided through analysis of the large-scale morphodynamics of Arklow Bank
from bathymetric and remote sensing data, as outlined in Volume III, Appendix 6.2: Arklow Bank
Sediment Mobility Assessment (RFI March 2026). Analysis of measured bed levels from 2000,
2016, 2019, and 2024 shows that Arklow Bank is highly dynamic, with alternating patterns of
eastward and westward migration on the upper part of the bank. Locally, up to 24 m of bed level
change was observed, with mobility most significant in the shallowest areas. Satellite imagery
analysis tracked the position of the bank crest from 1984 to 2025, revealing periods of both
dynamic crest behaviour and stable crest positions. During the dynamic periods, parts of the crest
can shift up to 500 m over a period of two years, whereas stable crest positions can occur for
several years.

6.6.1.28 Analysis of sandwaves alongside conceptual numerical modelling (hydrodynamic;
sedimentological) confirms the presence of an active sediment transport system around Arklow
Bank which is predominately under the control of tidal currents (Figure 6.10) (Creane etal., 2022;
2023a and 2023b). A flood and ebb tidal dominance is evident on the west and east side of the
bank, respectively, generating a residual clockwise tidal current eddy encompassing the entire
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Figure 6.10: Tidal circulation and associated sediment transport pathways around Arklow Bank, 
the surrounding seabed and within the nearshore (Partrac, 2022) . 
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Figure 6.10: Tidal circulation and associated sediment transport pathways around Arklow Bank,
the surrounding seabed and within the nearshore (Partrac, 2022).
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Figure 6.12: Bedforms within the Cable Corridor and Working Area (Green Rebel, 2023)9 

  

 

 
9Array Area information has been superseded since publication of this figure in 2022 and as such is not relevant for the purposes of 
this EIAR 
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Figure 6.12: Bedforms within the Cable Corridor and Working Area (Green Rebel, 2023)9

9Array Area information has been superseded since publication of this figure in 2022 and as such is not relevant for the purposes of
this EIAR
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of coastal behaviour is given in paragraph 6.6.4 etseq. Coastal process assessments undertaken
for a, now built, wastewater treatment plant at Arklow show that, based on the data available,
erosive characteristics of the shoreline have been present since (at least) 1985 (Arup, 2018).
Furthermore, evidence was identified from historical photographs and a paper presented at
Engineer's Ireland which states that 'the previously existing (Arklow) beach presented continuous
erosion of about 1.5 m between 1930 and 1980’ (Arup, 2018).

6.6.3.8 Satellite imagery from Google maps was used to examine shoreline retreat between 1984 and
2017, with some coastline retreat appearing to have taken place between the 1984 and 2005
images (Figure 6.14), while the coastline remains relatively stable from this date forward
(potentially due to the presence of a hard defence structure) (Arup, 2018). A comparison of two
available bathymetric surveys dating from 1985 and 1996 was carried out in 2017 (Nairn and
Southgate, 2017), in which seabed erosion is shown to occur to, approximately, 400 m
(approximately 6 m water depth) offshore (Arup, 2018). Seabed lowering in front of the revetment
(north of Arklow South Pier) between 1985 and 2016 ranges between 0.5 m and 2 m.

6.6.3.9 The coast at Courtown, south of Arklow, currently protected in places by rock armour, also
exhibits erosion and has done so since the mid-1980’s such that by 2000 the beach is reported
to have ‘disappeared’ (Philips, 2022; Philips et al., 2022). Satellite derived shoreline trend data
from Luijendijk et al. (2018) for the period 1984 to 2016 shows that there has been an erosive
trend at the southern end of the beach from before 2000. Of relevance is the recently (2025)
extended, but unpublished, 2024 Wicklow County Council Coastal Erosion Risk Management
Study which has the remit to characterise the coastal erosion problem along the Arklow coastline
(Office of Public Works (OPW), 2025).

6.6.3.10 The presence of offshore banks afford some protection to the shoreline, acting as a natural
breaker for incoming waves (RPS, 2010). Further, through a detailed assessment of sediment
transport pathways along the coast and offshore which has included an assessment of particle
tracking pathways, it has been shown (Figure 6.10) that there is limited connectivity between the
offshore banks and the coast (Partrac, 2022). This would infer that any littoral sediment transport
relies on sediment sources other than the Offshore sandbanks. This is further corroborated by
the status of the Arklow Bank as an open-shelf linear sandbank (Creane, 2022), the presence of
which ‘is not directly linked to a coastal feature’ (Volume III, Appendix 6.2: Arklow Bank Sediment
Mobility Assessment (RFI March 2026); Huthnance, 1980).
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Figure 6.13: Coastal form: (Waterman Infrastructure and Environmental Ltd, 2020 ) 
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6.6.5.2 Grab sampling provides detailed information (sediment; fauna) as data points which must be
interpretated alongside other relevant datasets. Existing surveys, which included grab samples
(Aquatic Services, 2021; Aquafact, 2025), have been conducted in the wider area, and show good
validation both against each other and against the regional data (INFOMAR, 2022; Figure 6.8).
The seabed morphology and sediments in the area are well studied and surveyed. As such, the
available evidence base is considered sufficiently robust to underpin the assessment presented
here, and an overall high confidence is placed in the baseline characterisation.

6.6.5.3 The sediment plume and accompanying bed level change assessment is dependent upon a
number of factors which determine the exact sediment volume that is entrained into the water
column. This includes the:

• type of drilling/ cable installation equipment used;

• variability of the forcing conditions at the installation time (i.e. the waves and tidal conditions);

and

• mechanical properties of the geological units.

6.6.5.4 In the absence of this detailed information, a series of potential release scenarios have been
considered in the assessments undertaken for this EIAR. Together, these scenarios capture the
greatest impacts in terms of the highest concentration and persistent suspended sediment
plumes, the maximum and greatest spatial extent of changes in bed level elevation.

6.6.5.5 Where a modelled activity occurs within the resolution of one model cell, the behaviour of the
sediment plume can be considered to occur at a sub-grid scale. Therefore, it is not appropriate
to draw conclusions for the size or concentration of the plume within the cell in which the activity
occurs. Therefore, this has been supplemented with information based on expert judgement and
analogous projects to allow meaningful interpretation. Further detail on the numerical modelling,
including the representation of the Proposed Development, is provided in Volume III (Appendix
6.1: Marine Physical Processes Numerical Modelling (Revised March 2026), Appendix 6.2:
Arklow Bank Sediment Mobility Assessment (RFI March 2026), and Appendix 6.3: Arklow Bank
- Quantitative Assessment of the Influence of In-place Infrastructure on the Local Sediment
Transport System (RFI March 2026)).

6.6.5.6 Additional numerical modelling (Volume III) was undertaken to assess the potential impacts of
Project Design Option 1 upon Coastal Processes. Based on the modelling results submitted within
the original EIAR, the differences between Project Design Option 1 and Project Design Option 2
are not considered sufficient to alter the overall significance of the results for Impact 2. The
updated modelling has modelled Project Design Option 1 (53 WTGs and 2 OSPs), which is
considered representative (although precautionary) of potential impacts arising from Project
Design Option 2 (47 WTGs and 2 OSPs) due to the greater number of structures and therefore
the greater potential impact on the wave and tidal regimes. Updated modelling has therefore been
provided for Project Design Option 1 and is considered to be representative of potential impacts
for both scenarios.

6.6.5.7 The availability of robust data, as detailed in Section 6.5.1, relevant for the characterisation and
assessment of Coastal Processes is such that it is considered that a thorough and meaningful
characterisation for the purposes of EIA can be undertaken. As such, the available evidence base
is sufficiently robust to underpin the assessment presented here, and an overall high confidence
is placed on the assessment and its findings.
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6.7.1 Key parameters for assessment 
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6.7 Impact assessment methodology

6.7.1 Key parameters for assessment
6.7.1.1 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 (Revised March
2026). This approach has allowed for a robust and full assessment of the Proposed Development.

6.7.1.2 The two Project Design Options and parameters relevant to each potential impact are detailed in
Table 6.11 and Table 6.12.
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Significance of effect 
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Significance of effect

6.8.2.5 The significance of the effect upon Coastal Processes is determined by correlating the magnitude
of the impact and the sensitivity of the receptor. The particular method employed for this
assessment is presented in Table 6.16. Where a range of significance of effect is presented in
Table 6.16, the final assessment for each effect is based upon expert judgement.
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Figure 6.15: Suspended sediment concentrations following sandwave clearance for foundation installation and the associated spoil disposal  at the Zone 3 disposal site . Shown for a high and low current regime on a flood 
(northwards) and ebb (southwards) tide  

 

GoBe
APEMGroup

sse
Renewables

297600 305800 297600 305800

ropeaj

849 m

Blackwater
Bank SAC

4—

/ /
/ /I//
/
/

849 m

, Blackwater
/ Bank SAC

/?

sse
Renewables

Ark low Bank Wind Park 2

o
IO
in

Max imum  Sed iment  Concentrat ions Fo l low ing  Sandwave

Clearance for Foundat ion Insta l la t ion  and Associated
Spoil Disposal  at Zone 3 Disposal  Site*

58
47

40
0 

58
55

60
0

Legend

| ABWP2 Array Area

| ABWP2 Cable Corridor and Working Area

Coastal Processes Study Area

| x Special Area of Conservation (SAC)

| | Dumping at Sea Location - MW - Zone 3

Suspended Sediment (mg/l)

1 - 2.49

2.5-4.99

| 4.5-9.99

| 10-19.99

| 20 - 31.7 (31.7 - Average Baseline SSC Value)

31.8-44.99

45 - 54.99

55 - 64.99

65 - 74.6 (74.6 - Maximum Baseline SSC Value)

74.7-99.99

100 - 249.99

250 - 499.99

| 500-999.99

I 1,000 - 1,999.99

| >2,000

58
47

40
0

ropeaj ropeaj

849 m 849 m

/
/

) W

ins

I Blackwater
Bank SAC

*Shown for a high and low current regime on a
flood (northwards) and ebb (southwards) tide

Notes
Esrt, I n te rmap ,  NASA, NGA, USGS,
Esri, CGIAR, USGS, Sources: Esri,
TomTom, Garmin,  FAO, NOAA,
USGS, © OpenSt ree tMap
cont r ibu tors ,  and the GIS User

Communi ty ,  Esri, Ordnance
Survey, NASA, NGA, USGS, Esri,
GEBCO, Garmin ,  Natura lVue,  Esri,

USGS. Contains  Ordnance  Survey
data © Crown copyright  and

database r ights (2022).  OS

Dublin

ELAND

'WALE

58
47

40
0 

58
55

60
0

58
55

60
0

Coordinate System:

ETRS 1989 UTM Zone 30N

0 2 4 km
I I I I I I I I I I I

Date Drawn By Checked By Approved By

13/02/2026 GB AK LK
Scale

1:110,000 @ A3

Suites B2 & C2
Higher Mil l
Higher Mil l  Lane
Buckfast leigh

Devon
TQ11 OEN
www.gobeconsul tants .com
+44 (0)1626 323890

GoBe
APEMGroup

Figure Number  6,15

58
47

40
0

Figure 6.15: Suspended sediment concentrations following sandwave clearance for foundation installation and the associated spoil disposal at the Zone 3 disposal site. Shown for a high and low current regime on a flood
(northwards) and ebb (southwards) tide
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