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14.3 Regulatory background  
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14.2.1.4 The NiMa team bring a full understanding of the methodology and best practice for undertaking
commercial fisheries impact assessments globally. This includes a keen knowledge of guidance
related to undertaking impact assessment for commercial fisheries, including leading the
development of "Best Practice Guidance for Fishing Industry Financial and Economic Impact
Assessments" for the UK Fisheries Economic Network (UKFEN) and Seafish.

14.2.1.5 The NiMa team have extensive experience in leading every stage for the commercial fisheries
elements of consent applications for nationally significant offshore wind farm projects in the UK.
This includes projects in the North Sea (Neart na Gaoithe, Hornsea One, Two, Three and Four;
Dudgeon and Sheringham Shoal Extension Projects), the English Channel (Rampion 2) and the
Irish Sea (Awel y Mor Offshore Wind Farm). Since 2010, NiMa staff member Fiona has been
engaged on Hornsea projects on the east coast of England, where her expertise was brought to
every stage of the consenting process involving scoping, fisheries liaison plan production, UK
and European wide fishing industry consultation, Environmental Statement chapter and technical
appendix preparation, development of Statements of Common Ground and acting as expert
witness during examination process. NiMa are also engaged in providing equivalent services to
a number of other newly identified and extension offshore wind farm projects in UK and Irish
waters.

14.2.1.6 In Irish waters, the NiMa team are currently providing commercial fisheries expertise to Dublin
Array Offshore Wind Farm Project (RWE and Saorgus Energy) and North Irish Sea Array (NISA
Ltd), as well as Arklow Bank Wind Park 2.

14.2.1.7 NiMa also supports developers in meeting post-consent compliance requirements; for example,
for the Neart na Gaoithe Offshore Wind Farm in Scottish territorial waters we prepared a fisheries
mitigation and management plan, and are undertaking an ongoing programme of commercial
fisheries monitoring. NiMa’s work requires sound understanding offish and shellfish ecology, the
status of commercial stocks and patterns of fishing activity.

14.3 Regulatory background
14.3.1.1 This section outlines guidance and policy specific to commercial fisheries, including best practice

guidelines.

14.3.1.2 The assessment of potential impacts upon commercial fisheries has been made with specific
reference to legislation, policy and guidance as outlined in Table 14.1.

14.3.1.3 Of particular relevance to commercial fisheries is the National Marine Planning Framework
(NMPF)(Department of Housing, Local Government and Heritage, 2021) which provides specific
policies for fisheries in the context of marine developments. Where significant adverse impact on
access for existing fishing activities occurs, it must be demonstrated that proposals will (in order
of preference) avoid, minimise or mitigate such impacts (Fisheries Policy 1). In addition, where
significant impacts are identified, a Fisheries Management and Mitigation Strategy (FMMS)
should be prepared (Fisheries Policy 2).

14.3.1.4 In addition, off relevance to commercial fisheries, is the NMPF (Department of Housing, Local
Government and Heritage, 2021) Co-existence policy 1: Proposals should demonstrate that they
have considered how to optimise the use of space, including through consideration of
opportunities for co-existence and co-operation with other activities, enhancing other activities
where appropriate. If proposals cannot avoid significant adverse impacts (including displacement)
on other activities they must, in order of preference: a) minimise significant adverse impacts, b)
mitigate significant adverse impacts, or c) if it is not possible to mitigate significant adverse
impacts, proposals should set out the reasons for proceeding.

14.3.1.5 The Proposed Development has designed the project parameters to avoid impacts with
commercial fisheries to the extent practicable, as described in Volume II, Chapter 4: Description
of Development (Revised March 2026), including details of site selection. This chapter provides
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https://www.gov.ie/pdf/?file=https://assets.gov.ie/139100/f0984c45-5d63-4378-ab65-d7e8c3c34016.pdf#page=null
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https://www.gov.ie/en/publication/71e36-offshore-renewable-energy-development-plan-ii-oredp-ii/#environmental-assessments


https://www.opr.ie/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/2018-Environmental-Impact-Assessment-1.pdf
https://www.opr.ie/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/2018-Environmental-Impact-Assessment-1.pdf
https://www.epa.ie/publications/monitoring--assessment/assessment/EIAR_Guidelines_2022_Web.pdf
https://www.epa.ie/publications/monitoring--assessment/assessment/EIAR_Guidelines_2022_Web.pdf
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14.4 Consultation
14.4.1.1 A summary of the key issues raised during consultation activities undertaken to date specific to

Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture is presented in Table 14.2, together with how these issues
have been considered in the production of this EIAR chapter.

14.4.1.2 The Fisheries Liaison Officer (FLO) remains in post, providing continuity and facilitation for
ongoing consultation and engagement with the fishing industry.

14.4.1.3 The Developer has met regularly with other Phase One Developers to agree a collaborative
approach to addressing concerns relating to cumulative displacement, including the North Irish
Sea Array, Codling and Dublin Array projects, and is committed to continuing these constructive
and proactive discussions.

14.4.1.4 The Developer is an active member of the Seafood/ORE Working Group, where approaches to
addressing cumulative displacement have been raised and discussed in the wider working-group
context.

14.4.1.5 The Developer has consulted with the Marine Institute (alongside other Phase One projects). This
was for clarity on the matters on cumulative displacement that were raised in the observation that
was submitted as part of the statutory consultation on the planning application.
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Figure 14.1: Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture Study Area  
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Figure 14.1: Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture Study Area
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Figure 14.3: Weight of landings by Irish vessels from ICES rectangles 34E4 and 34E3 indicating 
species from 201 5-2020 (Source: SFPA, 2022)  
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Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture Study Area, worth € 1,9 million (based on a first sales
value of € 1,500 per tonne).
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Figure 14.3: Weight of landings by Irish vessels from ICES rectangles 34E4 and 34E3 indicating
species from 2015-2020 (Source: SFPA, 2022)

14.6.2.6 Potting for whelks in the Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture Study Area takes place all year
round. In addition to whelks, some of the local vessels deploy a range of other gears seasonally
to target other species, including potting for crabs and lobster, trawling for whitefish species,
herring and sprats, and netting for whitefish species. Consultation with fisheries stakeholders
indicates that the majority of local vessels engaged in the whelk fishery are under 12 m in length.

14.6.2.7 It was also noted during consultation that areas in the vicinity of the Proposed Development
support a seed mussel fishery. Mussel dredgers participating in this fishery must hold a valid
mussel seed authorisation. Fishing generally takes place in the autumn, subject to seed
availability. Seed mussel surveys are undertaken by BIM, including the area around Wicklow
Head. The latest survey estimated the available tonnage of mussel seed to be around 360 tonnes
in the Wicklow bed (BIM, 2023). This is located outside of and to the north of the Proposed
Development.

14.6.2.8 A number of beam trawlers were also identified during consultation at local ports. These vessels
are larger in size (24 m in length) and primarily target demersal fish species such as rays, plaice,
sole and cod.

Fishing Grounds
14.6.2.9 Potting fishery: An indication of the extent and location of inshore fishing grounds targeted by

potting vessels (all under 15m vessels and primarily under 12 m vessels) is provided in Figure
14.1.5 of Volume II, Appendix 14.1: . Whelk fishing areas are identified to extend over the inshore
section of the Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture Study Area (i.e. where the Proposed
Development is located) as well as wider areas to the north and south.

14.6.2.10 Fisheries activity surveys from 2019 to 2023 indicate that potting activity is undertaken across the
Cable Corridor and Working Area, and that very low levels of potting activity has been recorded
within the Array Area (Figure 14.1.2 and Figure 14.1.3 of Volume III, Appendix 14.1: Commercial
Fisheries and Aquaculture Technical Report (Revised March 2026)). This corroborates the
inshore potting mapping provided in Figure 14.1.5 of Volume III, Appendix 14.1: Commercial
Fisheries and Aquaculture Technical Report (Revised March 2026).

14.6.2.11 In line with the above, marine traffic surveys undertaken around the area of the Proposed
Development (see Volume III, Appendix 15.1: Navigational Risk Assessment (Revised March
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14.7 Impact assessment methodology  

14.7.1 Key parameters for assessment 
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14.6.4.7 Overall, the range of data sources available, coupled with industry consultation and expert
judgement provide sufficient knowledge to characterise the baseline environment for the purpose
of undertaking the EIAR for commercial fisheries.

14.7 Impact assessment methodology

14.7.1 Key parameters for assessment
14.7.1.1 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.

14.7.1.2 The two Project Design Options and parameters relevant to each potential impact are detailed in
Table 14.6: and Table 14.7.
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Factored in measures Justification 

Environmental 
Management Plan 
(Revised March 2026) 
(Volume III, Appendix 
25.1) 

Development of and implementation of an EMP. This includes 
mitigation/monitoring measures and commitments made within the 
EIAR, including but not limited to chemical usage, invasive and non-
native species, pollution prevention and waste management. 

Construction 
Programme and 
Construction 
Methodology (Volume II, 
Chapter 4: Description of 
Development (Revised 
March 2026)) 

Outlines the proposed construction programme for the Proposed 
Development. Provides details on the timing and sequencing of 
construction works.  
The construction methodology provides information on the 
construction procedures and good working practices proposed for 
the construction phase of the Proposed Development  

Operations and 
Maintenance Activities 
Methodology (Volume II, 
Chapter 4: Description of 
Development (Revised 
March 2026)) 

Provides information on the maintenance procedure, including 
timing of maintenance activities. 
Charting of all structures associated with the Proposed 
Development on relevant nautical and electronic charts. 

Pre- and Post-
Construction surveys 

Volume II, Chapter 25: Summary of Factored in Measures, 
Mitigation and Monitoring (Revised March 2026), sets out 
commitments to environmental monitoring in pre-, during and post-
construction phases. 
Confirmatory surveys to verify the presence or absence of Annex I 
features (blue mussel beds, reefs) and to confirm predicted benthic 
habitats present. Avoidance will minimise direct and indirect impacts 
on these features. 

Undertaking of post-installation cable burial surveys and periodic 
monitoring of cables (every six months for the first two years and 
annually thereafter). 

FMMS (Revised March 
2026) (Volume III, 
Appendix 25.3: FMMS)  

A FMMS has been prepared. The FMMS sets out the means of 
ongoing fisheries liaison through construction and operations and 
maintenance (O&M) phases of the Proposed Development and 
details and commits to mitigation measures of relevance to 
commercial fisheries. 

Gear loss (Volume III, 
Appendix 25.3: FMMS) 

Implementation of a procedure for claim for loss or damage to 
fishing gear which is provided in the FMMS. 

Vessel Management 
Plan and procedures for 
project vessels (Volume 
III, Appendix 25.7). 

A Vessel Management Plan (VMP) has been prepared. The VMP 
confirms the types and numbers of vessels that will be engaged on 
the Proposed Development and considers vessel coordination 
including indicative transit route planning (Marine Coordination). 
All contractors undertaking works will be contractually obliged to 
ensure compliance with the FMMS, including prohibition of the 
discarding of objects or materials overboard and requirement for 
rapid recovery of accidentally dropped objects where feasible. 
A Code of Conduct included in the FMMS will be issued to all 
project vessel operators to advise on how to avoid impacts on 
marine megafauna and interference with fishing activities. 
Compliance of all project vessels with Irish marine regulations 
including the holding of correct certification as required by the 
Marine Survey Office (MSO)), and international maritime regulations 
as adopted by the relevant flag state including the International 
Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea (COLREGs) (IMO, 
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Factored in measures Justification

Environmental
Management Plan
(Revised March 2026)
(Volume III, Appendix
25.1)

Development of and implementation of an EMP. This includes
mitigation/monitoring measures and commitments made within the
EIAR, including but not limited to chemical usage, invasive and non-
native species, pollution prevention and waste management.

Construction
Programme and
Construction

Outlines the proposed construction programme for the Proposed
Development. Provides details on the timing and sequencing of
construction works.

Methodology (Volume II,
Chapter 4: Description of
Development (Revised
March 2026))

The construction methodology provides information on the
construction procedures and good working practices proposed for
the construction phase of the Proposed Development

Operations and
Maintenance Activities

Provides information on the maintenance procedure, including
timing of maintenance activities.

Methodology (Volume II,
Chapter 4: Description of
Development (Revised
March 2026))

Charting of all structures associated with the Proposed
Development on relevant nautical and electronic charts.

Pre- and Post-
Construction surveys

Volume II, Chapter 25: Summary of Factored in Measures,
Mitigation and Monitoring (Revised March 2026), sets out
commitments to environmental monitoring in pre-, during and post-
construction phases.
Confirmatory surveys to verify the presence or absence of Annex I
features (blue mussel beds, reefs) and to confirm predicted benthic
habitats present. Avoidance will minimise direct and indirect impacts
on these features.

Undertaking of post-installation cable burial surveys and periodic
monitoring of cables (every six months for the first two years and
annually thereafter).

FMMS (Revised March
2026) (Volume III,
Appendix 25.3: FMMS)

A FMMS has been prepared. The FMMS sets out the means of
ongoing fisheries liaison through construction and operations and
maintenance (O&M) phases of the Proposed Development and
details and commits to mitigation measures of relevance to
commercial fisheries.

Gear loss (Volume III,
Appendix 25.3: FMMS)

Implementation of a procedure for claim for loss or damage to
fishing gear which is provided in the FMMS.

Vessel Management
Plan and procedures for
project vessels (Volume
III, Appendix 25.7).

A Vessel Management Plan (VMP) has been prepared. The VMP
confirms the types and numbers of vessels that will be engaged on
the Proposed Development and considers vessel coordination
including indicative transit route planning (Marine Coordination).
All contractors undertaking works will be contractually obliged to
ensure compliance with the FMMS, including prohibition of the
discarding of objects or materials overboard and requirement for
rapid recovery of accidentally dropped objects where feasible.
A Code of Conduct included in the FMMS will be issued to all
project vessel operators to advise on how to avoid impacts on
marine megafauna and interference with fishing activities.
Compliance of all project vessels with Irish marine regulations
including the holding of correct certification as required by the
Marine Survey Office (MSO)), and international maritime regulations
as adopted by the relevant flag state including the International
Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea (COLREGs) (IMO,
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Factored in measures Justification 

1974) and the International Convention for the Safety of Life at Sea 
(SOLAS) (IMO, 1974). 

Navigational safety A Lighting and Marking Plan (LMP) (Volume III, Appendix 25.6: 
Lighting and Marking Plan (Revised March 2026)) has been 
developed. The LMP confirms compliance with legal requirements 
with regards to shipping, navigation and aviation marking and 
lighting. 
The operator of the Proposed Development will issue, as 
necessary, requests to the Irish Aviation Authority (IAA) to submit 
Aeronautical Information Circulars in the event of any failure of 
aviation lighting. Any light which fails shall be repaired or replaced 
as soon as is reasonably practicable. An alerting system for light 
failure will be put in place, such as remote monitoring or other 
suitable methods. 
Navigational aids and marine charting to ensure other marine users 
are aware of the location of the Proposed Development. 
Compliance with UK Marine Guidance Note (MGN) 654 with respect 
to WTG design and construction, to ensure recognised safe 
standards are met with regards to navigational safety and 
emergency response (search and rescue, salvage and towing, 
counter pollution). 

Rehabilitation Schedule 
(Volume III, Appendix 
4.1) 

A Rehabilitation Schedule has been developed which provides 
measures for the decommissioning of the Proposed Development. 

The Developer confirms 
and commits that it will 
not carry out any works 
in respect of the 
Proposed Development 
under the planning 
permission (if granted) at 
the same time as any 
activities the subject of 
the Foreshore Licence 
for Site Investigations 
(FS007339). 

The Developer was granted a Foreshore Licence (FS007339) for 
Site Investigations (associated with the Proposed Development) 
from the Minister for Housing, Local Government and Heritage in 
May 2022.  
  
The Developer confirms and commits that it will not carry out any 
works in respect of the Proposed Development under the planning 
permission (if granted) at the same time as any activities the subject 
of the Foreshore Licence for Site Investigations (FS007339) being 
carried out. 
  
As such there is no temporal overlap between the activities 
consented in this Foreshore Licence and the Proposed 
Development and there will be no potential for cumulative effects. 

The Developer confirms 
and commits that it will 
not carry out any works 
in respect of the 
Proposed Development 
under the planning 
permission (if granted) at 
the same time as any 
activities the subject of 
the Foreshore Licence 
Application for Site 
Surveys FS007555 
(should a licence be 
granted) are being 
carried out. 

The Developer submitted a Foreshore Licence Application for Site 
Surveys to the Minister for Housing, Local Government and 
Heritage in April 2023 (FS007555) and this application was 
approved on 04 July 2024 and is valid until 04 June 2029. 
 
The Developer confirms and commits that it will not carry out any 
works in respect of the Proposed Development under the planning 
permission (if granted) at the same time as any activities the subject 
of the Foreshore Licence Application for Site Surveys FS007555 are 
being carried out. 
  
As such there is no temporal overlap between the activities 
proposed in the Foreshore Licence Application and the Proposed 
Development. 
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Factored in measures Justification

1974) and the International Convention for the Safety of Life at Sea
(SOLAS) (IMO, 1974).

Navigational safety A Lighting and Marking Plan (LMP) (Volume III, Appendix 25.6:
Lighting and Marking Plan (Revised March 2026)) has been
developed. The LMP confirms compliance with legal requirements
with regards to shipping, navigation and aviation marking and
lighting.

The operator of the Proposed Development will issue, as
necessary, requests to the Irish Aviation Authority (IAA) to submit
Aeronautical Information Circulars in the event of any failure of
aviation lighting. Any light which fails shall be repaired or replaced
as soon as is reasonably practicable. An alerting system for light
failure will be put in place, such as remote monitoring or other
suitable methods.

Navigational aids and marine charting to ensure other marine users
are aware of the location of the Proposed Development.
Compliance with UK Marine Guidance Note (MGN) 654 with respect
to WTG design and construction, to ensure recognised safe
standards are met with regards to navigational safety and
emergency response (search and rescue, salvage and towing,
counter pollution).

Rehabilitation Schedule
(Volume III, Appendix
4.1)

A Rehabilitation Schedule has been developed which provides
measures for the decommissioning of the Proposed Development.

The Developer confirms
and commits that it will
not carry out any works
in respect of the
Proposed Development
under the planning
permission (if granted) at
the same time as any
activities the subject of
the Foreshore Licence
for Site Investigations
(FS007339).

The Developer was granted a Foreshore Licence (FS007339) for
Site Investigations (associated with the Proposed Development)
from the Minister for Housing, Local Government and Heritage in
May 2022.

The Developer confirms and commits that it will not carry out any
works in respect of the Proposed Development under the planning
permission (if granted) at the same time as any activities the subject
of the Foreshore Licence for Site Investigations (FS007339) being
carried out.

As such there is no temporal overlap between the activities
consented in this Foreshore Licence and the Proposed
Development and there will be no potential for cumulative effects.

The Developer confirms
and commits that it will
not carry out any works
in respect of the
Proposed Development
under the planning
permission (if granted) at
the same time as any
activities the subject of
the Foreshore Licence
Application for Site
Surveys FS007555
(should a licence be
granted) are being
carried out.

The Developer submitted a Foreshore Licence Application for Site
Surveys to the Minister for Housing, Local Government and
Heritage in April 2023 (FS007555) and this application was
approved on 04 July 2024 and is valid until 04 June 2029.

The Developer confirms and commits that it will not carry out any
works in respect of the Proposed Development under the planning
permission (if granted) at the same time as any activities the subject
of the Foreshore Licence Application for Site Surveys FS007555 are
being carried out.

As such there is no temporal overlap between the activities
proposed in the Foreshore Licence Application and the Proposed
Development.
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vulnerable to this impact, have high recoverability and medium value. The sensitivity of the
receptor is therefore, considered to be Medium.

14.10.1.7 Other Irish and foreign fishing fleets include fishing vessels over 12 m in length which operate
towed fishing gears (including pelagic otter trawl, demersal otter trawl, beam trawl, demersal
seine and scallop dredge). These vessels have extensive operational ranges and high levels of
alternative fishing grounds. These vessels have the ability to exploit a varied range of fishing
grounds across a wider geographic area and are not specifically associated with the fishing
grounds that overlap the Proposed Development. The sensitivity of the receptor is therefore,
considered to be Low.

Construction phase

MAGNITUDE OF THE IMPACT

14.10.1.8 Irish potting fishery: the Irish potting fleet targets whelk across a defined area from inshore
grounds extending out to the boundary of the Array Area and overlapping with a small section of
the Array Area in the north (Figure 14.1.5 of Volume III, Appendix 14.1: Commercial Fisheries
and Aquaculture Technical Report (Revised March 2026)). This distinct area of fishing ground
specifically targeted for whelk runs along the south-east coast of Ireland and extends in places
out to the 12 NM territorial seas limit. Landing statistics, fisheries mapping for vessels under 15
m length, and consultation with a range of stakeholders corroborate that Irish potting vessels
actively target whelk in the region and across grounds represented in Figure 3.4 of Volume III,
Appendix 14.1: Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture Technical Report (Revised March 2026).

14.10.1.9 As described in Section 14.6.2, on average approximately 1,240 tonnes of whelk are landed
annually from the Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture Study Area, worth € 1.9 million (based
on a first sales value of € 1,500 per tonne and landings from 2015 to 2020).

14.10.1.10 The area of whelk grounds that overlaps with the Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture
Study Area (as shown in Figure 14.1.5 of Volume III, Appendix 14.1: Commercial Fisheries and
Aquaculture Technical Report (Revised March 2026)) covers an area of approximately 751 km2.
The area of whelk grounds that overlaps the Array Area is approximately 7.1 km2, equating to
0.95% of the whelk grounds in the Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture Study Area.

14.10.1.11 In additional to landing statistics, industry consultation undertaken by the FLO, together
with the fisheries activity surveys cite low levels of activity within the Array Area.

14.10.1.12 The consequence of the impact to the potting fleet targeting whelk is assessed as minor,
based on the relatively low loss of ability to carry on fishing activities, noting that the vessels within
the fleet under assessment more regularly and routinely target areas outside of the Array Area.
The impact is predicted to be of local spatial extent. The duration of the impact will be short to
medium term and intermittent. The overall magnitude of impact is assessed as Low adverse.

14.10.1.13 Mussel seed fishery: Known mussel beds do not overlap with the Array Area, although
are located immediately north and northwest of the Array Area. Currently, there is minimal risk of
losing fishing grounds or access to them within the Array Area during the construction phase. The
impact is predicted to be of local spatial extent. The duration of the impact will be short to medium
term and intermittent. The magnitude of the impact is therefore considered to be Low adverse.

14.10.1.14 All other fleets: Activity by other Irish and foreign fishing vessels (including pelagic otter
trawl, demersal otter trawl, beam trawl, demersal seine and scallop dredge) is understood to take
place at very low levels in the proximity of the Array Area. This is informed by landing statistics,
VMS data, fisheries activity surveys and knowledge form the FLO. Furthermore, the nature of the
shallow sandbank that the Array Area overlaps is understood to not routinely support large mobile
vessels. Overall, the Array Area supports very limited activity by these fisheries. The impact is
predicted to be of local spatial extent. The duration of the impact will be short to medium term
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and intermittent. In addition, a range of liaison and management measures will be implemented
to minimise disturbance to fishing activities during construction. The magnitude of the impact is
therefore considered to be Negligible.

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EFFECT

14.10.1.15 For the Irish potting fleet the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Low adverse and
the sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight
(adverse) significance, which is not significant in EIA terms.

14.10.1.16 For the Irish mussel seed dredge fleet the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Low
adverse and the sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will, therefore,
be of Slight (adverse) significance, which is not significant in EIA terms.

14.10.1.17 For all other fleets the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Negligible and the
sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Low. The effect will, therefore, be not significant
in EIA terms.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

14.10.1.18 The significance of effect from changes in access to fishing grounds is not significant in
EIA terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 14.11 are
considered necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in
respect of commercial fisheries.

Operational and maintenance phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.10.1.19 Commercial fisheries will be prevented from actively fishing within the footprint of installed
infrastructure within the Array Area (OSP and monopile footprints) together with associated
advisory safety distances for maintenance activities. Minimum turbine spacing is 944 m between
structures, including between turbines and all other infrastructure (limit of deviation of up to 100m
per structure).

14.10.1.20 Out with this area, fishing will not be prohibited from within the Array Area where turbine
spacing and turbine layout allow productive grounds to be targeted.

14.10.1.21 Irish potting fishery: the activity of the Irish potting fleet targeting whelk is as described
for the construction phase. Resumption of fishing within the Array Area would depend on the
perception of risk of the individual skippers, which will be influenced by a number of factors
including visibility and inclement weather, as well as strength of tide and the specific operational
procedures of the fishing vessels when hauling gear. Access to fishing would temporarily be
restricted during maintenance activities in very localised areas of the Array Area. The impact is
of long-term duration, throughout the operations and maintenance phase. The overall magnitude
of impact is assessed as Low adverse.

14.10.1.22 Mussel seed fishery: As described during construction, known mussel beds do not
overlap with the Array Area, however, are located immediately adjacent to the boundary. It is not
inconceivable that mussel seed would establish as an ephemeral bed within the boundary of the
Array Area during the lifetime of the Proposed Development. Given the long-term duration of the
impact, overall the magnitude of the impact is considered to be Low adverse.

14.10.1.23 All other fleets: As described during construction, activity by other Irish and foreign fishing
vessels (including pelagic otter trawl, demersal otter trawl, beam trawl, demersal seine and
scallop dredge) is understood to take place at very low levels in the proximity of the Array Area.
The magnitude of the impact is therefore considered to be Negligible.
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14.10.2.2 Seabed preparation activities will occur in advance of installation of the cabling, with sand wave
clearance required for 30%; and boulder clearance required 100% of the export cable routes.
Cable burial will occur within the same area where sand wave clearance has previously been
completed, therefore cable burial will represent a repeat disturbance of some of the area affected
by confirmatory surveys clearance but will not take up additional area and is accounted for within
the duration of the construction period.

14.10.2.3This impact will lead to a localised loss of access to fishing grounds and the fish and shellfish
resources within these grounds for a range of fishing opportunities during the period of
construction, which will directly affect fleets over a short-term duration. The impact is predicted to
be intermittent with localised exclusion surrounding construction activities and installation
vessels.

14.10.2.4The impact is of relevance to national fishing fleets and is described below on a fishery-by-fishery
basis.

SENSITIVITY OF THE RECEPTOR

14.10.2.5The Irish potting fleet operate across distinct areas of ground, from the coastline out to beyond
12 NM. The whelk fishery is comprised of several vessels and is considered to have moderate
levels of alternative fishing grounds; is deemed to be generally vulnerable to this impact, have
medium recoverability and high value. Some of these vessels have multipurpose capabilities,
being able to operate nets and/or trawls in addition to pots. However, given their limited
operational range and reliance on local grounds, their fishing opportunities are restricted. The
sensitivity of this receptor is therefore, considered to be Medium.

14.10.2.6The Irish mussel seed dredge fishery is operated in very discrete areas where mussel beds are
located. Fishing opportunities are relatively limited and depend on presence of mussel seed beds
which can be variable in a given season. Due to the highly localised nature of the fishery, it is
considered to have low-moderate levels of alternative fishing grounds; is deemed to be generally
vulnerable to this impact, have high recoverability and medium value. The sensitivity of the
receptor is therefore, considered to be Medium.

14.10.2.7 Other Irish and foreign fishing fleets include fishing vessels over 12 m in length which operate
towed fishing gears (including pelagic otter trawl, demersal otter trawl, beam trawl, demersal
seine and scallop dredge). These vessels have extensive operational ranges and high levels of
alternative fishing grounds. These vessels have the ability to exploit a varied range of fishing
grounds across a wider geographic area and are not specifically associated with the fishing
grounds that overlap the Proposed Development. The sensitivity of the receptor is therefore,
considered to be Low.

Construction phase

MAGNITUDE OF THE IMPACT

14.10.2.8 Irish potting fishery: the Irish potting fleet targets whelk across a defined area from inshore
grounds extending across the Cable Corridor and Working Area (Figure 14.1.5 of Volume III,
Appendix 14.1: Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture Technical Report (Revised March 2026)).
This distinct area of fishing ground specifically targeted for whelk runs along the south-east coast
of Ireland and extends in places out to the 12 NM territorial seas limit. Landing statistics, fisheries
mapping for vessels under 15 m length, and consultation with a range of stakeholders corroborate
that Irish potting vessels actively target whelk in the region and across grounds represented in
Figure 14.1.5 of Volume III, Appendix 14.1: Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture Technical
Report (Revised March 2026).
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14.10.2.9As described in Section 14.6.2, on average approximately 1,240 tonnes of whelk are landed
annually from the Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture Study Area, worth € 1.9 million (based
on a first sales value of € 1,500 per tonne and landings from 2015 to 2020).

14.10.2.10 The area of whelk grounds that overlaps with the Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture
Study Area (as shown in Figure 14.1.5 of Volume III, Appendix 14.1: Commercial Fisheries and
Aquaculture Technical Report (Revised March 2026)) covers an area of approximately 751 km2.
The area of whelk grounds that overlaps the Cable Corridor and Working Area is approximately
41.9 km2, equating to 5.6% of the whelk grounds in the Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture
Study Area, with an annual value of approximately € 106,000.

14.10.2.11 In additional to landing statistics, industry consultation undertaken by the FLO, together
with the fisheries activity surveys cite moderate levels of activity within the Cable Corridor and
Working Area, and higher levels of activity in the surrounding areas, out with the Cable Corridor
and Working Area.

14.10.2.12 The consequence of the impact to the potting fleet targeting whelk is assessed as moderate
over the short 12-month period of construction. Loss of ability to carry on fishing activities and the
requirement for re-location of potting gear are recognised for this fleet that are known to routinely
target the area overlapping the Cable Corridor and Working Area. The impact is predicted to be
of local spatial extent. The duration of the impact will be short term and intermittent. The overall
magnitude of impact is assessed as Medium adverse.

14.10.2.13 Mussel seed fishery: Known mussel beds overlap with a very small portion of the Cable
Corridor and Working Area, in the north and very coastal area close to landfall, as indicated in
Figure 14.1.10 of Volume III, Appendix 14.1: Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture Technical
Report (Revised March 2026). The specific location of mussel seed is known to vary from season
to season, with the majority of grounds located north the Array Area.

14.10.2.14 Ephemeral mussel seed beds refer to temporary habitats where mussel seed settle and
grow before eventually dispersing or attaching to a more permanent substrate. These seed beds
are characterised by their transient nature, as they can form and disappear within a relatively
short period. These seed beds typically occur in intertidal or shallow subtidal areas with suitable
conditions for mussel settlement, such as appropriate substrate, water quality, and food
availability. They often form in areas with high mussel reproductive activity, where large numbers
of mussel larvae are released into the water column during spawning events.

14.10.2.15 The formation of ephemeral mussel seed beds is influenced by various factors, including
tidal currents, wave action, and the availability of suitable settlement substrates like rocks, shells,
or other hard surfaces. These factors contribute to the aggregation and concentration of mussel
larvae in specific areas, creating temporary hotspots of mussel seed abundance. Natural events
such as storms or shifts in sediment dynamics can disrupt or disperse these seed beds and
therefore presence of harvestable mussel seed grounds can be unpredictable.

14.10.2.16 Overall, it is considered that the risk of losing fishing grounds or access to them within the
Cable Corridor and Working Area during the construction phase is low. The impact is predicted
to be of highly localised spatial extent. The duration of the impact will be short term and
intermittent. The magnitude of the impact is therefore considered to be Low adverse.

14.10.2.17 All other fleets: Activity by other Irish and foreign fishing vessels (including pelagic otter
trawl, demersal otter trawl, beam trawl, demersal seine and scallop dredge) is understood to take
place at very low levels in the proximity of the Cable Corridor and Working Area. This is informed
by landing statistics, VMS data, fisheries activity surveys and knowledge from the FLO. Presence
of some mobile fishing gear is noted within VMS data which is understood to reflect the transiting
route of fishing vessels to and from fishing grounds. A highly seasonal and localised sprat fishery
is noted in the extreme inshore areas, targeted by pelagic vessels during distinct periods of time.
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Operational and maintenance phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.10.2.25 Commercial fisheries will be prevented from actively fishing within advisory safety
distances implemented during short-term maintenance activities.

14.10.2.26 Out with this period of maintenance activity, fishing will resume across the Cable Corridor
and Working Area.

14.10.2.27 Irish potting fishery: the activity of the Irish potting fleet targeting whelk is as described
for the construction phase. Resumption of fishing within the Cable Corridor and Working Area is
considered highly likely given the operational range across existing cable infrastructure. Access
to fishing would temporarily be restricted during maintenance activities in very localised areas of
the Cable Corridor and Working Area. The impact is of long-term duration, but highly intermittent.
The overall magnitude of impact is assessed as Low adverse.

14.10.2.28 Mussel seed fishery: As described during construction, known mussel beds do not
extensively overlap with the Cable Corridor and Working Area, however some are located within
the boundary and they are also present immediately north of the boundary. It is not inconceivable
that mussel seed would establish as an ephemeral bed within the boundary of the Cable Corridor
and Working Area during the lifetime of the Proposed Development. However, given cable burial,
the mussel dredge fishery would not be restricted from operating across the Cable Corridor and
Working Area during the operational phase, with exception of during maintenance activities.
Overall the magnitude of the impact is considered to be Negligible.

14.10.2.29 All other fleets: As described during construction, activity by other Irish and foreign fishing
vessels (including pelagic otter trawl, demersal otter trawl, beam trawl, demersal seine and
scallop dredge) is understood to take place at very low levels in the proximity of the Array Area.
The magnitude of the impact is therefore considered to be Negligible.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.10.2.30 For the Irish potting fleet the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Low and the
sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight
(adverse) significance, which is Not significant in EIA terms.

14.10.2.31 For the Irish mussel seed dredge fleet the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be
Negligible and the sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will,
therefore, be Not significant in EIA terms.

14.10.2.32 For all other fleets the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Negligible and the
sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Low. The effect will, therefore, be Not significant
in EIA terms.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

14.10.2.33 The significance of effect from changes in access to fishing grounds is Not significant in
EIA terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 14.11 are
considered necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in
respect of commercial fisheries.
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Operational and maintenance phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.10.3.14 Exclusion from fishing grounds during operations and maintenance of the Proposed
Development may lead to increases in fishing effort in other areas that may already be exploited
thereby leading to gear conflict.

14.10.3.15 Irish potting fishery: Given that potting can resume across the Proposed Development
during the operational phase, the magnitude for Irish potters is considered to be Low adverse.

14.10.3.16 All other fleets: the fishing fleets targeting mussel seed, and all other fisheries are
considered to have very limited and/or very occasional activity within the Array Area and Cable
Corridor and Working Area. The magnitude of the impact is therefore considered to be Negligible.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.10.3.17 For the Irish potting fleet the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Low and the
sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight
(adverse) significance, which is Not significant in EIA terms.

14.10.3.18 For the Irish mussel seed dredge fleet the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be
negligible and the sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will,
therefore, be Not significant in EIA terms.

14.10.3.19 For all other fleets the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Negligible and the
sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Low. The effect will, therefore, be Not significant
in EIA terms.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

14.10.3.20 The significance of effect from displacement is Not significant in EIA terms. Therefore, no
additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 14.11 are considered necessary. Therefore,
no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in respect of commercial fisheries.

Decommissioning phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.10.3.21 The magnitude of impact of decommissioning activities are expected to be the same or
similar to the effects from construction, summarised as Low adverse for Irish potting fleet and
negligible for all other fishing fleets.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.10.3.22 For the Irish potting fleet the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Low and the
sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight
(adverse) significance, which is Not significant in EIA terms.

14.10.3.23 For the Irish mussel seed dredge fleet the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be
Negligible and the sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will,
therefore, be Not significant in EIA terms.

14.10.3.24 For all other fleets the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Negligible and the
sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Low. The effect will, therefore, be Not significant
in EIA terms.
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14.10.4.10 The impact is predicted to be of be of local spatial extent, medium term duration and
intermittent in nature. It is predicted that the impact will affect the receptor directly. A range of
fisheries liaison and management measures will be implemented. The magnitude of the impact
is therefore, considered to be Low adverse.

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EFFECT

14.10.4.11 For the Irish potting fleet the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Low and the
sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight
(adverse) significance, which is Not significant in EIA terms.

14.10.4.12 For all other fleets the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Lowand the sensitivity of
the receptor is considered to be Low. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight (adverse)
significance, which is Not significant in EIA terms.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

14.10.4.13 The significance of effect from interference with fishing activities is not significant in EIA
terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 14.11 are considered
necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in respect of
commercial fisheries.

Operational and maintenance phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.10.4.14 During the operations and maintenance phase, there may be potential for transiting
maintenance vessels to cause interference with fishing activities.

14.10.4.15 Irish potting fishery: the magnitude is considered to be the same or similar to that assessed
for construction, summarised as Low adverse.

14.10.4.16 All other fleets: the magnitude is considered to be the same or similar to that assessed for
construction, summarised as Low adverse.

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EFFECT

14.10.4.17 For the Irish potting fleet the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Low and the
sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight
(adverse) significance, which is Not significant in EIA terms.

14.10.4.18 For all other fleets the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Lowand the sensitivity of
the receptor is considered to be Low. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight (adverse)
significance, which is Not significant in EIA terms.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

14.10.4.19 The significance of effect from interference with fishing activities is not significant in EIA
terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 14.11 are considered
necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in respect of
commercial fisheries.

Decommissioning phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.10.4.20 The magnitude of impact of decommissioning activities are expected to be the same or
similar to the effects from construction, summarised as Low adverse for all fishing fleets.
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duration and a range of fisheries liaison and management measures will be implemented. The
magnitude is therefore considered to be Negligible.

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EFFECT

14.10.5.7 For the Irish potting fleet and mussel seed fishery the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be
Negligible and the sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will,
therefore, be Not significant.

14.10.5.8 For all other fleets the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Negligible and the sensitivity of
the receptor is considered to be Low. The effect will, therefore, be Not significant in EIA terms.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

14.10.5.9The significance of effect from interference with fishing activities is not significant in EIA terms.
Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 14.11 are considered
necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in respect of
commercial fisheries.

Operational and maintenance phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.10.5.10 During the operations and maintenance phase, the presence of Proposed Development
infrastructure could result in some short-term increases in steaming distances and times for
fishing vessels.

14.10.5.11 The magnitude of impact is considered to be the same or similar to that assessed for the
construction phase, summarised as Negligible for all fisheries.

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EFFECT

14.10.5.12 For the Irish potting fleet and mussel seed fishery the magnitude of the impact is deemed
to be Negligible and the sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will,
therefore, be Not significant.

14.10.5.13 For all other fleets the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Negligible and the
sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Low. The effect will, therefore, be Not significant
in EIA terms.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

14.10.5.14 The significance of effect from interference with fishing activities is Not significant in EIA
terms. Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 14.11 are considered
necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in respect of
commercial fisheries.

Decommissioning phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.10.5.15 The magnitude of impact of decommissioning activities are expected to be the same or
similar to the effects from construction, summarised as Negligible for all fishing fleets.
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14.10.6.13 The modelling outputs in Volume II, Chapter 6: Coastal Processes (Revised March 2026)
indicate that construction-related SSC increases are generally localised and temporary, with the
highest concentrations occurring close to the activity and diminishing rapidly with distance.

14.10.6.14 For baseline context, near-bed turbidity derived from Acoustic Backscatter monitoring
across the study area indicates an average SSC of -31.7 mg/l and a maximum of -74.6 mg/l.
These values are used as reference points to contextualise the magnitude of modelled SSC
plumes associated with project activities.

14.10.6.15 Model results for foundation drilling indicate that SSC elevations remain within the Zone of
Influence (Zol). The Coastal Processes Zol buffer is presented in Figure 6.1 of Volume II, Chapter
6: Coastal Processes (Revised March 2026), and represents two tidal excursions on a mean
spring tide (approximately 20 km in the north-south direction from the Proposed Development
boundary and 4 km in the west-east direction).

14.10.6.16 Under high ebb (southerly) current conditions, the plume centre following WTG drilling is
reported at approximately -25 mg/l, dissipating rapidly such that no noticeable SSC increases
remain in the Zol prior to subsequent drilling. During OSP drilling, SSC is predicted to increase
by >100 mg/l at the point of activity only, with concentrations reducing rapidly to <25 mg/l beyond
the immediate vicinity.

14.10.6.17 For trenchless landfall installation (e.g., horizontal directional drilling, HDD), a bentonite
release scenario was modelled as localised and temporary, with maximum SSC of -50 mg/l
occurring only at the punch-out/HDD exit pit during works. SSC is predicted to be advected
alongshore (aligned with the tidal axis) to distances of up to -4 km, although concentrations at
that distance remain <25 mg/l; away from the landfall works (outside the Cable Corridor and
Working Area but within the Zol), SSC is predicted to be <2.5 mg/l.

14.10.6.18 For the aquaculture assessment, and specifically for mussel cultivation, these findings
provide relevant evidence that any project-related increases in SSC are expected to be short
duration and spatially limited, reducing the likelihood of sustained exposure at levels that could
affect mussel feeding, growth or condition. In practice, the key risk pathway for mussels would be
prolonged elevations in SSC and/or smothering from deposition; however, the modelling indicates
rapid dilution and limited extent, and the assessment context emphasises that works would be
managed and timed to avoid conditions most likely to generate persistent plumes. Furthermore,
the modelling results show that no elevated SSCs are anticipated to reach the aquaculture site.
On this basis, while SSC increases are a relevant consideration for aquaculture, the modelled
plume characteristics support a conclusion of low risk to mussel receptors.

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EFFECT

14.10.6.19 For the Irish potting fleet, mussel seed fishery and aquaculture receptor: the magnitude of
the impact is deemed to be Low and the sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Medium.
The effect will, therefore, be of Slight (adverse) significance, which is Not significant in EIA
terms.

14.10.6.20 For all other fleets the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Low and the sensitivity of
the receptor is considered to be Low. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight (adverse)
significance, which is Not significant in EIA terms.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

14.10.6.21 The significance of effect on commercially exploited species is Not significant in EIA terms.
Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 14.11 are considered
necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in respect of
commercial fisheries.
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standard protocols should snagging occur, the magnitude is considered to be Low adverse for all
fleets.

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EFFECT

14.10.7.8 For the Irish potting fleet the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Low and the sensitivity of
the receptor is considered to be Low. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight (adverse)
significance, which is Not significant in EIA terms.

14.10.7.9 For all other fleets the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Low and the sensitivity of the
receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight (adverse)
significance, which is Not significant in EIA terms.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

14.10.7.10 The significance of effect of potential gear snagging is Not significant in EIA terms.
Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 14.11 are considered
necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in respect of
commercial fisheries.

Operational and maintenance phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.10.7.11 The magnitude of impact is considered to be the same or similar to that assessed for the
construction phase, summarised as Low adverse for all fishing fleets.

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EFFECT

14.10.7.12 For the Irish potting fleet the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Low and the
sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Low. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight
(adverse) significance, which is not significant in EIA terms.

14.10.7.13 For all other fleets the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Low and the sensitivity of
the receptor is considered to be Medium. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight (adverse)
significance, which is not significant in EIA terms.

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

14.10.7.14 The significance of effect of potential gear snagging is not significant in EIA terms.
Therefore, no additional mitigation to that already identified in Table 14.11 are considered
necessary. Therefore, no significant adverse residual effects have been predicted in respect of
commercial fisheries.

Decommissioning phase

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.10.7.15 The magnitude of impact of decommissioning activities are expected to be the same or
similar to the effects from construction, summarised as Low adverse for all fishing fleets.

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EFFECT

14.10.7.16 For the Irish potting fleet the magnitude of the impact is deemed to be Low and the
sensitivity of the receptor is considered to be Low. The effect will, therefore, be of Slight
(adverse) significance, which is Not significant in EIA terms.
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Project/Plan Status 
Distance 
from Array 
Area (km) 

Distance from 
Cable Corridor 
and Working 
Area 

Description of Project/Plan Dates of 
Construction  

Dates of 
Operation Justification for screening in 

Morgan Consented 165.3 164.3 

Offshore Wind Farm. 
Consented as a NSIP via a 
DCO under the Planning 
Act 2008. 

2025 - 2028 2028 
onwards 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction, operations and 
maintenance and 
decommissioning phases. 

Codling Wind 
Park ECC 

Application 
submitted 18.9 18.0 Subsea Cable 

transmission asset. 2026 - 2029 2029 
onwards 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction, operations and 
maintenance and 
decommissioning phases. 

Dublin Array ECC Application 
submitted 31.9 31.0 Subsea Cable 

transmission asset. 2029 - 2032 2032 
onwards 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction, operations and 
maintenance and 
decommissioning phases. 

North Irish Sea 
Array ECC 

Application 
submitted 80.0 79.1 Subsea Cable 

transmission asset. 2027 - 2030 2030 
onwards 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction, operations and 
maintenance and 
decommissioning phases. 

Oriel ECC Application 
submitted 105.7 104.8 Subsea Cable 

transmission asset. 2028 - 2030 2030 
onwards 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction, operations and 
maintenance and 
decommissioning phases. 

Tier 2  

Mona Consented 146.7 145.7 

Offshore Wind Farm. 
Consented as a NSIP via a 
DCO under the Planning 
Act 2008. 

2025 - 2028 2028 
onwards 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction, operations and 
maintenance and 
decommissioning phases. 

Celtic 
Interconnector 

Under 
construction 151.9 151.3 Subsea Cable under 

construction 2024 - 2027 2027 
onwards 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction, operations and 
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Project/Plan Status
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from Array
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Cable Corridor
and Working
Area

Description of Project/Plan Dates of
Construction

Dates of
Operation Justification for screening in

Morgan Consented 165.3 164.3

Offshore Wind Farm.
Consented as a NSIP via a
DCO under the Planning
Act 2008.

2025 - 2028 2028
onwards

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction, operations and
maintenance and
decommissioning phases.

Codling Wind
Park ECC

Application
submitted 18.9 18.0 Subsea Cable

transmission asset. 2026 - 2029 2029
onwards

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction, operations and
maintenance and
decommissioning phases.

Dublin Array ECC Application
submitted 31.9 31.0 Subsea Cable

transmission asset. 2029 - 2032 2032
onwards

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction, operations and
maintenance and
decommissioning phases.

North Irish Sea
Array ECC

Application
submitted 80.0 79.1 Subsea Cable

transmission asset. 2027 - 2030 2030
onwards

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction, operations and
maintenance and
decommissioning phases.

Oriel ECC Application
submitted 105.7 104.8 Subsea Cable

transmission asset. 2028 - 2030 2030
onwards

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction, operations and
maintenance and
decommissioning phases.

Tier 2

Mona Consented 146.7 145.7

Offshore Wind Farm.
Consented as a NSIP via a
DCO under the Planning
Act 2008.

2025 - 2028 2028
onwards

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction, operations and
maintenance and
decommissioning phases.

Celtic
Interconnector

Under
construction 151.9 151.3 Subsea Cable under

construction 2024 - 2027 2027
onwards

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction, operations and
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Project/Plan Status 
Distance 
from Array 
Area (km) 

Distance from 
Cable Corridor 
and Working 
Area 

Description of Project/Plan Dates of 
Construction  

Dates of 
Operation Justification for screening in 

North Channel 
Wind 2 

Pre-
planning 
application 

204.0 203.1 Offshore Wind Farm 2028 - 2031 2031 
onwards 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction, operations and 
maintenance and 
decommissioning phases. 

North Channel 
Wind 1 

Pre-
planning 
application 

227.9 227.0 Offshore Wind Farm 2028 - 2031 2031 
onwards 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction, operations and 
maintenance and 
decommissioning phases. 

Mares Connect Proposed 37.5 36.6 Subsea cable 2026 - 2028 2028 
onwards 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction, operations and 
maintenance and 
decommissioning phases. 

Erebus/Valorous 
Potential Cable 
Route 

Proposed 123.7 123.0 Subsea cable 2026 - 2028 2028 
onwards 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction, operations and 
maintenance and 
decommissioning phases. 

LirlC Proposed 204.6 203.7 Subsea cable 2026 - 2029 2029 
onwards 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction, operations and 
maintenance and 
decommissioning phases. 

Site investigation 
activities to 
inform Réalt na 
Mara Offshore 
Wind Farm  

Consultation 35.2 34.3 Site investigations / 
surveys 2025 - 2027 N/A 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction phase. 
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Project/Plan Status
Distance
from Array
Area (km)

Distance from
Cable Corridor
and Working
Area

Description of Project/Plan Dates of
Construction

Dates of
Operation Justification for screening in

North Channel
Wind 2

Pre-
planning
application

204.0 203.1 Offshore Wind Farm 2028 - 2031 2031
onwards

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction, operations and
maintenance and
decommissioning phases.

North Channel
Wind 1

Pre-
planning
application

227.9 227.0 Offshore Wind Farm 2028 - 2031 2031
onwards

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction, operations and
maintenance and
decommissioning phases.

Mares Connect Proposed 37.5 36.6 Subsea cable 2026 - 2028 2028
onwards

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction, operations and
maintenance and
decommissioning phases.

Erebus/Valorous
Potential Cable
Route

Proposed 123.7 123.0 Subsea cable 2026 - 2028 2028
onwards

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction, operations and
maintenance and
decommissioning phases.

LirIC Proposed 204.6 203.7 Subsea cable 2026 - 2029 2029
onwards

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction, operations and
maintenance and
decommissioning phases.

Site investigation
activities to
inform Realt na
Mara Offshore
Wind Farm

Consultation 35.2 34.3 Site investigations /
surveys 2025 - 2027 N/A

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction phase.
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Project/Plan Status 
Distance 
from Array 
Area (km) 

Distance from 
Cable Corridor 
and Working 
Area 

Description of Project/Plan Dates of 
Construction  

Dates of 
Operation Justification for screening in 

Site investigation 
activities to 
inform the 
development of 
the North Irish 
Sea Array 
offshore wind 
farm  

Consultation 78.5 77.6 Site investigations / 
surveys 2024 - 2030 N/A 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction phase. 

Site investigation 
activities to 
inform East Celtic 
Offshore Wind 
Park  

Application 
submitted 87.3 86.7 Site investigations / 

surveys 2025 - 2027 N/A 
Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction phase. 

Site investigation 
activities to 
inform Oriel Wind 
Farm Ltd  

Application 
submitted 108.4 107.5 Site investigations / 

surveys 2025 - 2029 N/A 
Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction phase. 

Maintenance 
dredging at four 
sites around the 
Aughinish 
Alumina Ltd jetty, 
Shannon 
Estuary, Co. 
Limerick, and 
dumping of 
dredge material 
at a dump site off 
Foynes Island 

Application 
submitted 207.6 200.3 Site investigations / 

surveys 2025 - 2032 N/A 
Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction phase. 

Wicklow Sea 
Wind Ltd - Cable 
Route Site 
Investigations.  

Consultation 5.9 5.0 Site investigations / 
surveys 2025 - 2027 N/A 

Potential temporal overlap with 
the Proposed Development 
construction phase. 
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Project/Plan Status
Distance
from Array
Area (km)

Distance from
Cable Corridor
and Working
Area

Description of Project/Plan Dates of
Construction

Dates of
Operation Justification for screening in

Site investigation
activities to
inform the
development of
the North Irish
Sea Array
offshore wind
farm

Consultation 78.5 77.6 Site investigations /
surveys 2024 - 2030 N/A

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction phase.

Site investigation
activities to
inform East Celtic
Offshore Wind
Park

Application
submitted 87.3 86.7 Site investigations /

surveys 2025 - 2027 N/A
Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction phase.

Site investigation
activities to
inform Oriel Wind
Farm Ltd

Application
submitted 108.4 107.5 Site investigations /

surveys 2025 - 2029 N/A
Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction phase.

Maintenance
dredging at four
sites around the
Aughinish
Alumina Ltd jetty,
Shannon
Estuary, Co.
Limerick, and
dumping of
dredge material
at a dump site off
Foynes Island

Application
submitted 207.6 200.3 Site investigations /

surveys 2025 - 2032 N/A
Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction phase.

Wicklow Sea
Wind Ltd - Cable
Route Site
Investigations.

Consultation 5.9 5.0 Site investigations /
surveys 2025 - 2027 N/A

Potential temporal overlap with
the Proposed Development
construction phase.
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monitoring, fishers reported consistent catch rates of European lobsters within the array, and 
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monitoring, fishers reported consistent catch rates of European lobsters within the array, and
scientists noted no significant negative ecological impact on stocks.

14.13.2 Project Design Option 1 and 2 - Impact 1 - Loss of grounds or
restricted access to fishing grounds within the Array Area

SENSITIVITY OF THE RECEPTOR

14.13.2.1 The sensitivity of the commercial fisheries receptors to Project Design Option 1 and 2 alone is
presented in Section 14.10.1 and summarised as Medium for the potting fishery and mussel seed
fishery and Low for all other fisheries. These Proposed Development alone sensitivity categories
remains valid for the cumulative assessment for the construction, operations and maintenance
and decommissioning phases for Tiers 1, 2 and 3 projects.

Tier 1

CONSTRUCTION PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.2.2The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting fishery and
mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both Project
Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the Array
Area.

14.13.2.3When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 project set out in Table 14.12 the impact of the
magnitude is considered to remain within the Low category for the potting fishery. This is due to
multiple mitigation packages developed across individual Tier 1 Projects to mitigate across potting
fleets active within the wider grounds routinely targeted for whelk. It is further noted that the
Proposed Development is likely to have a very low contribution to this overall Low magnitude of
cumulative effect, this is due to the Array Area not being directly targeted by whelk fisheries.

14.13.2.4 For the other fisheries, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be no more than the
Proposed Development alone impacts which are Low for mussel seed fisheries and Negligible
for all other fisheries. This is because the location of mussel seed fisheries is highly localised and
does not extend across the Tier 1 Projects to an extent that could lead to cumulative effects
beyond a Low magnitude. For all other fisheries the magnitude remains Negligible, as the
Proposed Development is not expected to result in any measurable potential loss of access.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.2.5 Overall, the cumulative magnitude of the impact is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has
a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the significance of effect is Slight adverse, which is not
significant in EIA terms for both Project Design Options. Furthermore, it is highlighted that the
relative contribution of the Proposed Development to this cumulative effect is low based on the
relative footprint compared to other Tier 1 Projects and given Proposed Development alone
mitigation measures.

14.13.2.6 For the other fisheries, the effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more than
the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Slight adverse for mussel seed
fisheries and Not significant for all other fisheries.
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OPERATIONAL AND MAINTENANCE PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.2.7The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting fishery and
mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both Project
Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the Array
Area.

14.13.2.8When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 project set out in Table 14.12 the impact of the
magnitude is considered to be no more than the Proposed Development alone impacts which are
Low for potting and mussel seed fisheries and Negligible for all other fisheries. This is because
fishing is expected to resume within the operational phase of the Tier 1 Projects.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.2.90verall, the cumulative magnitude of the impact is deemed Negligible to Low for both Project
Design Option. The sensitivity of the receptor was deemed to be Medium to Low. The effect for
both Project Design Options will therefore be no more than the Proposed Development alone
residual effects which are Slight adverse for potting and mussel seed fisheries and Not
significant for all other fisheries.

DECOMMISSIONING PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.2.10 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Array Area.

14.13.2.11 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 project set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to remain within the Low category for the potting fishery. This is due
to multiple mitigation packages developed across individual Tier 1 Projects to mitigate across
potting fleets active within the wider grounds routinely targeted for whelk. It is further noted that
the Proposed Development is likely to have a very low contribution to this overall Low magnitude
of cumulative effect, this is due to the Array Area not being directly targeted by whelk fisheries.

14.13.2.12 For the other fisheries, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be no more than the
Proposed Development alone impacts which are Low for mussel seed fisheries and Negligible
for all other fisheries. This is because the location of mussel seed fisheries is highly localised and
does not extend across the Tier 1 Projects to an extent that could lead to cumulative effects
beyond a Low magnitude. For all other fisheries the magnitude remains Negligible due to the very
low contribution of the Proposed Development to any potential loss of access.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.2.13 Overall, the cumulative magnitude of the impact is deemed Low for the potting fishery,
which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the significance of effect is Slight adverse, which
is not significant in EIA terms for both Project Design Options. Furthermore, it is highlighted that
the relative contribution of the Proposed Development to this cumulative effect is low based on
the relative footprint compared to other Phase One Projects and given Proposed Development
alone mitigation measures.
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14.13.2.14 For the other fisheries, the effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more
than the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Slight adverse for mussel seed
fisheries and Not significant for all other fisheries.

Tier 2

CONSTRUCTION PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.2.15 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Array Area.

14.13.2.16 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 2 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 1 impacts which are Low
for the potting fishery, Low for the mussel seed fishery and Negligible for all other fisheries. This
is because the effects from Tier 2 projects are assumed to be mitigated by project alone measures
for example, during site investigation works that may require relocation of fishing gear.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.2.17 Overall, for Tier 2 combined with Tier 1 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the impact
is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the
significance of effect is Slight adverse, which is not significant in EIA terms for both Project
Design Options.

14.13.2.18 For the other fisheries, for Tier 2 combined with Tier 1 projects, the cumulative effect for
both Project Design Options will therefore be no more than the Proposed Development alone
residual effects which are Slight adverse for mussel seed fisheries and Not significant for all
other fisheries.

OPERATIONAL AND MAINTENANCE PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.2.19 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Array Area.

14.13.2.20 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 2 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 1 impacts which are Low
for potting and mussel seed fisheries and Negligible for all other fisheries. This is because
contribution of other projects will not effect during operational stage when site investigations have
been completed and subsea cables have been installed. This assumes that the potting fishery
will resume operations across subsea cables.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.2.21 Overall, for Tier 2 combined with Tier 1 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the impact
is deemed Negligible to Low for both Project Design Option. The sensitivity of the receptor was
deemed to be Medium to Low. The effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no
more than the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Slight adverse for potting
and mussel seed fisheries and Not significant for all other fisheries.
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DECOMMISSIONING PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.2.22 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Array Area.

14.13.2.23 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 2 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 1 impacts which are Low
for the potting fishery, Low for the mussel seed fishery and Negligible for all other fisheries. This
is because contribution of other projects will not effect during decommissioning stage when site
investigations have been completed and subsea cables have been installed. This assumes that
the potting fishery will resume operations across subsea cables.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.2.24 Overall, for Tier 2 combined with Tier 1 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the impact
is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the
significance of effect is Slight adverse, which is not significant in EIA terms for both Project
Design Options.

14.13.2.25 For the other fisheries, the effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more
than the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Slight adverse for mussel seed
fisheries and Not significant for all other fisheries.

Tier 3

CONSTRUCTION PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.2.26 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Array Area.

14.13.2.27 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 3 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 2 impacts which are Low
for the potting fishery, Low for the mussel seed fishery and Negligible for all other fisheries. This
is because the effects from Tier 3 projects will not exceed those resulting from the Tier 2 projects
based on location of whelk fishery.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.2.28 Overall, for Tier 3 combined with Tier 1 and 2 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the
impact is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the
significance of effect is Slight adverse, which is not significant in EIA terms for both Project
Design Options.

14.13.2.29 For the other fisheries, for Tier 3 combined with Tier 1 and 2 projects, the cumulative effect
for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more than the Proposed Development alone
residual effects which are Slight adverse for mussel seed fisheries and Not significant for all
other fisheries.
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OPERATIONAL AND MAINTENANCE PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.2.30 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Array Area.

14.13.2.31 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 3 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 2 impacts which are Low
for potting and mussel seed fisheries and Negligible for all other fisheries. This is because
contribution of other projects will not effect during operational stage when fishing resumes within
the operational Tier 3 projects.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.2.32 Overall, for Tier 3 combined with Tier 1 and 2 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the
impact is deemed Negligible to Low for both Project Design Option. The sensitivity of the
receptor was deemed to be Medium to Low. The effect for both Project Design Options will
therefore be no more than the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Slight
adverse for potting and mussel seed fisheries and Not significant for all other fisheries.

DECOMMISSIONING PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.2.33 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Array Area.

14.13.2.34 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 3 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 2 impacts which are Low
for the potting fishery, Low for the mussel seed fishery and Negligible for all other fisheries. This
is because the effects from Tier 3 projects will not exceed those resulting from the Tier 2 projects
based on location of whelk fishery.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.2.35 Overall, for Tier 3 combined with Tier 1 and 2 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the
impact is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the
significance of effect is Slight adverse, which is not significant in EIA terms for both Project
Design Options.

14.13.2.36 For the other fisheries, the effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more
than the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Slight adverse for mussel seed
fisheries and Not significant for all other fisheries.
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14.13.3 Project Design Option 1 and 2 - Impact 2 - Loss of grounds or
restricted access to fishing grounds within the Cable Corridor and
Working Area

SENSITIVITY OF THE RECEPTOR

14.13.3.1 The sensitivity of the commercial fisheries receptors to Project Design Option 1 and 2 alone is
presented in Section 14.10.2 and summarised as Medium for the potting fishery and mussel seed
fishery and Low for all other fisheries. These Proposed Development alone sensitivity categories
remains valid for the cumulative assessment for the construction, operations and maintenance
and decommissioning phases for Tiers 1, 2 and 3 projects.

Tier 1

CONSTRUCTION PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.3.2The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting fishery and
mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both Project
Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the Cable
Corridor and Working Area.

14.13.3.3 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 Projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of the
magnitude is considered to remain within the Low category for the potting fishery. This is due to
multiple mitigation packages developed across individual Tier 1 Projects during the construction
phase to mitigate across potting fleets active within the wider grounds routinely targeted for whelk.

14.13.3.4 It is recognised that multiple construction activities, affecting multiple locations that could
otherwise provide whelk fishing grounds may result in additive impacts to the same fleets of
vessels. However, it is assumed that these impacts at individual Project level will be appropriately
mitigated across the Tier 1 projects to minimise the additive contribution to cumulative magnitude
impacts over the Cable Corridor and Working Area.

14.13.3.5 For the other fisheries, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be no more than the
Proposed Development alone impacts which are Low for mussel seed fisheries and Negligible for
all other fisheries. This is because the location of mussel seed fisheries is highly localised and
does not extend across the Tier 1 projects to an extent that could lead to cumulative effects
beyond a Low magnitude. For all other fisheries the magnitude remains Negligible due to the very
low contribution of the Proposed Development together with the Tier 1 projects to any potential
loss of access.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.3.60verall, the cumulative magnitude of the impact is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has
a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the significance of effect is Slight adverse, which is not
significant in EIA terms for both Project Design Options. Furthermore, it is highlighted that the
relative contribution of the Proposed Development to this cumulative effect is low based on the
relative footprint compared to other Tier 1 Projects and given Proposed Development alone
mitigation measures.

14.13.3.7 For the other fisheries, the effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more than
the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Slight adverse for mussel seed
fisheries and Not significant for all other fisheries.
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OPERATIONAL AND MAINTENANCE PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.3.8The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting fishery and
mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both Project
Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the Cable
Corridor and Working Area.

14.13.3.9When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 Projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of the
magnitude is considered to be no more than the Proposed Development alone impacts which are
Low for potting and Negligible for mussel seed and all other fisheries. This is because fishing is
expected to resume across the Cable Corridors of all Tier 1 Projects.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.3.10 Overall, the cumulative magnitude of the impact is deemed Negligible to Low for both
Project Design Option. The sensitivity of the receptor was deemed to be Medium to Low. The
effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more than the Proposed Development
alone residual effects which are Slight adverse for potting and Not significant for mussel seed
fisheries and all other fisheries.

DECOMMISSIONING PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.3.11 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Cable Corridor and Working Area.

14.13.3.12 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 Projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to remain within the Low category for the potting fishery. This is due
to multiple mitigation packages developed across individual Tier 1 Projects during the
decommissioning phase to mitigate across potting fleets active within the wider grounds routinely
targeted for whelk.

14.13.3.13 It is recognised that, multiple decommissioning activities, affecting multiple locations that
could otherwise provide whelk fishing grounds may result in additive impacts to the same fleets
of vessels. However, it is assumed that these impacts at individual Project level will be
appropriately mitigated to minimise the additive contribution to cumulative magnitude impacts
over the Cable Corridor and Working Area.

14.13.3.14 For the other fisheries, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be no more than the
Proposed Development alone impacts which are Low for mussel seed fisheries and Negligible
for all other fisheries. This is because the location of mussel seed fisheries is highly localised and
does not extend across the Tier 1 Projects to an extent that could lead to cumulative effects
beyond a Low magnitude. For all other fisheries the magnitude remains Negligible due to the very
low contribution of the Proposed Development to any potential temporary loss of access
associated with decommissioning of the Cable Corridor.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.3.15 Overall, the cumulative magnitude of the impact is deemed Low for the potting fishery,
which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the significance of effect is Slight adverse, which
is not significant in EIA terms for both Project Design Options. It is highlighted that the relative
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contribution of the Proposed Development to this cumulative effect is low based on the relative
footprint compared to other Tier 1 Projects and given Proposed Development alone mitigation
measures.

14.13.3.16 For the other fisheries, the effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more
than the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Slight adverse for mussel seed
fisheries and Not significant for all other fisheries.

Tier 2

CONSTRUCTION PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.3.17 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Cable Corridor and Working Area.

14.13.3.18 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 2 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 1 impacts which are Low
for the potting fishery, Low for the mussel seed fishery and Negligible for all other fisheries. This
is because the effects from Tier 2 projects are assumed to be mitigated by project alone measures
for example, during site investigation works that may require relocation of fishing gear.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.3.19 Overall, for Tier 2 combined with Tier 1 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the impact
is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the
significance of effect is Slight adverse, which is not significant in EIA terms for both Project
Design Options.

14.13.3.20 For the other fisheries, for Tier 2 combined with Tier 1 projects, the cumulative effect for
both Project Design Options will therefore be no more than the Proposed Development alone
residual effects which are Slight adverse for mussel seed fisheries and Not significant for all
other fisheries.

OPERATIONAL AND MAINTENANCE PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.3.21 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Cable Corridor and Working Area.

14.13.3.22 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 2 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 1 impacts which are Low
for potting and mussel seed fisheries and Negligible for all other fisheries. This is because
contribution of other projects will not effect during operational stage when site investigations have
been completed and subsea cables have been installed. This assumes that the potting fishery
will resume operations across subsea cables.
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SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.3.23 Overall, for Tier 2 combined with Tier 1 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the impact
is deemed Negligible to Low for both Project Design Option. The sensitivity of the receptor was
deemed to be Medium to Low. The effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no
more than the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Slight adverse for potting
and mussel seed fisheries and Not significant for all other fisheries.

DECOMMISSIONING PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.3.24 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Cable Corridor and Working Area.

14.13.3.25 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 2 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 1 impacts which are Low
for the potting fishery, Low for the mussel seed fishery and Negligible for all other fisheries. This
is because contribution of other projects will not effect during decommissioning stage when site
investigations have been completed and subsea cables have been installed. This assumes that
the potting fishery will resume operations across subsea cables.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.3.26 Overall, for Tier 2 combined with Tier 1 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the impact
is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the
significance of effect is Slight adverse, which is not significant in EIA terms for both Project
Design Options.

14.13.3.27 For the other fisheries, the effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more
than the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Slight adverse for mussel seed
fisheries and Not significant for all other fisheries.

Tier 3

CONSTRUCTION PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.3.28 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Cable Corridor and Working Area.

14.13.3.29 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 3 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 2 impacts which are Low
for the potting fishery, Low for the mussel seed fishery and Negligible for all other fisheries. This
is because the effects from Tier 3 projects will not exceed those resulting from the Tier 2 projects
based on location of whelk and mussel seed fisheries and extent of temporary and localised Tier
2 project export cable interactions.
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SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.3.30 Overall, for Tier 3 combined with Tier 1 and 2 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the
impact is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the
significance of effect is Slight adverse, which is not significant in EIA terms for both Project
Design Options.

14.13.3.31 For the other fisheries, for Tier 3 combined with Tier 1 and 2 projects, the cumulative effect
for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more than the Proposed Development alone
residual effects which are Slight adverse for mussel seed fisheries and Not significant for all
other fisheries.

OPERATIONAL AND MAINTENANCE PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.3.32 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Cable Corridor and Working Area.

14.13.3.33 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 3 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 2 impacts which are Low
for potting and mussel seed fisheries and Negligible for all other fisheries. This is because
contribution of other projects will not effect during operational stage when fishing resumes across
the Cable Corridor Working Area and the operational Tier 3 projects.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.3.34 Overall, for Tier 3 combined with Tier 1 and 2 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the
impact is deemed Negligible to Low for both Project Design Option. The sensitivity of the
receptor was deemed to be Medium to Low. The effect for both Project Design Options will
therefore be no more than the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Slight
adverse for potting and mussel seed fisheries and Not significant for all other fisheries.

DECOMMISSIONING PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.3.35 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and mussel seed fishery and a Negligible magnitude for all other fisheries based on both
Project Design Options due to loss of grounds or restricted access to fishing grounds within the
Cable Corridor and Working Area.

14.13.3.36 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 3 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 2 impacts which are Low
for the potting fishery, Low for the mussel seed fishery and Negligible for all other fisheries. This
is because the effects from Tier 3 projects will not exceed those resulting from the Tier 2 projects
based on location of whelk and mussel fisheries and extent of Tier 2 project interactions with the
whelk fishery.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.3.37 Overall, for Tier 3 combined with Tier 1 and 2 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the
impact is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the
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PROPOSED MITIGATION

14.13.4.7 Irish potting fleet: In order to mitigate the potential cumulative displacement effects on the whelk
fishery during the construction phase, the Developer will continue to liaise with other Phase One
Project developers and continue to actively participate in the Seafood / ORE Working Group,
including commitment to joint development and implementation of approaches to mitigating the
cumulative effects of displacement. This includes collaborative monitoring of fishing vessels with
independent scientific oversight and a mechanism for mitigation in the event that cumulative
displacement is evidenced. Further details are provided within the FMMS (Volume III, Appendix
25.3: FMMS (Revised March 2026)).

RESIDUAL EFFECT ASSESSMENT

14.13.4.8 Irish potting fleet: The FMMS provides mitigation including joint development of approaches to
mitigate cumulative displacement effects for the Irish whelk potting fleet, the impact magnitude is
therefore reduced to Low, and the residual effect is of Slight adverse significance, which is Not
significant in EIA terms.

OPERATIONAL AND MAINTENANCE PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.4.9The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting fishery and
a Negligible magnitude for mussel seed and all other fisheries based on both Project Design
Options due to displacement of fishing activity into other areas.

14.13.4.10 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 Projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than the Proposed Development alone impacts which
are Low for potting and Negligible for mussel seed and all other fisheries. This is because fishing
is expected to resume across all Tier 1 Projects during their operational phases.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.4.11 Overall, the cumulative magnitude of the impact is deemed Negligible to Low for both
Project Design Option. The sensitivity of the receptor was deemed to be Medium to Low. The
effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more than the Proposed Development
alone residual effects which are Slight adverse for potting and Not significant for mussel seed
fisheries and all other fisheries.

DECOMMISSIONING PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.4.12 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and a Negligible magnitude for mussel seed and all other fisheries based on both Project
Design Options due to displacement of fishing activity into other areas.

14.13.4.13 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 1 Projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to increase to Medium for the potting fishery. The Tier 1 Projects are
considered to have a similar individual, but additive contribution to cumulative magnitude impacts
related to displacement. These vessels will be displaced into areas already targeted for whelk,
leading to increased competition for space and increased pressure on the whelk resources.
Displacement occurring across multiple projects is difficult to attribute to a specific project.
Mitigation at individual project level is recognised as effective for mitigating the impact of loss of
fishing grounds, however, these displaced vessels are likely to seek alternative grounds, leading
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to increased competition. It is noted that impacts from the Proposed Development alone were not
significant and that its contribution to cumulative effects is expected to be low. In addition, during
decommissioning, cumulative effects are anticipated to remain low, as decommissioning is
expected to occur under a managed decommissioning programme and at different times across
projects, reducing the potential for overlapping activity within the defined whelk fishing grounds.
On this basis, displacement into areas of existing high fishing effort is not anticipated.

14.13.4.14 For the other fisheries, the impact of the magnitude is considered to be no more than the
Proposed Development alone impacts which are Negligible for the mussel seed and all other
fisheries. This is due to the very low contribution of the Proposed Development to any potential
loss of access and thereby displacement is not anticipated at a cumulative level.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.4.15 Overall, the cumulative magnitude of the impact is deemed Negligible to Low for both
Project Design Option. The sensitivity of the receptor was deemed to be Medium to Low. The
effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more than the Proposed Development
alone residual effects which are Slight adverse for potting and Not significant for mussel seed
fisheries and all other fisheries.

Tier 2

CONSTRUCTION PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.4.16 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and a Negligible magnitude for mussel seed and all other fisheries based on both Project
Design Options due to displacement of fishing activity into other areas.

14.13.4.17 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 2 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 1 residual impacts which
are Low for the potting fishery and Negligible for the mussel seed and all other fisheries. This is
because the effects from Tier 2 projects will be of a short duration, across a relatively small area
and localised in nature.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.4.18 Overall, for Tier 2 combined with Tier 1 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the impact
is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the
significance of effect is Slight adverse, which is Not significant in EIA terms for both Project
Design Options.

14.13.4.19 For the other fisheries, for Tier 2 combined with Tier 1 projects, the cumulative effect for
both Project Design Options will therefore be no more than the Tier 1 residual effects which are
Not significant for mussel seed and all other fisheries.

OPERATIONAL AND MAINTENANCE PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.4.20 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and a Negligible magnitude for mussel seed and all other fisheries based on both Project
Design Options due to displacement of fishing activity into other areas.
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14.13.4.21 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 2 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 1 impacts which are Low
for potting and mussel seed fisheries and Negligible for all other fisheries. This is because
contribution of other projects will not effect during operational stage when fishing resumes,
thereby minimising any displacement.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.4.22 Overall, for Tier 2 combined with Tier 1 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the impact
is deemed Negligible to Low for both Project Design Option. The sensitivity of the receptor was
deemed to be Medium to Low. The effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no
more than the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Slight adverse for potting
and Not significant for mussel seed fisheries and all other fisheries.

DECOMMISSIONING PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.4.23 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and a Negligible magnitude for mussel seed and all other fisheries based on both Project
Design Options due to displacement of fishing activity into other areas.

14.13.4.24 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 2 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 1 impacts which are Low
for the potting fishery, Low for the mussel seed fishery and Negligible for all other fisheries. This
is because the effects from Tier 2 projects will be of a short duration, across a relatively small
area and localised in nature.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.4.25 Overall, for Tier 2 combined with Tier 1 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the impact
is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the
significance of effect is Slight adverse, which is not significant in EIA terms for both Project
Design Options.

14.13.4.26 For the other fisheries, the effect for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more
than the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Not significant for mussel seed
and all other fisheries.

Tier 3

CONSTRUCTION PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.4.27 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and a Negligible magnitude for mussel seed and all other fisheries based on both Project
Design Options due to displacement of fishing activity into other areas.

14.13.4.28 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 3 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 2 impacts which are Low
for the potting fishery and Negligible for the mussel seed and all other fisheries. This is because
the Tier 3 projects are not located across grounds targeting by the Irish potting fleet. Notably,
Morgan and Mona are principally located across scallop grounds. Morecambe Offshore Wind
Farm is located across grounds targeted by UK whelk potting vessels, but with minimal effort from
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Irish potters due to the distance from the Irish coast. The Isle of Man Offshore Wind Farm export
cable is targeted by Manx and UK whelk potting vessels.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.4.29 Overall, for Tier 3 combined with Tier 1 and 2 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the
impact is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the
significance of effect is Slight adverse, which is not significant in EIA terms for both Project
Design Options.

14.13.4.30 For the other fisheries, for Tier 3 combined with Tier 1 and 2 projects, the cumulative effect
for both Project Design Options will therefore be no more than the Proposed Development alone
residual effects which are Not significant for mussel seed and all other fisheries.

OPERATIONAL AND MAINTENANCE PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.4.31 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and a Negligible magnitude for mussel seed and all other fisheries based on both Project
Design Options due to displacement of fishing activity into other areas.

14.13.4.32 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 3 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 2 impacts which are Low
for potting and mussel seed fisheries and Negligible for all other fisheries. This is because
contribution of other projects will not effect during operational stage when fishing resumes,
thereby minimising any displacement.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.4.33 Overall, for Tier 3 combined with Tier 1 and 2 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the
impact is deemed Negligible to Low for both Project Design Option. The sensitivity of the
receptor was deemed to be Medium to Low. The effect for both Project Design Options will
therefore be no more than the Proposed Development alone residual effects which are Slight
adverse for potting and Not significant for mussel seed fisheries and all other fisheries.

DECOMMISSIONING PHASE

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.4.34 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for potting
fishery and a Negligible magnitude for mussel seed and all other fisheries based on both Project
Design Options due to displacement of fishing activity into other areas.

14.13.4.35 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 3 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 2 impacts which are Low
for the potting fishery, Low for the mussel seed fishery and Negligible for all other fisheries. This
is because the effects from Tier 3 projects will not exceed those resulting from any displacement
related to Tier 2 projects.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.4.36 Overall, for Tier 3 combined with Tier 1 and 2 projects, the cumulative magnitude of the
impact is deemed Low for the potting fishery, which has a Medium sensitivity, and therefore the
significance of effect is Slight adverse, which is not significant in EIA terms for both Project
Design Options.
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Tier 2

ALL PHASES

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.5.14 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for all fisheries
based on both Project Design Options due to effects on commercially exploited species.

14.13.5.15 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 2 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 1 impacts which are Low
for all fisheries at all phases. This is because the effect of Tier 2 projects on fish and shellfish
resources is expected to be for a short duration, across a relatively small area and therefore
highly localised. This assumes effective burial of subsea cables, or protection where burial is not
possible, and thereby no anticipated EMF effects.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.5.16 Overall, the cumulative magnitude of the impact is deemed Low for both Project Design
Option. The sensitivity of the receptor was deemed to be Medium to Low. The effect for both
Project Design Options will therefore be no more than the Proposed Development alone residual
effects which are Slight adverse for all fisheries.

Tier 3

ALL PHASES

MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT

14.13.5.17 The Proposed Development alone was predicted to have a Low magnitude for all fisheries
based on both Project Design Options due to effects on commercially exploited species.

14.13.5.18 When assessed cumulatively with the Tier 3 projects set out in Table 14.12 the impact of
the magnitude is considered to be no more than that assessed for Tier 2 impacts which are Low
for all fisheries at all phases.

SIGNIFICANCE OF EFFECT

14.13.5.19 Overall, the cumulative magnitude of the impact is deemed Low for both Project Design
Option. The sensitivity of the receptor was deemed to be Medium to Low. The effect for both
Project Design Options will therefore be no more than the Proposed Development alone residual
effects which are Slight adverse for all fisheries.

14.14 Transboundary effects
14.14.1.1 A screening of transboundary impacts has been carried out and has identified that there was

potential for significant transboundary effects with regard to commercial fisheries from the
Proposed Development upon the interests of other states.

14.14.1.2 Transboundary effects are defined as those effects upon the receiving environment of other
states, whether occurring from the Proposed Development alone, or cumulatively with other
projects in the wider area. A transboundary screening exercise was undertaken at Scoping, which
identified that there was the potential for transboundary effects to occur in relation to commercial
fisheries. The potential transboundary impacts considered for commercial fisheries are:
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