
From: Ed Clarke
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Dock
Date: Thursday, June 04, 2015 11:44:33 AM

Friends,
As an annual visitor to Grand Cayman who comes for the snorkeling around Georgetown, I feel this
proposal will be a disaster.  I am most worried about Eden Rock reef.  Please reconsider this
proposal.
Ed
 
Edward Clarke
10 Farmington Ct.
Madison WI 53717 USA
608-469-1138
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From: sammie1176@aol.com
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Port Final Proposal
Date: Thursday, June 04, 2015 5:38:37 PM

Hello,

My name is Samantha Ward and I have been visiting the Cayman Islands since 2007.  I lived there from
2006-2013, and had the best years of my life teaching tourist how to dive in Cayman's pristine waters,
and educating them on the ecosystems of surrounding reefs, mangroves and your infamous, beautiful
stingray population.

I am saddened to see the continued proposal of such a destructive plan.  There is absolutely no long
term benefit to the island other than the illusion of money.  The island has far more value ecologically
and in long term eco tourism, than in the short, greed-driven plans of bringing in more cruise ship
customers.

I would hope you would cherish your local habitat and culture, and defend it with pride rather than
allow for this exploitation.  I know several people who come to your island every year to enjoy the quiet
beach and pristine diving.  That may quickly change though, if the island is to sell out to big
corporations and no longer be the Cayman we always cherished.

I realize the proposal can be alluring, but I beg you to defend your heritage and your beautiful reefs. 
For if this is to go through, the damage is irreversible, and may completely backfire, driving tourists
away from a place they once loved.

Yours truly,
Samantha Ward
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From: Nick
To: DOE
Subject: Planned Cruise Dock Feedback
Date: Friday, June 05, 2015 7:59:30 AM

Suggestions + Questions

Why not spend that $200 million on pedestrianizing George Town, creating a breath-
taking experience, having more vendors, places to eat, and creating an amazing
experience that tourists and locals actually enjoy instead of building a giant parking lot
that let's you step off onto a giant concrete block, into a pretty boring town.

I am all for infrastructure development, but we better be prepared to spend more time
researching alternative solutions that do not destroy the best things we have.  Expand
the airport?  ABSOLUTELY.  Build it 3 stories with room for an overnight hotel even.
 Why did we give up on the floating dock idea?

Last comments.  I have seen the reef get destroyed slowly over the last 20+ years.
 Don't kill what is left by putting the nail in the coffin.  If you have never gone
snorkelling and diving in George Town, you don't deserve to have any say in building
a cruise dock.  Retailers or business owners have no say unless they know first hand
what they are going to destroy.
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From: Brian Tomlinson
To: DOE
Cc: Michael Benson; Alan Markoff; John Harvey; Mathew Manning; Schmarrah McCarthy; Peter Milburn; Jones, Max
Subject: Comments on the Draft Environmental Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility
Date: Monday, June 08, 2015 12:12:34 PM

Dear DOE,

I have briefly reviewed the 

Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility, Grand Cayman
Environmental and Engineering Consultancy Services
Environmental Statement
Non-Technical Summary - DRAFT
 June 2, 2015

 
and I offer the following comments. When I finish reviewing the documents I will
submit additional comments.

In paragraph 3 on page 12 of the Summary: It is stated that a comprehensive
subsurface investigation is required to address the geological uncertainties.  Second
only to the initial destruction of the marine environment due to excavation, the
transport of suspended sediments is a very real concern. I think it is worth the time,
effort and cost to actually put down some boreholes to characterize the geology that
will be encountered.  In parts of Appendix D-2 they make mention of some samples
taken but nowhere can I find what type of samples were taken, how they were taken,
or how they were analyzed. The parameters from geotechnical samples are a primary
input to the modeling they used to predict sediment transport. I find it very
unprofessional to make the statements that are being made about sediment transport
predictions from fancy scientific models when the primary input data is so uncertain.

Furthermore, based on my 30+ years of engineering experience in Cayman, I
question some of the geotechnical parameters that were used when running the
sediment transport models. The input parameters are biased towards producing
results that minimize the plumes from dredging and disposal of material. For instance,
they state they used sand in some of the models instead of silt. When they did
consider silty material, they used values representing coarse silt instead of fine silt
and they used silt contents of only up to 21%.  This is not representative of the
materials I have found and tested in other "ironshore" formations. I have tested some
materials with silt contents up to 40% - twice the amount they used as an upper limit.

Hard limestone rock is likely to be encountered is some parts of the dredge pockets.
This may necessitate the use of explosives. No mention is made of this. It is not listed
as a potential issue either. I am concerned about how explosives may be transported,
stored and used in such a high traffic, highly populated area. I wonder how the cruise
ship operators would react to explosives being used in the vicinity of their ships.

On page 19 of the Summary it is stated, "The project will not result in any significant
impact on Seven Mile Beach, as no significant sediment transport occurs between
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George Town Harbour and Seven Mile Beach." If more realistic geotechnical
parameters for the sediment transport models were used, this statement may be quite
different. Also, Figure 14.1 would be much different. The affected areas would be
much larger, resulting in larger coral relocation areas and a significant increase in
cost.

Please consider these comments in your review of the project. Perhaps the DOE
needs to hire their own experienced dredging engineer to review this report. I don't
think it would stand up to a professional engineering challenge the way it currently
stands.

Sincerely,

Brian L. Tomlinson, P.E., ASCE, CASE
North Side, Grand Cayman 

<*(((>< 



From: Brian Tomlinson
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Dock
Date: Tuesday, June 09, 2015 7:15:06 AM

Dear DOE,

I think we should forget about this cruise ship dock idea and instead upgrade the tender boat fleet to
vessels that are well designed, spacious, enclosed, and climate controlled. They should have glass
bottoms to give everyone a sense of what the marine environment is. They should run on propane. Also
we should train the pilots to quit running the boats like NASCAR drivers. The trip to shore should be a
main feature of the Cayman visit.

We should also limit the number of passengers per day to about half or less than what we allow now
and double the port fees for cruise ships only. Let's get away from "peanut butter and jelly" tourists.

The people of Cayman don't know the difference between an ES and an EIA. The general public is being
sold this ES as being an EIA.

Brian Tomlinson
North Side, Grand Cayman
<*(((><
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From: Richard Apple
To: DOE
Cc: "Ellen Cuylaerts"
Subject: STOP the proposed port expansion and reef destruction!!!
Date: Tuesday, June 09, 2015 10:29:57 AM

To Whom It May Concern (And, it should concern everyone!):
 
The proposed expansion of the port at Georgetown, Grand Cayman, would
be a short term and long term disaster to the reef structure and ecosystem. 
In the end, it would also be an economic failure because, without a beautiful
reef structure and all the photos/videos of it which are constantly making
their way around the world via social media sites, tourists would simply stop
getting off the cruise ships even if they did dock at Georgetown.
 
PLEASE do not let this happen!  I've been visiting and diving at Grand
Cayman for many years and the lack of marinelife due to over-fishing and
other unfriendly environmental issues has been disasterous.  Divers note
that there are fewer and fewer sea turtles, sharks, and rays and even the
stingrays at the sandbar are under severe abuse from poorly trained boat
crews and unruly boat tourists.
 
PLEASE do not permit the Cayman Islands to become just one more
Caribbean wasteland just so DART or other corporate interests can reap
short term benefits while sacrificing the biggest natural assets of the islands.
 
It is you, DOE, who bear the sacred responsibility to protect all that is
Cayman.  Please rise above the "big money" pressures and save the natural
beauty of the Cayman Islands for future generations!
 
With deepest respect,
 
Richard
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From: Pat
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed expansion of port
Date: Tuesday, June 09, 2015 10:45:38 AM

To Whom It May Concern (And, it should concern everyone!):

The proposed expansion of the port at Georgetown, Grand Cayman, would be a short term and long
term disaster to the reef structure and ecosystem.  In the end, it would also be an economic failure
because, without a beautiful reef structure and all the photos/videos of it which are constantly making
their way around the world via social media sites, tourists would simply stop getting off the cruise ships
even if they did dock at Georgetown.

PLEASE do not let this happen!  I've been visiting and diving at Grand Cayman for many years and the
lack of marinelife due to over-fishing and other unfriendly environmental issues has been disasterous. 
Divers note that there are fewer and fewer sea turtles, sharks, and rays and even the stingrays at the
sandbar are under severe abuse from poorly trained boat crews and unruly boat tourists.

PLEASE do not permit the Cayman Islands to become just one more Caribbean wasteland just so DART
or other corporate interests can reap short term benefits while sacrificing the biggest natural assets of
the islands.

It is you, DOE, who bear the sacred responsibility to protect all that is Cayman.  Please rise above the
"big money" pressures and save the natural beauty of the Cayman Islands for future generations!

With deepest respect,

Patricia A. Sinclair

Sent from my iPad
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From: Marty Bennett
To: DOE
Subject: a loyal diver
Date: Tuesday, June 09, 2015 1:43:36 PM
Attachments: image003.png

Screen Shot 2013-09-26 at 6.12.43 PM.png

Hello and thanks for taking the time to read this, 
I am an avid sport diver and have visited the Cayman Islands several times and plan 
to do so again in the future. I have also been on several cruises. I urge you to 
consider that you are sacrificing something ancient and wonderful to accommodate 
the interests of people who do not appreciate the beauty of your land. Divers are 
and will continue to be the real life’s blood of your economy and serving their long 
term interests also serves your long term interests.  
There are times when doing the right thing is clear as it can be. This is one of those 
times. You can take care of your core tourist constituency and your island at the 
same time. 
Thanks for listening. 
Marty Bennett

Marty McGee Bennett
CAMELIDynamics
Cell: 541 788-2277
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From: Kate Holden
To: DOE
Subject: Questions for the Cruise Berthing Facility
Date: Tuesday, June 09, 2015 4:34:13 PM
Attachments: Questions in Response to the Cruise Berth EIA.pdf

Hi Guys,

Please find attached a question summary about the cruise berthing project. 
There are some FUNNY figures in the report that certainly need further explanation.

The background reports also have some great info but it doesn't come through in
the EIA itself - which I think is misleading. So apologies if this is a bit like war and
peace but I think the general public should know the facts and not have to be
professors in engineering or science to understand what's going on. 

I can't make the meeting tonight but my better half will be there.
Kate

mailto:kthldn@gmail.com
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Questions in Response to the: 
 
 
 
Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
EIA Consultation June 2015 
 
 
 
Comments have mainly been based upon the 
Environmental Statement – Non technical summary.  
 
 
 
 
Elements from the Environmental Statement Final Draft, 
Marine Ecology Final Draft and Marine Resource 
Economic Evaluation have also been referenced. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Kate Holden 9th June 2015 
 
 
 
 







 
 
 
 
 
In the interests of clarity and transparency: 
 
For anyone reading this… 
I am not anti-cruise berth development per se.  
I fully understand the economical requirements for the local 
tourism sector and the need for the Cayman Islands to remain 
competitive and accessible to the cruise industry.  
 
I am ‘driftwood’, a visitor working in Cayman. I have been a 
frequent tourist to the Islands since 1994 and began working here 
in 2007, first as a diving instructor on the very reefs that are 
entrenched in this proposal and then as a Director of Development 
and Communications for a local marine research facility based in 
Little Cayman. I have an MSc in Sustainable Development and 
over 15 years within the business sector as a marketing 
professional. I can wear both hats with ease.  
 
I am not a technical whizz. I understand most of the science 
regarding the marine environment and the process of the EIA but 
am certainly not an expert. This summary and list of questions in 
response to the EIA consultation is not the work of a specialist, just 
a normal person with a bit more knowledge than the average Joe. I 
have steered clear of getting too bogged down in the detail and also 
kept emotion out of it. I’ve also steered clear of a dredging 
discussion, as otherwise this would be a very long document.  
 
Hopefully the summary that follows will help other people 
understand the proposal and the information that should be 
included in an EIA. Especially for those that don’t have the time of 
commitment to read all the (lengthy) documents attached to the 
EIA proposal. 
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Project Overview 
 
The crux of the matter relevant to the EIA, as per the report: 


 
The specifics of the site, in the words of the report: 


 
The project need is based upon declining cruise ship numbers and the 
requirement to be able to berth mega-ships to ensure the cruise industry 
continues to consider Cayman as a viable port. The report outlines a 1-3% per 
year growth per annum in Cruise Ship related activity, post construction. 
 
The port will include land reclamation and 255,000m2 of dredging, resulting 
in 2 piers that can house 4 large cruise ships (two of mega-ship size) and 2 
ships on anchorage. If more than 6 ships arrive, tendering will still need to be 
utilized. 
 







The Economics & Statistics 
 
Financial Impact of the project (during construction)  
The report states that the estimated economic loss during the construction 
phase is CI$6.5-9million a year (page 47 EIA Statement, non-technical). Yet 
the economic valuation of the site indicates a DIRECT loss of  $23-26million a 
year (section 4 of the Marine Ecology Report).  
 
The total loss would therefore be more like CI$30 million per year? According 
to these figures? 
 
This equates to just below $100 million in the first 3 years, yet the report 
claims the loss will be between $100-$150million over 20 years? 
The report also states that the issues with sedimentation cannot be fully 
assessed by the current EIA due to unkown facts about the substructure. The 
report also states that further dredging will be needed as a result of storms in 
the future, so the issues with turbidity and visibility will likely be ongoing.  
 
How can a final figure of the negative impact of the project therefore be 
submitted? 
 
Growth of Cruise Ship Contracts 
The feedback from the cruise industry is central to this proposal.  
 
What contracts have been signed/alluded to IF the project goes ahead?  
 
What are the risk factors if this project doesn’t happen or the positives if it 
does? 
 
Weather and Tendering Issues 
One of the main issues regarding the current berthing facility is the need to 
tender. This can result in long waiting times. The report suggests however that 
the new dock will NOT mitigate passenger disembarkation times.  
 
Tendering will also still be needed on busy days.  
 
How are the tendering businesses supposed to support this? 
 
Has an evaluation of how many days this would be been outlined? 
 
It is estimated that the 8% of days currently effected by weather and result in 
either the need to tender from Spotts Bay (4%) or missing the location (4%) 
altogether will be reduced to 1-3%.  
 
Can the ships still dock during a Nor’Wester? 
For the 1-3% of days that are still effected by weather etc, how many tenders 
will be expected to support the industry or will a ‘no call’ become automatic? 
 







Understanding Specific Values of Sites Involved. 
 


 
There are three famous shore sites that are used for training, unguided and 
guided (tourist) dives involved in this project… Eden Rock/Devils Grotto, The 
Cali, Sotos Reef, each have their own dive shops on site – Eden Rock, Divers 
Down and the Lobster Pot (a cooperative of several dive shops) respectively.  
These are well-established shore diving and snorkeling locations, ideal for 
learning and also for those tourists who want to dive from the shore, which is 
often cheaper and more flexible, which is a rare and valuable asset to the 
Cayman watersports industry.   
 
Why was an economic evaluation not done for these sites/businesses 
specifically?  
 
Will compensation be provided if the project goes ahead? 
 
As outlined in the Resource Valuation from the EIA below, there are plenty of 
dive sites on Grand Cayman but these sites are specifically used for training, 
night dives and easy/refresher dives and are therefore an important tourism 
product. A blanket approach in the EIA is not acceptable: 
 







 
 
Flawed Diver Stats? 
Based on the above Tourism and Recreation figures, the Marine Resource 
Evaluation is based upon 5.6% of on-island tourists who identified diving as 
‘the main purpose of their visit’ (based on 2013 ESO figures). This figure has 
been used in the report as the ratio to represent diving/cruise ship tourists 
too, providing the basis for the economic impact of the new dock on the 
marine eco system, including dive and watersports services. 
 
In the 2009-2013 National Tourism Management Plan (which is still in use 
today) identifies 30% of on-island guests as ‘divers’.   
 
Has the diving industry reduced by over 75%? Since 2006? 
 
Or is the 5.6% figure ONLY those tourists who identify themselves primarily 
as divers, eliminating a large proportion of people who dive less rigorously on 
vacation? Or try it for the first time? Divers who contribute significantly to the 
dive/economic equation for Cayman… 
 
To base the entire economic valuation on the 5.6% figure seems inaccurate 
and therefore seriously underestimates the economic impact this development 
will have. An easy way to find out would be to ask all the dive companies to 
submit their numbers for 2014.  
 
Impact on on-island guests? 
Dive tourists are known to spend 60-85% more than non-dive tourists 
(Snyderman 2008). By reducing diving capacity, dive tourists may choose 
another destination.  
 
The project could also effect the decision of non-diving on-island guests to 
reconsider Grand Cayman as a tourism destination. On island guests also 
spend considerably more per head per diem.   
 
Has this risk been explored and if so, what is the potential cost both during 
the construction phase and operational phase? 
 
 
 







 
The Ecology 
 
The Marine Ecology Report does a robust study into the health, contribution 
to the marine environment and impact on the coral reef system at the heart of 
this project. 15 acres of coral reef will be directly impacted by the project 
(specifically by dredging) and a further 15-20 acres of coral reef will be 
indirectly impacted by sedimentation and turbidity. The report highlights 
several key aspects of the importance of the local marine ecology at the 
proposed site, including identification of species listed as threatened by the 
Endangered Species Act and a robust fish life, as outlined in the three 
summaries taken from the marine ecology report below: 


 


 
 
 







 


 
The sites have been described as healthy in the report – with roughly 25-26% 
coral cover, making a significant comeback in comparison to a 2010 Bruckner 
study. This is despite high diver/snorkeler traffic and despite the proximity to 
the current dock/active harbour.  
 
What is CIGs stance on destroying endangered species, protected by 
international agreements? 
 
What is the full impact of this project, particularly referencing the number of 
juvenile fish, on the a) whole Grand Cayman ecosystem and b) specifically the 
West Side? 
 
As the report states, by removing or negatively impacting this piece of the 
ecosystem ‘pie’ there will be repercussions for the rest of the island. These 
need further defining and should be part of the post construction phase of the 
EIA. 
 
Relocation Relocation 
The suggestion is to  ‘relocate’ the corals and wrecks to mitigate the negative 
impacts on the local ecosystem: 
 


 
 







Yet the report itself suggests that there are few locations like GTH that have 
the right factors contributing to the ideal environment for a thriving 
ecosystem, one of the main factors being rugosity: 
 


 
Have the long-term environmental impacts of destroying this ecosystem been 
outlined?  
 
Have the long-term economic impacts of destroying this environment been 
outlined? 
 
If a relocation is even possible, where?  
The researchers engaged for this project have undertaken extensive sampling 
of the area and included relocation of the corals/wrecks as a mitigation 
strategy. Yet did not include ANY details on how this would work.  
 
What are the details, including full costs and is this included in the budget 
requirements of the project? 
 
The reefs – as summarized by the report: 


 
 







The Long-Term Strategy? 
 
The positives from the project are: 
 
CI$150m in investment and job increases during the three year 
construction phase.  
 
1-3% increased cruise ship activity which equates to $250million 
over a 20 year period. 
 
To facilitate this increase, a long-term strategy must be outlined 
and should ideally be included in the EIA process. To begin the 
project and then have to ‘work out’ the longer-term details would 
be remiss. 
 
What is the strategy to support sustainable development of the carrying 
capacity of the island, specifically resulting from this development? 
 
What will the cruise ship capacity be capped at (per day/per year)?  
 
How will the island cope with increased cruise activity, resulting in more 
water usage, need for facilities, more traffic and essentially more workers on 
work permits? 
 
How does the on-island guest tourism strategy align itself to the cruise ship 
activity? 
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I am not anti-cruise berth development per se.  
I fully understand the economical requirements for the local 
tourism sector and the need for the Cayman Islands to remain 
competitive and accessible to the cruise industry.  
 
I am ‘driftwood’, a visitor working in Cayman. I have been a 
frequent tourist to the Islands since 1994 and began working here 
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and Communications for a local marine research facility based in 
Little Cayman. I have an MSc in Sustainable Development and 
over 15 years within the business sector as a marketing 
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I am not a technical whizz. I understand most of the science 
regarding the marine environment and the process of the EIA but 
am certainly not an expert. This summary and list of questions in 
response to the EIA consultation is not the work of a specialist, just 
a normal person with a bit more knowledge than the average Joe. I 
have steered clear of getting too bogged down in the detail and also 
kept emotion out of it. I’ve also steered clear of a dredging 
discussion, as otherwise this would be a very long document.  
 
Hopefully the summary that follows will help other people 
understand the proposal and the information that should be 
included in an EIA. Especially for those that don’t have the time of 
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The specifics of the site, in the words of the report: 

 
The project need is based upon declining cruise ship numbers and the 
requirement to be able to berth mega-ships to ensure the cruise industry 
continues to consider Cayman as a viable port. The report outlines a 1-3% per 
year growth per annum in Cruise Ship related activity, post construction. 
 
The port will include land reclamation and 255,000m2 of dredging, resulting 
in 2 piers that can house 4 large cruise ships (two of mega-ship size) and 2 
ships on anchorage. If more than 6 ships arrive, tendering will still need to be 
utilized. 
 



The Economics & Statistics 
 
Financial Impact of the project (during construction)  
The report states that the estimated economic loss during the construction 
phase is CI$6.5-9million a year (page 47 EIA Statement, non-technical). Yet 
the economic valuation of the site indicates a DIRECT loss of  $23-26million a 
year (section 4 of the Marine Ecology Report).  
 
The total loss would therefore be more like CI$30 million per year? According 
to these figures? 
 
This equates to just below $100 million in the first 3 years, yet the report 
claims the loss will be between $100-$150million over 20 years? 
The report also states that the issues with sedimentation cannot be fully 
assessed by the current EIA due to unkown facts about the substructure. The 
report also states that further dredging will be needed as a result of storms in 
the future, so the issues with turbidity and visibility will likely be ongoing.  
 
How can a final figure of the negative impact of the project therefore be 
submitted? 
 
Growth of Cruise Ship Contracts 
The feedback from the cruise industry is central to this proposal.  
 
What contracts have been signed/alluded to IF the project goes ahead?  
 
What are the risk factors if this project doesn’t happen or the positives if it 
does? 
 
Weather and Tendering Issues 
One of the main issues regarding the current berthing facility is the need to 
tender. This can result in long waiting times. The report suggests however that 
the new dock will NOT mitigate passenger disembarkation times.  
 
Tendering will also still be needed on busy days.  
 
How are the tendering businesses supposed to support this? 
 
Has an evaluation of how many days this would be been outlined? 
 
It is estimated that the 8% of days currently effected by weather and result in 
either the need to tender from Spotts Bay (4%) or missing the location (4%) 
altogether will be reduced to 1-3%.  
 
Can the ships still dock during a Nor’Wester? 
For the 1-3% of days that are still effected by weather etc, how many tenders 
will be expected to support the industry or will a ‘no call’ become automatic? 
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There are three famous shore sites that are used for training, unguided and 
guided (tourist) dives involved in this project… Eden Rock/Devils Grotto, The 
Cali, Sotos Reef, each have their own dive shops on site – Eden Rock, Divers 
Down and the Lobster Pot (a cooperative of several dive shops) respectively.  
These are well-established shore diving and snorkeling locations, ideal for 
learning and also for those tourists who want to dive from the shore, which is 
often cheaper and more flexible, which is a rare and valuable asset to the 
Cayman watersports industry.   
 
Why was an economic evaluation not done for these sites/businesses 
specifically?  
 
Will compensation be provided if the project goes ahead? 
 
As outlined in the Resource Valuation from the EIA below, there are plenty of 
dive sites on Grand Cayman but these sites are specifically used for training, 
night dives and easy/refresher dives and are therefore an important tourism 
product. A blanket approach in the EIA is not acceptable: 
 



 
 
Flawed Diver Stats? 
Based on the above Tourism and Recreation figures, the Marine Resource 
Evaluation is based upon 5.6% of on-island tourists who identified diving as 
‘the main purpose of their visit’ (based on 2013 ESO figures). This figure has 
been used in the report as the ratio to represent diving/cruise ship tourists 
too, providing the basis for the economic impact of the new dock on the 
marine eco system, including dive and watersports services. 
 
In the 2009-2013 National Tourism Management Plan (which is still in use 
today) identifies 30% of on-island guests as ‘divers’.   
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Or is the 5.6% figure ONLY those tourists who identify themselves primarily 
as divers, eliminating a large proportion of people who dive less rigorously on 
vacation? Or try it for the first time? Divers who contribute significantly to the 
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To base the entire economic valuation on the 5.6% figure seems inaccurate 
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Impact on on-island guests? 
Dive tourists are known to spend 60-85% more than non-dive tourists 
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spend considerably more per head per diem.   
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The Ecology 
 
The Marine Ecology Report does a robust study into the health, contribution 
to the marine environment and impact on the coral reef system at the heart of 
this project. 15 acres of coral reef will be directly impacted by the project 
(specifically by dredging) and a further 15-20 acres of coral reef will be 
indirectly impacted by sedimentation and turbidity. The report highlights 
several key aspects of the importance of the local marine ecology at the 
proposed site, including identification of species listed as threatened by the 
Endangered Species Act and a robust fish life, as outlined in the three 
summaries taken from the marine ecology report below: 

 

 
 
 



 

 
The sites have been described as healthy in the report – with roughly 25-26% 
coral cover, making a significant comeback in comparison to a 2010 Bruckner 
study. This is despite high diver/snorkeler traffic and despite the proximity to 
the current dock/active harbour.  
 
What is CIGs stance on destroying endangered species, protected by 
international agreements? 
 
What is the full impact of this project, particularly referencing the number of 
juvenile fish, on the a) whole Grand Cayman ecosystem and b) specifically the 
West Side? 
 
As the report states, by removing or negatively impacting this piece of the 
ecosystem ‘pie’ there will be repercussions for the rest of the island. These 
need further defining and should be part of the post construction phase of the 
EIA. 
 
Relocation Relocation 
The suggestion is to  ‘relocate’ the corals and wrecks to mitigate the negative 
impacts on the local ecosystem: 
 

 
 



Yet the report itself suggests that there are few locations like GTH that have 
the right factors contributing to the ideal environment for a thriving 
ecosystem, one of the main factors being rugosity: 
 

 
Have the long-term environmental impacts of destroying this ecosystem been 
outlined?  
 
Have the long-term economic impacts of destroying this environment been 
outlined? 
 
If a relocation is even possible, where?  
The researchers engaged for this project have undertaken extensive sampling 
of the area and included relocation of the corals/wrecks as a mitigation 
strategy. Yet did not include ANY details on how this would work.  
 
What are the details, including full costs and is this included in the budget 
requirements of the project? 
 
The reefs – as summarized by the report: 

 
 



The Long-Term Strategy? 
 
The positives from the project are: 
 
CI$150m in investment and job increases during the three year 
construction phase.  
 
1-3% increased cruise ship activity which equates to $250million 
over a 20 year period. 
 
To facilitate this increase, a long-term strategy must be outlined 
and should ideally be included in the EIA process. To begin the 
project and then have to ‘work out’ the longer-term details would 
be remiss. 
 
What is the strategy to support sustainable development of the carrying 
capacity of the island, specifically resulting from this development? 
 
What will the cruise ship capacity be capped at (per day/per year)?  
 
How will the island cope with increased cruise activity, resulting in more 
water usage, need for facilities, more traffic and essentially more workers on 
work permits? 
 
How does the on-island guest tourism strategy align itself to the cruise ship 
activity? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



From: Bradley Bennett
To: DOE
Subject: New Cruise Ship Berth
Date: Wednesday, June 10, 2015 11:31:38 AM

Dear DOE,
I am a SCUBA diver from the US.  I have visited Grand Cayman several times for diving vacations, and I
am concerned and alarmed at the proposed cruise ship berth.  After reading the Baird study, it is
obvious that you are very much running the risk of killing the proverbial goose that laid the golden egg. 
Destroying Soto’s Reef and Devil’s Grotto would be a tragic loss.  The notion that the reef can be
relocated is non-sensical, not to mention too costly.  It is not worth it to cater to an industry (cruise
lines) that pollutes so much, and demands such a high cost from you irreplaceable reef systems.  It
would be difficult for me as a diver to consider spending my hard-earned vacation dollars in a place that
apparently cared so little about my sport.  Thank you for your attention.

Regards,
Brad Bennett
905 Maple St
New Smyrna Beach, FL
32169

mailto:bennett60@icloud.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Off The Wall Divers
To: DOE
Subject: Return of Questionaire - Off The Wall Divers
Date: Wednesday, June 10, 2015 4:21:34 PM
Attachments: Questionnaire-9-June-2015.pages

Please find attached!

Thank you, and please, please, please. . . . do not let this port occur.

Thomas (Tom) K. Shropshire
Thomas (Tom) K. Shropshire
OFF THE WALL DIVERS
P O Box 30176 SMB
Grand Cayman  KY1-1201
CAYMAN ISLANDS
Cell: 345-916-0303 (CI #)
US #: 859-575-3635 (best after 6PM)
Skype us @ otwd3483 or shrop3483
E-mail: fish@candw.ky
Website: www.grandcaymandive.com
Facebook: OFF THE WALL DIVERS
Comments/reviews can be posted 
on any of the following:
www.cruisecritic.com
www.cruisemates.com
www.scubadviser.com
www.scubaboard.com
www.scubadiving.com
www.tripadvisor.com
www.undercurrent.org

mailto:fish@candw.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:fish@candw.ky
http://www.grandcaymandive.com/
http://www.cruisecritic.com/
http://www.cruisemates.com/
http://www.scubadviser.com/
http://www.scubaboard.com/
http://www.scubadiving.com/
http://www.tripadvisor.com/
http://www.undercurrent.org/
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

Thomas (Tom) K. Shropshire 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years:X 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:     

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands?PR holder 

Where were you born?   Lexington, KY      

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? Working in the dive industry since 1996 and 
a small business owner since OCT 2011.  I’ve been visiting the Cayman Islands since 1963/1964 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Rent an apt. on Walkers Road 

What is your interest in the Project? Home owner @ 210 S. Church St., next to Don Foster’s Diving; I’ve 
seen the demise of the reefs in Cayman (on the West, must attributed to the growth of the 7 Mile Beach 
area, and I’d hate to see anything else happen. 

As a small business owner that relies on the ocean, dive sites, and underwater world, the proposed new 
port would destroy another chunk as far East as Sunset House and as far North as the Marriott. 

The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly disagree 2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

XXXXxN O1     
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Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I sat in on the presentation of 9JUN15.  The negatives of this work overshadow the positives of the work 
 

1. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly disagree 2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

 
Please provide additional comments/explanation: There were more than “several” times that when 
questions were posed to the Baird representative, he could not substantiate the numbers they “came up 
with”. Ex:  $20M to move coral, etc.  This is the “low end” of the estimate.  It would more likely cost $80M+ 

 

2. Do you have any other comments? 

Absolutely! Mr McKenzie spoke and said of the all proposed areas that could be considered, 
this area would provide the least of the destruction.  As the CI move forward and grow (he 
mentioned, we bring everything into the islands), then improvements to the port will need to be 
made. 

So be it.  Make port improvement.  We can probably live with that, but to build a port to 
accommodate cruise ships - not necessary.  The ships are going to go/come just as they do 
today.  Come mid-APR, ships will relocated to Alaska, the Med, etc.   

If you look out your door, today, 10JUN, is the first ship traffic the islands have seen in four (4) 
days.  Ships are not going to come just because you have a port. 

Back in “the day”, cruise ship guests were required to “stay dressed”.  That is, ladies needed 
to be covered up; males were required to wear shorts.  No swimwear was allowed downtown. 

The FL Cruise Ship Association has dictated to the Cayman Islands what to do - dangling the 
almighty $$$$ out their.   

In fact, the Cayman Islands should step up and not give in to the $$$$, but once again, become 
unique 

The report says that 85% of the tourism is from “cruise ship arrivals”.  Do they provide us with 
85% of the revenue?  No  Or 50%?  I doubt it?  I doubt is they even provide 25% of the island’s 
revenue. 

The island has on the table an airport expansion.  Can they a) afford to move the ocean (and 
destroy it) b) build a port  c) build a new airport?  I truly doubt it. 

Please Cayman Islands, do the right thing.  Improve the airport. Bring in the “stayover guest”.  
This is where the $$$ comes from - condo/hotel, meals, food at stores, diving/watersports and 
other miscellaneous attractions. 
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Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at 

the following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound 
Road, George Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky


From: Jeremy Ellis
To: DOE
Subject: Opposed to proposed cruise berth
Date: Wednesday, June 10, 2015 8:05:03 PM

I am writing to share my concerns for the proposed cruise ship berth.  I have been visiting and
SCUBA diving in Grand Cayman since 1989.  My main reason for coming (sometimes 2-3x per year)
is for the unique SCUBA diving such as the silverside aggregations in/around Eden Rock, Devil’s
Grotto, near the Lobster Pot, etc.  The local diving on the West Side is unique in the Caribbean and
possibly the entire world.  The recent decline in stingrays at the sandbar has already started to deter
divers from coming to Grand Cayman.  If you destroy the local reefs, you will lose more and more
divers.  Please protect the unqiue gem that is Grand Cayman so that all of our kids and grandkids can
enjoy its splendor!
 
Jeremy A. Ellis
404-353-3401 mobile
jellis@jeremyaellis.com
www.jeremyaellis.com
 

http://www.facebook.com/jeremyaellisphotography

http://www.linkedin.com/in/jeremyaellis

http://twitter.com/ellisjeremy
 

mailto:jellis@jeremyaellis.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://www.jeremyaellis.com/
http://www.facebook.com/jeremyaellisphotography
http://www.linkedin.com/in/jeremyaellis
http://twitter.com/ellisjeremy
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Civil Servant    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  Cayman Islands       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  South Sound, George Town 

What is your interest in the Project? 

General Public, caring about the future of the islands, environmental conservation and sustainable  

development. Wanting to ensure the people who recognise the long-term importance of conservation 

and sustainable development are also heard. 

 

 

 

 X 

 X 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

  Though there is evidence that the number of cruise visitors will decrease in the future without a cruise 

berthing facility, I am not convinced that this would have an overall negative effect on the tourism 

industry that could not be mitigated. Loss of cruise market share would require reconsideration of the 

Cayman Islands tourism product and business plans but I do not think this would be crippling to the 

economy. Further, the cruise lines (understandably) are not able to commit to bringing the number of 

visitors that would be required to realise the net economic benefits, so there is huge risk associated by 

the project that will likely be borne entirely or mostly by government (depending on any PPP contract). 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 The EIA is definitely comprehensive and robust but I believe it does not fully consider the total cost of  

damage to the marine environment. The natural environment is almost always undervalued because it is 

difficult for most people to recognise and quantify the benefits of conservation of natural resources. The 

consultants take a good practice approach to the social cost-benefit analysis but the focus appears to be 

more on the annual lost revenue to goods and service providers from the damage (i.e. fewer snorkelers, 

etc.) than on the long-term environmental value. Basing value on “locals’ perception and expression of  

value” is also a common policy approach, but given many locals have consistently proven they favour  

short-term economic growth (and, in particular, from construction activity) over long-term sustainability of  

the eco-system this leads to a large bias toward development-at-any-cost over conservation.  

 X 

 X 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

It is difficult to quantify the value of the environment but that is why it is even more important to 

consider the full costs of any project that has a negative impact on these natural resources. The EIA  

shows clear threats of destruction to significant portions of coral reef, associated habitat and biodiversity, 

with further damage also likely from sedimentation and higher risk of “marine incidents” with the ships 

berthing closer to the reef and an increase in traffic. In my opinion, these costs of the project have not be  

adequately quantified because it is nearly impossible to do so. For example, the attempt to value the  

cost of the Carnival Magic reef damage in August 2014 shows how difficult this is, with estimates from  

DOE ranging from $1.5 million to $14 million for damage to 0.000367 acres. The cruise pier project is  

expected to destroy much more reef (unless coral can be relocated; a very expensive process with very  

low chance of success) but the EIA focuses more on lost revenue going forward than on the full value  

of the reef, associated habitat and biodiversity. This is understandable and an important limitation in any 

EIA/SCBA but it needs to be highlighted more because the tendency in the Cayman Islands to value  

short-term economic growth over conservation of natural resources for long-term benefit is dangerous. 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Catherine Healy           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Marketing    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? yes 

Where were you born?  Grand Cayman       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Melmac Avenue, George Town 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I am an avid diver and supporter of conservation of our precious environment. 

I live in George Town and want our community to be healthy, happy and balanced. 

I work in marketing and understand the ramifications that implementing a project such as this 
may have on our tourism product. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

There are several reasons, besides the fact that we will be destroying our environment and 
taking the habitat of living things who are our responsibility to look after. 

If all of the other islands are walkon/walkoff destinations, then tendering will make Cayman 
unique, and desirable to those who have an ounce of adventure. The renderings of the 
completed project show that the cruise ship pier will be ugly.  

I understand that tendering can be unpleasant for the passengers. However, the people who 
can’t be bothered to get on a tender to visit our beautiful island, are not likely to also spend lots 
of money while they’re here. Do we really want them? Instead of preserving our natural treasure? 
As per the report, Cruise ship passengers only generate 23% of the revenue created by Visitors. 
Yet we have almost 3 times as many visit us as air arrival passengers. These are not good 
spenders. 

The areas that are under threat are amazing snorkelling sites, which are accessible to everyone, 
including Cruise Ship passengers. This is something that should be preserved and lauded. 

With smart marketing, we can position ourselves as supporters of the environment, rather than 
supporters of big business. Who really gets the best out of this situation? The taxi drivers? The 
duty free shops? Or the cruise ships? 

What is our environment worth to us? It’s irreplaceable. People can always find new ways of 
making money. We’re the (more) intelligent species. Once we kill the coral and take the habitats 
of all of the fish and other sea creatures that share GT Harbour with us, we can never take it 
back. 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 
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It seems fairly thorough. 

3. Do you have any other comments? 

 

“Compassion for animals is intimately connected with goodness of character, and it may be 
confidently asserted that he, who is cruel to living creatures, cannot be a good man.”  

― Arthur Schopenhauer, The Basis of Morality 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky








From: Keith Doyle
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility Comments
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 9:46:02 AM

Hi – some thoughts/observations/questions etc on the proposed Cruise Ship port
development.
 
Please note, I am neither for nor against it per se…..i just think more information is needed
for people to truly be able to offer a worthwhile (and at least semi-qualified) opinion. There
is clearly a lot of emotion in many of the responses seen so far in the meetings and online,
etc......i would hope that the uniqueness of Cayman as a tourist destination plays a large
factor in any final decision (most every other port in the region basically looks and feels the
same these days)....i also believe those objecting to the delays of not having a port built
over the past 10-20 yrs are missing the benefit of Cayman waiting - you can now properly
review the success or otherwise of those that have been constructed....and benefit from
understanding the issues any developments have had, etc, etc.

Some of the information needed to be shared publicly to assist a decent opinion to be
formed includes answers to:
 
1 – Have the cruise lines issued ultimatums concerning the consequences of Cayman not
having a finger pier or 2 that they can dock alongside?
 
2 – If yes to the ultimatum, please share with the public what the consequences WILL be…
not what they MAY be.  Which lines insist upon it?
 
3 – If there is no real drive from the cruise lines insisting upon a pier, then why build one(or
2)? What are the real benefits in terms of facilitating higher numbers of persons?  We
already supposedly have near 2 million passengers arriving….how can Cayman cope with
even more?

4 - have the cruise lines said they will stay in port over night as in the Bahamas if they can
dock? have they guaranteed this?  I would suggest they won't....they NEED to be at sea at a
certain speed for fuel economy to get to the next destination.......
 
5 – businesses suggesting they will go out of business unless a port is built?  Why? Do they
think that the cruise guests that arrive at a port that a ship can dock against will have more
money to spend?  This is highly unlikely…..take a look at the ports around the
Caribbean….businesses are closing all the time……it’s the direct result of any and all of the
below:
 

mailto:keith_doyle@msn.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


world recession;
cruise lines offering cheaper vacations attracting people with less disposable income;
passengers not interested in buying the same thing at every cruise port as each location
starts to mimic each other;
high cost of items for sale in cayman
 
6 – Have the cruise lines committed to funding/assisting in funding the new port
development? If so, which lines and how much?  And what do they expect in return?
 
7 – have the cruise lines guaranteed X amount of passengers to visit Cayman over the next
10/20/30 years should the port be built?
 
8 – have the cruise lines guaranteed X amount of passengers without the port being built?
 
9 – tendering….i am not convinced at all that cruise passengers in the majority complain
about it…..indeed, I’d suggest that most of them enjoy the uniqueness and the immediate
proximity to the stunning waters of GT (of course, not when it’s choppy….but that’s less than
10% of the year).....it's the start of an adventure!  (granted, they deserve a much better
facility to come ashore and to disembark from - shading would be a start.....water misters as
in Disneyland would be very welcome, etc)
 
10 – have you sought financial information from the new ports that have been built in the
last 10-20 yrs around the Caribbean?  Can you show that nobody is complaining about lack
of business where there are ports that the ships can dock at? Can you confirm that around
the region, the ports are great successes for the economy as a whole?  Does the money
really trickle down? Or does most of it stay on the ship, whether they are docked or not?!
 
11 – the concern about GT based businesses is bizarre……they have nearly 2 million people
walking thru their streets every year for a few hrs…….where is the concern for businesses on
SMB or EE or anywhere else?  Instead of complaining that the 2 million people cant stay
long enough or do not spend enough….maybe the issue is with the business model of those,
and they could look at lower pricing…staffing rotations….tailoring their models for a 4/5
hour rush….being happy that maybe 2million people can walk nearby them every year??!!!
 Businesses are struggling not because the ships don't dock....its because of high prices, less
disposable income, similar goods in every port, huge competition around the region
compared to 15-20 yrs ago, etc, etc.

12 - i think your biggest issue is CARGO, not cruise.......i remember there was once a
proposal for cargo in East End....is that not worth revisiting???

 Overall, i wish you well....i just hope can answer everything before you commit....the last



thing you want to do is end up in mega-debt, building a huge facility that stands empty most
days after about 5pm and doesn't have guaranteed traffic.........

Kind Regards
Keith
 























From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from Students about Cruise Ship Dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:33:31 AM

Dear Mrs. Governor,

My name is Aidan Hew, I’m in year 7. I don’t think that the dock should be made.
The building of the dock would kill all of the coral in the harbor. The dock wouldn’t
benefit owners of businesses either. It would make it easy to go to lunch on the
cruise ships so less people would eat on the island. I don’t think the dock should be
built.

Sincerely,

Aidan Hew, Year 7

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from Students about Cruise Ship Dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:34:34 AM

Dear Mrs. Governor,

My name is Aidan. I think we should not destroy the coral reef because lots of fish
live there. If you kill all the fish local fisherman can’t sell fish to restaurants then we
have to import fish and it will cost more money. Thank for reading my letter.

Sincerely, Aidan (grade 6)

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from students regarding cruise ship dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:35:20 AM

Dear Mrs. Governor,

Do you have the thought of innocence, the idea of mercy? This bridge will kill
thousands of our cousins, the fish that swim and hope to live, the turtles and sharks
that glide in the silvery ocean, and they too, want to be blessed with life! It will do
no good to the earth, (or tourism) and will kill the very thing our visitors come for,
for some have never seen the white sands and crystal seas! If you were born into
the world in a landlocked place, without seeing flowing water, the very drink that
keeps us alive, and the colorful creatures of the reef, if you went to our blessed
island, only to discover nothing was there and Cayman died with its sea life,
wouldn’t you be crushed?  Please, I beg you to make the right choice for this
beloved isle, full of rich life and saltwater.

Sincerely,

Someone who is very concerned about wildlife

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from students about cruise ship dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:36:57 AM

Dear Mrs. Governor

I feel that this dock will harm the coral and fish population and should not be built.
Also another dock where people can’t get off quicker is another place to clog the
streets and slow down traffic preventing people to get to school and work to get the
education and money people  need to brighten our future and Cayman’s future. So
by building this dock you indirectly are affecting Cayman’s future. So please Do Not
build this dock.

Sincerely

Eva

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from students about cruise ship dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:37:06 AM

Dear Mrs. Governor,

My name Is Jayda. A cruise ship dock isn’t as important as the coral reefs. Coral
reefs also having plenty of living underwater creatures. Imagine how many living
underwater animals will have to die just because of a cruise ship dock. Tourists have
come to the Cayman Islands to see out beautiful coral reefs that we have. Do you
really think that tourists will like to see our coral reefs after it has been destroyed?
The government should help the island not destroy!

Sincerely,

Jayda

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from students about cruise ship dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:38:10 AM

Dear Mrs. Governor,

 

I think that you should not make another cruise ship dock because it will kill 15
acres of coral! Think about what you will be doing to the 15 acres of coral you will
kill. It is basically killing ever thing from Eden Rock to Burger King at the least.
Please change what you are doing when you destroy all of the 15 acres of coral.

 

Sincerely,

Kiran, Grade 6

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from students about cruise ship dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:38:34 AM

Dear Mrs. Governor,

I am a student who attends a school on the island and I think that building the new
dock is not a good idea because the negative impact that it has too much sacrifice
for so little in return. The amount of pollution that it will cause will not be a good
impact. Tourists come here to see the clear blue Caribbean Sea and building that
new dock will likely cloud the water making it dirty and gross looking not to mention
it will not give a good first impression of the island. Another thing that the Cayman
Islands are known for is their amazing ocean wild life and building the new dock will
destroy the reef and kill many beautiful fish. If you’re willing to spend money on
something that will not have a big impact on Caymans tourist industry why put it
towards saving the wildlife, not destroying it.

Sincerely,

Emma, Grade 6

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from students about cruise ship dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:39:37 AM

Dear Ms. Governor

 

Please don’t build the cruise ship dock.

I know the cruise ship dock will bring in a lot of tourism, but it also will destroy
what the tourists have come for: the coral reef. 15 acres is a lot and that is around
how much reef will be destroyed. Fish live there. How would you like it if a
gigantic bridge was built on top of your home, destroying it forever and fogging
up the area so much you couldn’t see? Put yourself in the place of one of those
fish. Imagine Cayman, destroyed by a giant’s bridge. Put yourself in their place.
How do you feel? Most people regard fish without thoughts. Well they have
thoughts. Thoughts about their home and food.

 

Please don’t destroy their home,

                                                                    Kiara, Grade 6

 

 

 

 

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from Students about Cruise Dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:40:39 AM

Dear Mrs. Governor,

 

 Have you ever thought of that idea is wrong? I have been here, on the island for 10 years, (not exactly), there
had been no thing as big as this problem. Coral reefs are going to be endangered, and even more when the
government makes a dock for cruise ships, it will kill 15 acres of coral reefs. If you and the coral reefs switched,
how would you feel to die and probably 15 acres more of your kind. It is not right, I strongly disagree with
building a dock and destroying the beautiful coral reef

Sincerely,

Seane, grade four.  

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from Students about Cruise Dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:41:55 AM

Dear Mrs. Governor.

Personally I think you decision to build another cruise ship dock is a horrible
mistake, especially since you will be wiping out coral reefs to build it. Also the
sedimentation from building may wipe out the rest of the coral reefs in that harbor.
Also we don’t need another cruise ship dock. We have enough and also building this
dock will have no effect on tourist numbers. The same amount of tourists would
come even if the dock wasnt’ built. So really there is no need to build another dock.
Al you would be doing is ruining the environment.

Sincerely, Cammy Grade 6

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from Students about Cruise Dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:43:01 AM

Dear Mrs. Governor,

I think that you should not cut down the coral reef by the cruise ship stop, because
imagine how all the fish feel if suddenly they did not have a home anymore, I get
that it is easier for the people on the cruise ships that want to go back for their free
lunch, but don’t you want to make money? Don’t you want more tourists on our
beautiful island? If you do decide to construct the site just think of our tropical
island, we are known for our beautiful island, do you really want to do it now? It
would be like making our whole island an amusement park, no one would be able to
life here, just like the little fish. “Oh beauteous isle to the.” Do we want to change
that sentence, I would not think so. Even though I am a child I have I big impact on
the world.

-Clare

Grade 6

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from Students about Cruise Dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:43:20 AM

Dear Mrs. Governor,

I am strongly against the new cruise ship dock in George Town harbor. This will kill
a lot of coral, which many people come to the island to see. The idea doesn’t help
anyone really. We have had many tourists coming to the island and they have
enjoyed their time here without the dock for many years. Will tourists really want to
use a dock that killed 15 acres of beautiful coral? I think not. Thank you for reading
this letter and I hope that you tak my opinion into consideration.

-Marleigh

Grade 6

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from Students about Cruise Dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:43:39 AM

Dear Mrs. Governor,

This matter of having the cruise ship dock in George Town is just disgraceful. Let us
fast forward to see what would happen if we see through this arrangement, corals
reefs will be destroyed and the reason we love our home dearly will be crushed and
destroyed. Tourists come to Cayman to see the beautiful ocean, not a smogged
reed! We Caymanians and others who love this paradise, have to work together to
maintain the crystal clear oceans. Let us all come together to our senses and save
the fisherman’s specialty, lets save our home.

-Tahiti

Grade 6   

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Upper Elementary MBTS
To: DOE
Subject: Letter from Students about Cruise Dock
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:45:06 AM

Dear Mrs. Governor,

I personally think they should care more for the environment! If you look at what

the Cayman Islands looked like a long time ago… it looked like a forest!! But now it

looks no more than a pollution factory. Why the docks, just one is enough! I mean

your killing 15 acres of life just for the money and tourists!?!  Just think about it

for a second! I am a Cayman student and one is enough! We have to use vehicles to

build it and that equals more pollution. Again you’re not just killing 15 acres, you're

killing more than that. It won’t make the boats go any faster. My name is Braden

and I hope you stop this problem!!!!!!!

Sincerely,

Brady (Grade 4)

mailto:upperel@mbts.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky








From: Lindy Huber
To: DOE
Subject: Devil"s Grotto, etc.
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 6:43:39 PM

This proposed plan is heinous, short-sighted and horrible for the future of Grand Cayman.  Please don't
do it!

Sincerely,

Lindy Huber
Frankfort, KY

mailto:alpacalindy@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Robin Crowley
To: DOE
Subject: Berthing Facility
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 7:01:44 PM

To whom it may concern, We have been to Grand Cayman 8 times And try and go every other
year now.  We LOVE to dive and snorkel  and Beg of you not to ruin the Coral in the harbor
and the surrounding sites such as Eden Rock.Please reconsider this awful idea and SAVE The
coral   and the dive industry! Robin Crowley  NH  USA

mailto:ladeycturtle@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky








From: S. Gail McLeod
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility
Date: Saturday, June 13, 2015 11:47:34 AM

To Cayman Islands Department of the Environment

I am now proud to be a resident of the Cayman Islands, but prior to becoming
residents in September, 2013, my family were frequent visitors, enjoying the many
activities for tourists. One of our favourite spots; as tourists, as hosts to visiting
friends and family, and as residents, is the area in George Town near Eden Rock. 
The beauty and history of this area should be preserved. A large dock such as the
one proposed, would detract from the character of this area.
When I mention the Cayman Islands to anyone in North America, they mention the
diving, the beautiful clear sea, and how pretty, safe and friendly they found it.

My main concern is with the environmental impact of the proposed facility. For as
long as I have been coming here, since 2003, my impression of the Cayman Islands
has been one of a nation that preserves and protects its natural resources. The reef
and the marine life around George Town should be considered just as important as
the Seven Mile Beach area.  It is difficult to reconcile the culture that has protected
so much with our Marine Park policies, with a culture that would destroy such a
large section of reef, iconic tourist and local attractions, for economic reasons that
are actually quite uncertain. 
I have traveled to many islands, as an overnight visitor and as a cruiser, and
Cayman is unique in balancing development with environmental protection and
preservation of her culture.
1)There is no guarantee that the implementation of this dock will bring in more
cruise ships. The comparisons made with other islands, such as Haiti and Belize do
not take into consideration that people come here for different reasons. If we are
looking at it in terms of competition, I doubt we can compete with such places
where the cost to the cruise tourist is so much less than it is here. With the
possibility of Americans now being able to go to Cuba, the competition only
increases. 
2) I believe that this project would reduce the number of overnight visitors and dive
tourists for a variety of reasons, including loss of popular dive sites, loss of
immediately accessible snorkeling areas, and the impression that we are putting
economics before the environment. 
3)Damage to reefs world wide is going to ultimately hurt not only Caribbean tourism,
but may have global implications. On what side of this do we want to be perceived
to be?
4)Perhaps Cayman should be working more towards attracting the overnight visitors
and small cruise ships. 
5) If a dock is determined to be absolutely necessary, and I understand the reasons
behind this, please consider the option of a floating dock which could accommodate
more ships and would not be as destructive to the beloved Balboa, Eden Rock and
Devil's Grotto.

Very respectfully,

S. Gail McLeod

mailto:mcleodsgail@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Dr. Elizabeth Sherman           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 
years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Professor of Biology    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? No 

Where were you born?  NY, USA       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? I have visited at least  twice a year for 
extended stays since 1994 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  SMB 

What is your interest in the Project? 

As a biologist, I am very concerned about the destruction of the reef that this project will 
necessarily cause.  I have read the EIA by Baird and it is very troubling. The Cruise Berth Facility 
is short-sighted in the extreme.  One of the main attractions of the Cayman Islands is the quality 
of the reef, which while not pristine, is among the more biodiverse in the Caribbean.  If the cruise 
berth facility is built, there is little doubt that the impact on the reefs will be very bad.  

 

 

X 
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1.  Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 

disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

 

XXXXXXX 

 

XXXX 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

Cayman can be a model for reef protection if it foregoes the cruise ship birth project.  I have 
been visiting the Caymans for over 20 years and I have watched as the biodiversity of the reefs 
has declined.  I have even published a research paper on sea urchin populations in the CI.  
There have been many projects that have been implemented to protect the reef: e.g. no grouper 
fishing in the spawning sites, the extension of MPA, and the CI is justifiably proud of those 
accomplishments.  Please don’t counteract these important measures of reef conservation by 
approving the Cruise Berth project. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 
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The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large
development projects.  It  is  essential  to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues. 

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed
environmental and social impact assessment and management process.

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper. 

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time.

Respondent Information

Name (Optional): Paul Naish          Anonymous  

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years: 

15-24 years:

25-52 years:

55-64 years:  X

65 years+: 

Profession/Occupation: Computer Software Sales Consultant

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? No

Where were you born? Canada

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? N/A

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  N/A

What is your interest in the Project?

My wife and I are divers and have made five trips to Grand Cayman since 2011. Each trip was a 
week or more staying at hotels on Seven Mile Beach and Sunset House.

My concern is the impact to both the reefs around George Town and the impact to recreational 
diving on the west side of the island. I believe that the beautiful reefs just off shore from Sunset 
House will be impacted by sediment. I also hate to see the loss of such favourite dive sites such 
as Devil's Groto.
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility. 

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)? 

1 – Strongly
disagree

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or
disagree

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree

               X
Please provide additional comments/explanation:

I recognize I am but a tourist and not a resident whose economy is affected by cruise ship visits. 
However, I have not seen details on potential alternatives such as the floating pier proposal that 
may have been considered. 

I feel that it is the pressure from Cruise Ship lines that is driving this project and question what 
has been the impact of other piers on other islands also driven by cruise ship lines.

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts) 

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)? 

1 – Strongly
disagree

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or
disagree

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree

         X
Please provide additional comments/explanation:

I was very pleased with how thorough the report was but have some concerns:

• I did not see any risk assessment if the mitigation plans for contruction of operationals 
stages of the project fail. Look at what is happening to the reefs in Miami as a result of 
dredging even though they had mitigation.

• Comments on alternatives rejected. For example, the floating pier proposal with lower 
environmental impacts.

• Out of the box thinking such as creating large floating Immigration Islands, self 
propelled, that could dock with each cruise ship and provide mooring for multiple tenders
and more importantly, activity boats. Eliminates the need to go to shore if you are going 
out on a water activity. 

3. Do you have any other comments?

Thank for the opportunity to make comments.

My wife and I live in Canada and love Grand Cayman and it's diving. We recognize the balance 
required between economic prosperity and supporting the environment. We have our own 
challenges here in Canada especially with tar-sands oil projects in Alberta.

I would urge the Cayman Government not to cave to pressures from the cruise ship lines 
especially with such a weak economic improvement over the costs and risks.
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The Caribbean islands and their marine environments belong to their people and not external 
corporations or even tourists. I would hope that a long term vision of what Grand Cayman wants 
will prevail.

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed at  the
following locations:

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town

Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted: 

1) in writing at the meeting, 

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky, 

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or 

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George
Town, Grand Cayman. 

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015.
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From: Ellen Prager
To: DOE
Subject: Comments cruise berthing facility plan and EIS
Date: Sunday, June 14, 2015 11:07:23 AM

Dear DOE

As a marine scientist, author (book with Grand Cayman in it comes out May 2016), 
consultant to the cruise industry, and concerned repeat visitor, I urge you to scrap 
the current plan and come up with a new one.

The detriment to the environment (coral reefs, marine life, and other coastal 
habitats) will be devastating to Grand Cayman tourism, local inhabitants, and 
visitors. Some of the best reefs for snorkeling and diving will be lost (Cheeseberger, 
Devils Grotto). Siltation from dredging will further destroy coral reefs, sea grass 
beds, and impact even more than is suggested in the impact study. 

Dredging, turbidity, siltation, changes in water flow could threaten even more.

I work with the cruise industry and support sustainable tourism. I recognize it is a 
balance between providing for the economy and protecting the environment.
This is all around a bad plan. And Grand Cayman should not be trying to bring in 
bigger ships - this will harm the lovely flavor that is Georgetown and the island. It 
will negatively influence the quality of visits both in the water and on land and result 
in less people spending their money on the island.

Please, do not go forward with this. 
How about another location? Away from your vulnerable and invaluable reefs.

I have also voiced my opinion and strong concerns with my contacts at CLIA (Cruise 
Line International Association) and suggested they not support this and if anything, 
oppose it. I have also contacted my colleagues at a very prominent cruise line to say 
the same thing!

Sincerely
Ellen Prager, PhD

Dr. Ellen Prager
Earth2Ocean, Inc
www.earth2ocean.net
@elprager

mailto:pragere@earthlink.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://www.earth2ocean.net/
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Teacher    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands?  No.  

Where were you born?  Yes. I was born and raised in Grand Cayman.  My family goes back many 
generations.        

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?   

What is your interest in the Project? 

I am concerned that what I have observed here in Palm Beach County where I live will 
happen to my beloved birthplace.  It is said that 25 years ago, the beaches here 
sparkled like a swimming pool.  Now, the Atlantic Ocean is a dingy blue-grey on most 
days.  On super calm days, you can finally see the bottom.  The poor visibility is due to 
silt from the dredging decades ago, and now the run off.  Additionally, the food chain 
was interrupted by plants not being able to oxygenate,  thereby killing off coral and fish 
populations.  
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

 

    

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

With lower water quality due to silting and run off from dredging, plant life will be unable to maintain its 
own life as well as oxygenate the water for coral and fish.  The local shore dives like Eden Rock will have 
to close shop because the plant, fish and coral life will fade with increased pollution and interrupted food 
chain.  The cost/benefit may be strong in the beginning in favour of the economy.  In the long term 
however, with loss of natural beauty in the Hog Sty and surrounding front dock areas, both cruise ship 
industry and the SCUBA industry sought out by the avid diver will suffer great loss of income.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

    

 

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

Our advocates like Peter Milburn, Courtney Platt, very trusted voices (and I believe Cathy Church 
as well), ought to be heeded.  For decades, they have known first-hand how delicate Cayman’s 
reefs are.  I would like to see them be given a huge platform to ask publicly as many questions as 
possible so that all of Cayman can read/hear DOE’s feedback one time and done.  I would like 
such open air discussions be simultaneously aired on the internet so that concerned 
Caymanians such as myself can participate fully. May you please have these giants of the 
Cayman Underwater Industry broadcast on live internet radio, as well as be archived on youtube, 
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facebook etc. so that concerned Caymanians whether on-island or off-island can be brought to a 
proper and final conclusion?  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Do you have any other comments? 

 

Yes. I love Cayman. It is where my family gave me life, where they raised me…where their family 
going generations back, raised them.  I want to begin regularly bringing my own children to see 
the wonder and the majesty that I was blessed and privileged to grow up in, and so give them a 
sense of their own heritage.  This is a very troubling matter.  I hear tell reef being relocated and 
what not. You know what? It just might work.  But. It just might not work.  It is very troubling 
because it feels like Russian Roulette is being played with Cayman’s finest non-human resource: 
its natural beauty.  I am imploring you to hear Caymanians everywhere.  Please no dredging. 
Please no Berthing facility. Thanks kindly for reading all this.  God bless you and may you make 
the best decision for all parties concerned.  
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Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky


To the Members of the Cabinet and the panel, 

 

I am writing this after attending the EIA meeting at Mary Miller Hall.   Again I would like to reiterate 
my appreciation of the open investigation into the Environmental impacts of the current proposed 
docks.  I also appreciated the opportunity for comment from the public as well as your candid 
responses.    I would like this document to be combined with my questionnaire that I have already 
provided. 

I would like to be open about my bias before writing my thoughts.  I am a Marine Biology graduate 
and teacher of Marine Science at Cayman Prep in which I run a dive club that has dived the project 
area on many occasions.  I also enjoy snorkelling, swimming and general water sports.  These are the 
reasons that I chose to move to Cayman.  However I can see that the cruise berthing facility is not a 
simple matter and there are many complex and emotive issues involved that must all be considered 

I agree that this proposal seems like the best option if a cruise terminal is necessary.  The other 
options do not seem as viable and I believe that Baird have made a good assessment of the options.   

 

However I want us to carefully consider the necessity for the Cruise Berthing Terminal.  There are 
many issues that must be balanced before making a decision. 

 

We must consider the project from the eyes of all the stakeholders as you have done.  From the 
cruise passengers’ perspective the project appears to have very little impact on them.  The 
disembarking time will very likely be unaffected.  I presume that if the disembarkation time is not 
affected then the returning to ship at the end of the day will also be unaffected.  However the ease 
of returning to the ships during the day may end up resulting in a drop in revenue in Georgetown as 
tourists go back to the boat for their free meals.  I also presume that most of the cruise passengers 
are not upset at spending time on the tenders since they are choosing to holiday on a ship.  Clearly 
the need for tenders is not preventing them from choosing to visit Cayman.   

The missed visits caused by high seas clearly affect the cruise ships and the residents of Georgetown 
leading to a clear impact on the tourism annual income.  According to the EIA the chance of a missed 
stop is 5% over the year. With a total income over the year of $168,401,240 then we are looking at a 
loss of $8.4 million per year.  This is clearly a significant amount.  However this leads to an estimate 
of a 23 year long pay back time at current rate (based on the $200 million estimate of cost).  This is 
regardless of other costs such as coral movement and other currently unforeseen costs (that are 
inherent in a project of this magnitude). 

This is a long pay back time for a project that is reliant on the cruise industry.  Will the Cruise ships 
continue to visit Cayman even with a pier?  Other ports in the Caribbean and surrounding area have 
seen this first hand with areas such as Antigua and Houston being dropped by the cruise ships after 
building their terminals without any warning.  As competition in the area increases the natural 
resources of Cayman are the reason to come here. As we destroy these resources combined with the 
lack of long term commitments from the cruise industry there will always be an uneasiness. 

 



They appear to be holding this threat over the heads of the Caribbean Cruise stops.  Shape up or be 
discarded.  They threatened this when the tenders looked to increase their rates by 0.75c. In 
Honduras the cruise ships stopped visiting after a shooting.  What if they decide to go to Cuba 
instead?  We will be left with a huge port with nobody visiting.  This feels like a sword being held 
over our heads and that the cruise ships will have governance over the whole project and the final 
say on every matter in the future.  They are already building their own piers in places like Falmouth, 
Grand Turk and Roatan.  As they build the piers in these areas they will have ownership of them, 
surely they will prioritise these stops. 

If we incorporate a port into Georgetown we will be married to the Cruise ships.  However what 
about a life without this? How about saying to the Cruise companies that they are welcome to enjoy 
the amazing things that Cayman has to offer but they must do this on our terms. 

In Cayman we are in the unusual position compared to the rest of Caribbean of not being reliant on 
the Cruise ships.  In fact the cruise ship companies are demanding that we destroy a huge area of the 
thing that makes Cayman so special.  They also swamp Georgetown on arrival making life more 
difficult for residents and convincing longer term visitors to avoid Georgetown (there is even an App 
for avoiding Georgetown based on the day and the number of ships).  All of this and they only supply 
a fraction of the total brought in from tourism and an even smaller amount of the total GDP. 

 

 

 

We should be much more concerned about the impact of this proposal on the stay over tourists who 
provide a much bigger income.  It is also important to note that as the airport expands, the money 
brought in by the stay over tourists will grow significantly. 

Many of these stay over guests are divers “Cayman has traditionally attracted relatively high 
volumes of divers but has been particularly popular with affluent divers[1]. In the 1990s, J-m 
Cousteau estimated there to be 240,000 divers visiting the reefs doing, on average, about 10 dives 
i.e. 2.4 million dives pa[2]. Previous surveys (1993) also suggested that divers stay longer on island 
than other visitors and therefore spend slightly more than average” 2.4 million divers at a rate of 
$70 per dive is a lot of income and represents only a fraction of the stay overs’ spend.  Many divers 
are environmentally conscious and may be put off diving somewhere that would undertake a project 
to destroy so much reef.  They will also be unable to dive on the West of the Island for the 3 years of 
construction due to turbidity and also the noise.  The underwater noise was not a factor that the EIA 



seemed to consider.  The noise was only considered on the land but not in the water, here the noise 
will be amplified and be deafening to any divers within a few miles of the construction site.   

The impact of the bad publicity that will run alongside this project should also not be 
underestimated, if ecologically aware tourists decide that this damage is unacceptable then they will 
choose to go elsewhere.  The impact of this is impossible to predict, as are so many other things 
involved in this project.  Imagine the impact on Cayman if the EIA on Seven Mile Beach is wrong. 

One other factor to consider is the Cargo section of the harbour.  I understand that this has a shelf 
life that is almost up however the section of the berthing area that was reserved for the cargo ships 
was comparatively small.  This should not be considered in this plan.  If the plan goes ahead then it is 
an added bonus but it looks like a cargo port expansion would be a much smaller and less damaging 
proposal. Maybe this should be looked at as an option without the cruise berthing piers. 

The main benefit that has been spoken about at meetings and in the press is the opportunity for jobs 
for local Caymanians in this project in terms of the short term building and the ongoing full time jobs 
created by the reclaimed land and berthing area opportunities.  This is clearly very good news 
however there will be so many jobs destroyed in the local areas including loss of dive industry, loss 
of tendering industry and also the impact of a big port on the restaurant views.  As we swap views of 
tarpon for the pier terminal will people really want to eat there?  With projects such as the Dart 
development, the airport expansion and the road upgrades the port construction is not going to be 
able to delivered by the local workforce.  Once it is up and running as a port the number of jobs 
provided will more than likely be equal to the amount of jobs lost and many of the skills required will 
involve a lot of retraining. 

I think that overall that this project has too many negatives and not enough positives.  I also believe 
that many of the positives that are there may not be as beneficial as first thought.  I think the three 
main concerns have to be becoming too governed by the demands of the cruise industry.  Secondly 
the destruction of a valuable, precious and irreparable natural resource is criminal (in fact according 
to current law it would be illegal).  Thirdly the Cayman Islands reputation may be destroyed and 
result in boycotting of the island. 

Finally I would like you to just consider the Grand Cayman without the Cruise ships;   

Free flowing traffic in Georgetown…….. less waste at the dump…….. beautiful and well protected 
marine environment that is supported by a strong Department of Environment………….. the chance 
to improve the offer of shops at Georgetown that better suits longer term and residents.   

 

Cayman could be the place that holds respect worldwide as a place that decided to be better than 
those around it.  It would also be an island that is not a puppet for the cruise industry. 

 

I thank you for taking the time to consider my thoughts, 

 

Kind regards, 

 

Paul Burke  
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Michael Ferguson          Anonymous    

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: X 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Investment advisor    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? NO 

Where were you born?  Columbus, Ohio, USA       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? I am a life long visitor and was a resident for 
2 years. 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?   

What is your interest in the Project? 

My interest is that of a lifelong visitor and former resident of the islands.  My grandfather, Lee  

Funk, first visited the island in the 1950’s and eventually opened several businesses, including 

Cayman Drug, Ltd.  As a young resident I attended Triple C School for 2 years in the early 1970’s 

And still have friends from that time.  I am a regular scuba diver on Grand Cayman and have  

brought dozens of friends with me on many occasions for vacations and diving.  I am currently 

Trying to figure out how to move my business to Cayman. 



Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

Page 2 of 3 

 

1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

X     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I STRONGLY DISAGREE with the need for the proposed new Cruise Berthing Facility.  The potential  

Environmental devastation is obvious but more than that I believe one of the allures of Cayman over  

Other islands, i.e., your competition, is that it has remained somewhat pristine.  The water is still clear 

and beautiful, the financial centre is vibrant and growing, and the diving is the best in the world.  The  

Cruise ships have been coming since I was in 7th grade at Triple C School. The ships drop anchor in the 

harbour, folks get off the boats, stay for a few hours, buy a few trinkets and then, thankfully, they leave. 

The only thing this new dock will accomplish is o let them get off and on the ships more quickly. 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

I agree they did a good job.  It was a long and fairly exhaustive report.  I am not in that business, 

so I cannot say with 100% certainty that they covered all the bases but they seem to have done 

a lot of work and analysis.  I may not agree with all their findings as some seem counter - 

Intuitive. 

I do believe one area where they underestimate the impact will be the visual pollution of 4 large 

cruise ships docked so close to land as opposed to being moored in the harbour.  I believe it will 

cause considerable negative impact to the beautiful, natural view of Georgetown harbour. 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

I LOVE the unique qualities of Grand Cayman.  This is NOT every other island in the Caribbean. 

Somehow it has retained more of an original island feel than almost every other island.  It is  

one of the reasons people are willing to spend so much more money to come to Cayman. 

I fear the proposed docking facility will only serve to take Cayman one more step (or maybe two  

Steps) closer to most other islands, and without that unique Cayman feel people will just go  

Somewhere cheaper.  You have all done a great job attracting a certain higher level of  

Regular clientele and this will send a strong signal to those loyal visitors that you don’t care as  

Much about them as you do about the people who get off the boats and stay for a few hours 

Before they go on to Cozumel or Jamaica.  I can’t imagine that I, or anyone else I know who is a  

Regular Cayman visitor will want to take their friends and family out to dinner at Lobster Pot, 

La Dolce Vita, Da Fish Shack, etc., spending several hundred dollars and look out at an 

Enormous cruise ship dock!  Please, don’t make me go to Turks and Caicos. 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Educator    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  USA       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 11 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  George Town, Grand Cayman 

What is your interest in the Project? 

Concerned resident and scuba enthusiast. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

   

X 

 

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

Cayman must provide facilities that its customers (the cruise visitors) expect from a modern destination. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

   

X 

 

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I was somewhat disappointed that only the George Town harbour was considered in this report. It seems 

clear that the project should be located elsewhere for less of a negative environmental impact. 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

Move the cruise ship berthing dock to some other less environmentally sensitive area. The 
merchants will pull up their roots and follow. Then George Town can go back to being a seat of 
commerce instead of a huckster’s paradise for tourist trinkets. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

Nathaniel Robb 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:  Small business owner - SCUBA    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands?  Yes 

Where were you born?  Charleston, SC - USA       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here?  16 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Westbay 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I own and operate a small scuba diving company.  My clients are mainly from the US and almost  

entirely from off island, and 99.5 % not from cruise ships.  I am very concerned that this project 

will cause a huge amount of damage to the islands natural treasures, reputation and island feel. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

 cddd     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

I do not feel that the island “needs” the facility.  If the goal is to maintain or increase cruise ship 

passenger arrivals on the island, then that would certainly be a way to help with that goal.  But I  

feel that this is a bad goal.  It is not well thought out, short sited and not for the overall good of 

the island.  I feel strongly that we need more overnight guests, less cruise ship arrivals and to  

do all we can to protect the gem we have, that is the non crowded, natural beauty of these 

Islands. 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

   vvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv vvvvvvvvvvvv vvvvvvvvvvvv   

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

It seems to do a fair job of covering the issue. 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

 

It is my strong hope that the government actually listens to the input and reports and comes to  

the only sensible decision I can see, and does NOT proceed with this project. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Scott Prodahl           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: X 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:     

Are you a current resident of t Nohe Cayman Islands? No 

Where were you born?         

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 3 Months 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  35 Eden Road 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I am a Diving instructor working here on Grand Cayman. Everybody who has ever been, lived,  

and/or worked here knows that the only thing that draws tourists here is the underwater world, 

the reefs, the coral, the diversity of life, and the amazing visibility. There are no mountains to  

climb, no ancient ruins to explore, no jungles to trek. This project not only would result in a  

catastrophic loss of aquatic life but it would DIRECTLY destroy the only thing that draws tourists 

Here to grand Cayman, the underwater world. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

X 
    

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

The reason cruise ship passengers love the Cayman Islands is because it is safe, clean, and its 

Waters/reefs are in pristine condition. Everybody, including cruise guests, know that the water/reefs 

here in the Caymans are significantly better then that of Jamaica, Cozumel, Honduras, and many other  

cruise ship destinations. They recognize that the Cayman Islands have done a much better job at  

Protecting its reefs and its  major reason why they come here. Why would we want to construct a project 

that will directly destroy everything that cruise ship guests love about the caymans? 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

  

x 
  

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

Although the environmental statement did a decent job at assessing mnay issues, there was mnay other  

was many issues overlooked. This was evident at the public meeting. 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

The Cayman Islands, as one of the few “first world” countries of the Caribbean, has a responsibility to  

uphold the highest of values when it comes to environmental stewardship. The world is well aware that  

we are very quickly destroying most of the oceans reefs and we are a finally at a point where many  

countries are beginning to protect the few pristine reefs that are left. This project is not only     

un-necessary, but it would very quickly destroy everything that makes the Cayman Islands unique, 

the pristine reefs ands its associated aquatic life. The thriving coral reefs here on Grand Cayan provide  

the foundation for all tourism here on the island. All the aquatic life and most importantly, 7-Mile Beace,  

are a direct result of the thriving coral reefs. With no reef, the fish will die, the beach will erode,  

 the stingrays will vanish, and Grand Cayman will be left with absolutely nothing that will appeal to any  

Type of tourist. Reefs take thousands of years to grow, but they will die in just a matter of months! This  

project is so incredibly short sighted, don’t be the government that destroys everything for generations to 
come! 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):  Robin G. Todd           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:   X  

 

Profession/Occupation: Entomologist    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands?  No 

Where were you born?  UK       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here?   1971-78 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?   South Sound 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I used to be a SCUBA diver when living on Grand Cayman while working for MRCU.  Return to 
the island when I can.  Am very concerned this project will ruin the Georgetown area for tourists 
and residents alike. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

Xxxxxx     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

1- Strongly disagree 

The damage to the reefs, the shore and ther Balboa will outweigh any gain from cruise ship 
increases.  Further this will damage one of the main attractions for cruise ship visitors. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

4 - Agree 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

If this project is approved, the Hogsty Bay area will be ruined. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Wendy Ledger           

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: v 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Journalist    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  UK       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 11 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  West Bay 

What is your interest in the Project? 

 

Mostly as a supporter of conservation and as an observer of tourism product the natue of cruise 
tourism versus that of overnight 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

d/     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

Strongly disagree  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

#4 agree 

Still not convinced 7MB will be as untouched as they say too many other people seem to say 
otherwise and it doesn’t make sense that it could be so unharmed but not a scientist so….but 
what if they are wrong too late then. 

 

 

3. Do you have any other comments? 

Just to say its seems like a very high price weighed against no guarantees that  
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Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Don Foster’s Dive Cayman Ltd.           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years:xxx 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Scuba Diving and Snorkeling Company    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?         

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Yes 

What is your interest in the Project? 

The project will directly affect our business. A great percentage of our customers are cruise 
based. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

x     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

Strongly disagree. The tender system seems to work just fine. Our customers in general do not seem to 
mind the tender process. 

Those who may prefer a dock to tendering are not aware of the destruction of natural resources 
needed to accomplish the pier. Once better informed, they find hard to justify building such a 
project. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

Agree. Although there are many unknown potential factors that could have catastrophic consequences 
that we might not be able to reverse. When it comes to nature, err on the side of caution is the way to go. 

We are not sure an assessment was done regarding the effect of increase passenger traffic (real 
or perceived) on the stay over tourism that is the mainstay of tourism. 

In general stay over tourists believes cruise tourism means masses spilling over town, roads 
beaches, snorkel and dive sites. When the spell of a tropical uncrowded , relaxed vacation is 
broken, stay over tourists tend to gravitate to other locations. 

This balance should be taken seriously. Cruise business is fickle at best, their compass points 
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toward locations where financial gains are more prevalent according to their schedules (as it 
should be), unconcerned weather stay over business will affect a location or not. 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Do you have any other comments? 

Tourism is a pillar of our economy. We need to be clear in what makes the Cayman Islands 
appealing to visitors. We want to enhance the products but not to the detriment of our natural 
resources. 

There are many ways to beautify the island, make our natural treasures well known so visitors 
will want to get here; not because we have a bigger convenient dock. Cruise lines have stated 
that competition within Caribbean destinations is fierce and there are many locations to choose 
from. However, many of those islands do not have the same reputation and standards we do. 

If we do what they do, we will have what they have and the picture is not pretty (even if some 
businesses are doing well) once you move away from the big docking areas. 

If we make the island a “must visit” favourite for tourists, the cruise lines will attend their 
requests. Cruise tourism needs to be able to coexist with the stay over tourism as our main 
source of income and not the other way around. 

Quality over quantity is what we want to be known for. Make the island safer (zero tolerance for 
crime), keep it clean, be a friendly and informed host, plan roads and sidewalks with tourists in 
mind. Protect the environment; let our natural resources be our number one priority and the right 
kind of visitors will always prefer us over other destinations. 

If we are attractive to tourism as a whole, the cruise lines will always want to stop here even 
without dock 

We will be more respected by protecting our resources over potential gains. 
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Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):Michael Maes             

Age (tick as appropriate):  

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years:  V 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

Profession/Occupation:  WILDLIFE FILMMAKER (underwater and Arctic)   

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  Belgium       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 6.5 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  North Side 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I am generally concerned about the environment and dedicate most of my time on it. I also donate 
substantial amounts to charities in general and causes which provide solutions for actual environmental 
issues and possibly long-term solutions too (like CCMI).  
 
I have no commercial nor financial interest in this dock, as proposed, being built or not.  
But I am worried about its short, mid and longterm negative effect on the Cayman coral reefs. 

Page   of   1 3
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

It's a bit ironic how this dock would (most likely) destroy the most popular snorkel-spot for cruise ship 
tourists: Devil's Grotto. One of Cayman's precious phenomena, Silversides in grottoes, will be swiped out 
by this project. 

The sad part of it, should it be executed as currently proposed, is it will not solve the in/out-stream 
bottleneck of passengers (compared to the boat tender bottleneck. And the margins (financial) are 
extremely slim over the next 20 years. 

I'm not against fixed birthing in Cayman per se, but this option is, environmentally, a disaster and 
financially a coin on its side. 

It just doesn't make sense in its current form... 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

Personally I feel to see positive impact at all. The economical impact will be a coin on its side: there is 
little to no margin over the next 20 years in terms of ROI. And, if I am correct, the interest has not been 
calculated in the simulation, nor have the numbers been neutralized against inflation. The latter is 
important as the expenses are “now” and the income-side is over the next (inflated) 20 years.  
A minor hick-up on the financial markets will eradicate the little margin there is. 

3. Do you have any other comments? 

As I understand it the dock, in its current form, won’t take care of the influx/outflux bottleneck of 
passengers. The only gain for the passengers will be a more flexible timing to get on/off board.  
I also believe this won’t make passengers spend more time and money on island as the cruise ships will, 
most likely, still leave in the afternoon, sailing into international waters to open their major income… their 
casinos. 

1 – Strongly 
disagree

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree

V

1 – Strongly 
disagree

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree

Page   of   2 3
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Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at 
the following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound 
Road, George Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

Page   of   3 3
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From: Svetlana Photography
To: DOE
Subject: NO to cruise port
Date: Monday, June 22, 2015 3:51:18 PM
Attachments: Platinum_Business.png

Do NOT build cruise port near Grand Cayman! It is bad for the fragile environment. 

Sincerely, 

Svetlana Frolova
Svetlana Photography
www.LanaFoto.com
512.699.9390
svetlana@lanafoto.com
FACEBOOK 

The City of Austin officially recognizes Svetlana Photography as an Austin Platinum 
Green Business Leader

mailto:svetlana@lanafoto.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://www.lanafoto.com/
https://www.facebook.com/pages/Svetlana-Photography/247712611950779?ref=hl
http://www.lanafoto.com/sustainability/
http://www.lanafoto.com/sustainability/
http://www.lanafoto.com/sustainability/
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Teacher     

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  UK       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 1 year 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  South Sound 

What is your interest in the Project? 

Being relatively new to the Cayman Islands, I have been enamoured by its natural beauty. Many of the 
other Caribbean islands have been effectively ruined by the tourism industry from an environmental 
standpoint, whereas the Cayman Islands have, so far, preserved the beauty of their surroundings and 
have pristine coral and diving opportunities. I completely understand that many people rely upon cruise 
ship business for their livelihoods, but I passionately believe that building this dock would be a 
devastating decision and would negatively impact the tourism industry as a whole.  
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I think that improving the current tendering process and facilities would be sufficient. I know there is the 
opinion that cruise companies have threatened to stop coming here if a dock isn’t built, but what right do 
they have to hold a country to ransom in that way? And I would imagine, during the construction of the 
dock, the place will become so unattractive that cruise ship passengers may vote with their feet and not 
want to come here anyway.  

With the promised expansion of the airport, this could bring in more tourists that actually spend more time 
here, stay in the hotels and bring more money to the economy than the average cruise ship passenger. 
So this is another reason I don’t believe it to essential. I think that Cayman would become a far more 
desirable holiday destination with less cruise ships.  

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I am very impressed that the government have invested in this study, it is obviously a very comprehensive 
and seemingly unbiased. However, I don’t think any study can fully foresee the possible impacts, either 
economically or environmentally. There have been a number of projects worldwide that have has 
unforeseen impacts, for example the dock building in Biminy, Antigua and Honduras have all had 
unexpected outcomes.   

3. Do you have any other comments? 

I know that there will mixed opinions about this, but it is important to set an example for other countries 
and future generations, and not be shown to be putting our environment second. Cayman already has 
issues with landfill, lack of recycling etc, and the cruise ship industry is well known to be wasteful and 
polluting, so I can’t understand why the residents would be willing to jeopardise its fragile ecosystems 
further and destroy vast swaths of unique habitats in pursuit of more money.  

The coral reefs here are stunning – I imagine a number of cruise ship passengers greatly value not 
having to venture further than George Town to enjoy some world class snorkelling and diving. As you 
are of course aware, our waters are home to many critically endangered coral species and attracts a 
great biodiversity of marine organisms. The DoE does a fantastic job of protecting these, through 
education, laws protecting fishing, monitoring of turtle populations etc, - why waste all this hard work??  
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I regularly swim from both Sunset House towards George Town, and at Seven Mile Beach, and I can 
almost guarantee ray and turtle sightings. Even without destroying the habitat of the particular species, 
why would they stay in our waters when threatened with dredging machinery and plumes of sediment? 
There is absolutely no way an environmental study can fully predict the impact of both the building, 
and subsequent ship traffic, of this dock. 

I am hugely aware of the importance of tourism to the Cayman Islands’ economy. But I think this dock 
could do the opposite of what it is attempting to achieve. A number of dive companies will be forced 
out of business, during the building process the entirety of George Town will be a very unpleasant 
place to be thus deterring tourists from returning, there is no guarantee that the cruise ships will 
continue to keep Cayman on its schedule, and investing in the airport would bring in more tourists but 
why would those tourists want to come when our beautiful waters have been decimated?? 

This is how visitors see our island: http://www.manchestereveningnews.co.uk/news/greater-
manchester-news/travel-review-the-cayman-islands-9497669 Do you think they would have a similar 
impression in 5 years’ time? 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.manchestereveningnews.co.uk/news/greater-manchester-news/travel-review-the-cayman-islands-9497669
http://www.manchestereveningnews.co.uk/news/greater-manchester-news/travel-review-the-cayman-islands-9497669
http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky


From: elizabethrose1@verizon.net
To: DOE
Subject: Don"t build another cruise ship dock
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 9:27:59 AM

It takes hundreds maybe thousands of years for delicate coral to grow. That
precious coral is home to thousands of sea creatures. Every creature had a purpose
in the delicate circle of  life.  The coral reefs are partly what makes the Grand
Cayman special. If you kill off the coral reefs it will damage the ocean emensely.

No green without blue!

Sincerely, 

The Ritter Family
Medford Lakes  NJ
        

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

mailto:elizabethrose1@verizon.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android


From: Cathy Robison
To: DOE
Subject: no more cruise ship docks.
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 9:53:28 AM

Dear Sirs,

What we need more is coral reefs not cruise ship docks.   The ocean is hurting and it’s inhabitants need
coral reefs to maintain a healthy balance in the ecosystem.   Tourism is dependent upon a healthy
vibrant coral reef.  Please stand with the people and say no to another cruise ship dock.  

Sincerely,

Cathy Robison

mailto:cathyjorobison@me.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Amanda Nicholson
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed cruise berthing facility
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 10:22:41 AM

Good day,

I am writing to express my concern regarding the proposed cruise berthing facility in George Town. 
Based on the recent environmental impact assessment it is my opinion, as a long time resident and
spouse of a native born Caymanian, that this proposed berthing facility would NOT be in the best
interest of the people of Cayman.  The damage to our environment would simply be too great.  I fully
understand the importance of having a proper berthing facility for cruise ships, and the benefit it would
bring to our tourism industry.  However, it is my belief that we must re-think this.  I have faith that the
good people of our government can find an alternative to the current proposal, one that would not
cause so much irreversible damage to this island.  I would also like to thank members of the
government for taking the time and effort to have an EIA conducted.  Thank you also for the
opportunity to share my thoughts on this important matter.

Kind regards,

Amanda Nicholson
a.franck1@yahoo.com

mailto:a.franck1@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Shari Fujimoto
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed ship pier in Georgetown
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 10:57:14 AM

I am sending this email to express my concern over the proposed ship pier in Georgetown.

My family has been vacationing on Seven Mile Beach for the past five years.  Every
Christmas we fly down from Canada to spend 2 fabulous weeks on your beautiful island!
 We come for the weather, the wonderful people, and most important, the abundance of
clear water and beautiful reefs.

I am very concerned that the construction of this pier will destroy these great reefs and
abundance of sea life.  I understand that tendering people off cruise ships is very
inconvenient.  We have witnessed the process many times from shore.  We have also seen
with our own eyes the very reef that will be destroyed by this project.  It is a magical place
that we look forward to seeing every year.  The reefs are the very reason we visit.

Please do not allow this project to go ahead.  Please preserve the reefs.   Please be a part of
saving the wonderful natural resource that you have in Georgetown.

Sincerely,

Shari Fujimoto and Family

mailto:ace1vada@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Duff, Vivian
To: DOE
Subject: Pier
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 11:27:48 AM

Hello,
 
I’m sending an email in support of NO new long pier at Georgetown, Grand Cayman.  We’re avid
scuba divers and have arrived by Royal Caribbean cruise lines and the ship-to-shore ferry twice to go
diving with Diver’s Down.   We’ve dived the northern part of the harbor where there are beautiful
walls, arches, abundant fish, etc.  Tearing out a section of reef for the pier and all the side impact is
not worth the destruction of WHY tourists and divers come to the Cayman Islands.  I’m a director for
the annual Ohio dive show called ScubaFest where Jeff Ginther comes as the Cayman Islands rep
and can proudly represent some of the best diving in the world.
 
You already have a problem with pollution on the north side of the island out towards Stingray City
where we went diving a couple of years ago because the harbor had rough seas.  The visibility
underwater on the second dive was awful 30’ and no fish life.  If you don’t do everything you can to
protect the natural resources you have, tourism WILL drop off.   Put the environment first and stop
the plans for the pier.  Other countries and ports of call realize the ocean, reefs, and fish are the
highest priority. 
 
Thank you,
 
Vivian and Roger Duff, divers for 36 years
Ohio     

mailto:Vivian.Duff@nationwidechildrens.org
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Amanda Stigliano
To: DOE
Subject: In response to GC Berthing Facility
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 11:35:34 AM

To Whom It May Concern:

I have just read about your proposal to construct a new cruise ship pier.

First, let me start by saying that I am wholeheartedly AGAINST the plan, as are many people within the
community, inter- and intraspecific.

The Cayman Islands are a popular hub for tourists. Do you know what population makes up most of the
tourism? Divers.

The construction of this berthing facility is going to make a lot of people extremely angry, because there
is going to be irreparable damage to the surrounding reef. Most tourists will take flights to the Cayman
Islands as opposed to a cruise. Divers do not want limited time on an island.

This is going to put a major dent in your surrounding reef populations. The construction of this facility is
going to kill thousands of species.
With no small fish to feed on, your large fish are going to stay away. That also creates a decline in
deep sea fishing, another main attraction in tourism.

Please be smart about this and do the right thing. You are going to hurt more animals and people
rather than making others happy.

Regards,
Amanda S.

mailto:amanda.stigs@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Joyce Berube
To: DOE
Subject: New cruise ship pier
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 12:24:16 PM

We were awarded the pleasure of visiting your beautiful Island a few years ago.

We visited the Botanical Gardens and drove the shoreline..........
All this from aboard Carnival Cruise Ship which was anchored off shore a ways,
I am Not a Fan of Boating, and the water was Quite Choppy with a storm that hit
while we were onshore, however,
I will Never forget the Natural Beauty of your Island..........nor the Ferry to port.....
I would do it the same again and Be Very Happy my Cruise Ship was not Destroying the
Corals and underwater habitats which are So Vital to the Health of our oceans.

Visitors come to your waters to Dive and Snorkel................not to walk the plank to the dock!!!

SAVE YOUR/OUR ECOSYSTEMS...................NO NEW PIER !!
This is a time when we all are Learning How Severely we have disrupted Nature and her processes
for our own Selfish Desires!

Joyce B
California USA 

mailto:juicieb@aol.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: fiona cunningham
To: DOE
Subject: Please don"t build a pier on the coral reef
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 1:02:11 PM

I've traveled to many places  realize that those islands that preserved their reefs have so
many more fish to sustain the local fishing population and for snorkeler and divers. Coral
reefs take a long, long time to grow. Please don't be short sited and put a pier on the reef.
Find another solution.
Kind Regards,
Fiona Cunningham from Canada

mailto:ficunningham@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: fsolson@aol.com
To: DOE
Subject: save your reefs
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 2:55:22 PM

To whom it may concern

Please mark my voice as one that is terribly against allowing the destruction of any of your coral reefs
for the sake of cruise ship traffic.  To harm these reefs would be a travesty.  The reefs are the very
thing that brings many tourists.  I was there twice, and have never seen such beauty.  Listen to your
people. Your priorities should be to keep the reefs healthy and intact for the world.  They are of such
importance to the world, and we must all do whatever it takes to protect them from harm.  To give the
cruise companies consideration over your own citizens and the ocean's welfare is shameful.

Sincerely, 

Fritzi S. Olson
Waldo, FL

mailto:fsolson@aol.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Chris Burrowswood
To: DOE
Subject: NO TO THE DOCK
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 2:56:02 PM

Cruise ships have ruined Grand Cayman I SAY NO TO A DOCK and if you want my business
and my customers to come to Cayman in the future so will you 

NO TO THE DOCK  

        Chris BW 
          845 645 8124
          845 697 4184

mailto:burrowswood@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Donna Hill
To: DOE
Subject: Dredging for cruise ships
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 3:21:14 PM

Please do not destroy your beautiful island for more ships. Reefs are the reason divers come and stay!
Save your environment!

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:ddiver57@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Jeffrey Massetti
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship Pier
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 3:26:23 PM

As a frequent visitor to Grand Cayman I cant express enough my displeasure with plans to destroy one of the
most picturesque harbors in the Caribbean and fill it with concrete.

In addition, you will severely damage one of the best marine enviroments that easily accessible to visitors both by
air and by sea. It's clear whether you want to admit it or not that this eye sore you call progress will cause
damage both to the marine life and tourism. Are you of aware of why people come to the Caymans? 

What's the plan to send more people to the overcrowded stingray city? Sell more sidewalk junk? It is perplexing
that you would even consider this in Georgetown. 

I can only hope you come to senses and see the huge mistake you will make and you cant take it back. I guess the
good news we will be able to travel to Cuba soon for less money. 

Respectfully,

Jeffrey Massetti
412-215-4668

mailto:jeffmassetti@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Lori Hagins
To: DOE
Subject: cruise ship port
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 4:45:59 PM

I just read about the decision to build a cruise ship port & after visiting your
beautiful island multiple times for diving I would like to say please don't do it.
 Ruining the beautiful corals would be a catastrophe and I know it would bring
money in from the visitors but it would ruin the diving & the pristine ocean you
have.  Please reconsider the port & consider the natural beauty that lies around your
island.  Can't wait to come back in the spring & visit.  Thanks for your time, Lori 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

mailto:loribethhagins@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android


From: Heather Harnischfeger
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship plan
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 5:18:49 PM

Please please please don't let this happen.....this is such a special place and it will be
ruined if it becomes another parking place for cruise ships...

Heather Harnischfeger 
Heatherblue007@gmail.com
772 532 7830

Mailing address 
505 Beachland Blvd 
Suite 322
Vero Beach, Florida 32963

Sent from my iPad

mailto:heatherblue007@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:Heatherblue007@gmail.com


From: askuntz@yahoo.com
To: DOE
Subject: Stop the Cruise Ships
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 6:46:15 PM

Sir,
Don't we have enough cruise ships without building a new pier and destroying the coral
reefs?  The reefs are already fragile and cannot continue to take the abuse.  Our planet's
oceans mean more to us than gambling boats with thousands of tourists.  I am a diver,
and the reefs are important to our planet, and the marine ecosystem.

Please stop this new pier!

Thank you,

Andy Skuntz

mailto:askuntz@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Nancy Bradford
To: DOE
Subject: re: pier for cruise ships.
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 7:15:08 PM

I have cruised to Cayman many times and it has never been a problem with using the
tenders to actually  get on the island. While a pier is nice if it means destroying coral
reefs then I vote to not build a pier.  I do not believe that the island is missing
anything without the very few ships that do not come in because of no pier.

Please think this matter very carefully.

Sincerely,
Nancy Bradford
Fort Pierce, Florida

mailto:nlb1050@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Lynne Besse
To: DOE
Subject: NO CRUISE PIER
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 8:19:21 PM

I am a travel agent, Cayman Islands Specialist, and own a Dive Shop.
PLEASE DO NOT ADD A CRUSE SHIP PIER…it is NOT necessary.  The cruise ships have tenders for a
reason not EVERY Island has to have a pier..!  Be unique.  Think of the thing that brings people to
your islands… The beautiful healthy reefs!  This will destroy the nearby reefs and who knows what it
will do to the marine life..
We bring dive groups to the Cayman Islands for the pristine diving.  Please don’t ruin it for us, your
Islands, and the Ocean!
Regards;
 

Lynne Besse
The Travel Scene / Buzzards Bay Dive Center
GOLD Certified Sandals & Beaches / Weddingmoon/ Dive Travel Specialist
2-R East Blvd / Box 335
Onset, MA 02558
508-295-8282-P
508-295-8281-F
lynne@thetravelscene.com
www.thetravelscene.com
www.buzzardsbaydivecenter.com
 
Reminder:  You need a passport to travel to the Caribbean, MOST countries require you have at
least 6 months left remaining on your passport, now is the perfect time to check that, when in
doubt, renew it!!!  For all current passport info:
http://travel.state.gov/content/passports/english.html
 
Also: Price quotes… are just that, a quote, prices are NOT guaranteed until you actully put a deposit
on your booking.  Don’t be disappointed, if you are truly interested in your vacation dollars, deposit
your booking as soon as possible!
 

mailto:lynne@thetravelscene.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:lynne@thetravelscene.com
http://www.thetravelscene.com/
http://www.buzzardsbaydivecenter.com/
http://travel.state.gov/content/passports/english.html


From: Anna Grundstrom
To: DOE
Subject: cruise ship port
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 9:59:15 PM

Hello, 

I recently received an email regarding a proposed cruise ship port in grand cayman
which would potentially damage the coral reefs surrounding the Island.  As someone
who visited Grand Cayman for the sole purpose of learning to dive and thoroughly
enjoyed my stay I would be very disappointed if this were to happen.  The beautiful
reefs are a wonderful reason to visit the islands.  If the reefs are not protected I will
be much less likely to visit and will be spending my vacation money elsewhere in the
future.  I sincerely hope that the decision is made to preserve your beautiful island
and not turn it into another one of the soulless tourist traps that are becoming so
common in the caribbean.

Sincerely, 

Anna Grundstrom

mailto:acgrundstrom@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Chase de Jong
To: DOE
Subject: The pier
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 1:21:59 AM

DOE,

First of all, I would like express my love for Grand Cayman. My wife and I lived and
worked on the island for 6 months and we easily fell in love. One of our favorite
places to snorkel was to the tramp at paradise cafe.

During our time in Grand cayman we worked at a business directly in front of the
cruise drop off. I still work for the same company, but now I am located slc ut. I am
familiar with how much the cruise ships help grand cayman and the jobs it supplies.
This is a difficult decision, but in the end the people of grand cayman should be
heard and they should be able to trust there government to make the right
decisions.

Me and my wife personally think the pier should not be built. We know by protecting
the environment you are protecting something you  won't ever get back if a pier is
built there. Money is not everything.

Thank you

Chase & paige

mailto:schasedejong13@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: info@cave-tubing.net
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Port for Grand Cayman
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 1:30:07 AM

Attention :

Hon. Minister of Tourism
Grand Cayman

24 June 2015

Sir,

The news of the planned construction of a cruise dock/port in Grand Cayman,
while a welcome development in most countries, will, according to the facts made
public, destroy precious barrier reef at a level which must be unacceptable to your
citizens, and definately to the world.

No facility is worth reef destruction, not ever.

Please accept our plea to NOT allow this to happen. Cruise lines are notorious for
destruction, as long as their profit margins are at the level where their
shareholders are satisfied, no matter who or what suffers because of their greed.

Please accept my condemnation of this plan.

Regards,

Tom Greenwood
Tour Guide and Tour Operator since 1986 in Belize, Central America.
Former President, National Tour Operators Association, National Tour Guide
Association
President, Federation of Cruise Tourism Associations of Belize (FECTAB)
Belize Defence Force Major (Ret'd)
Justice of the Peace
Commissioner of the Supreme Court 

mailto:info@cave-tubing.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Frankie
To: DOE
Subject: No pier extension or rebuild
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 7:22:47 AM

Please, please, please do NOT build any more piers at Georgetown.  I worked diving on that reef in 1989 and there was enough
damage on it already.  Now 16 years later you will totally annihilate it and Cayman's attraction for all those cruise ships if you build this
pier.  It will NOT help the tourism it will only hinder it. Spend the money to build permanent moorings in the depth if the cruise ships
are complaining.  But do NOT destroy that fragile reef, PLEASE.
Thank you for reading.
Francoise Desoutter
PADI OWSI 35719

mailto:pacificpommesfrites@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: pjmb
To: DOE
Subject: Save the reek
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 8:05:41 AM
Importance: High

Save the Reef – please DON’T build the Pier!!
 
 
Paul J M Brewer
Bristol   BS8 2DE
UK
 
 

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
www.avast.com

mailto:pjmbrewer@sky.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
https://www.avast.com/antivirus
https://www.avast.com/antivirus


From: Arikka Ebanks
To: DOE
Subject: Re: Our reefs, our pride
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 11:28:00 AM

Apologies, the second to last paragraph of my email below should have of course
read "eliminates those concerns".

Thank you for considering my opinion in this important issue. 

Best regards,
Arikka Ebanks

On 24 Jun 2015, at 11:19, Arikka Ebanks <arikka_e@hotmail.com> wrote:

Good morning,

I'm writing this email to express my dismay at the thought that we could
even consider destroying 15 acres of our pristine reefs for a pier project
that will not solve or improve the disembarkation problem. I know that as
the Department of Environment that you are distinctly aware of the vital
role our reefs play in the ecosystem and, perhaps more importantly here
in this context, in the success of our tourism industry. We have nothing
else to offer the tourists when they arrive - duty free shops will come and
go, can be replaced with ease, but a reef takes many years to grow once
destroyed. They are already suffering from other environmental threats
such as bleaching caused by rising sea temperatures and we have yet to
protect them by passing laws that will control the passage of cruise ships
in our waters or penalise them financially for any damage caused by the
reckless dropping of their anchors. How can I believe and trust that the
government will commit to the monumental task of relocating the reefs
that will be destroyed for the sake of this new pier? The amount of years
of dedication, attention, man power, and of course, money that will
involve is by no means insignificant. Furthermore, as stated in the report,
there is no guarantee of success for such a relocation program because
we all know how temperamental reefs are, how the conditions have to be
just right for them to grow much less flourish. I'm afraid that the political
will power and commitment to this project is not there. 

Please understand that I am not against development of our island, or
the creation of a new pier, but can we as a people agree that it makes
much more sense to do this in an environmentally sustainable way? We
simply cannot afford to lose the reefs or the revenue they generate from
the same cruise ship tourists (and stay over tourists AND locals) and the
pride that they conjure in our hearts when they're celebrated as being
some of the best in the world. 

Please therefore aim to fulfil the mission of your Department to "facilitate
responsible management and sustainable use of the natural resources of
the Cayman Islands; through environmental protection and conservation"
and reconsider the floating cruise terminal option that was presented by
the Dutch engineering firm (I'm sure we can overcome the technical

mailto:arikka_e@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:arikka_e@hotmail.com


concerns raised, or find a similar proposal that elongates those concerns)
and not a project that involves dredging and destroying those reefs. 

We owe it to ourselves and the future children (and visitors) of these
islands to leave them something to marvel at - the reefs are our
crowning glory. Please don't condone their destruction. 

Thank you,
Arikka Ebanks



From: Laurie Wilson
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Ship Dock
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 12:39:25 PM

Dear DOE Team,

It is with great dismay that I write this letter regarding the proposed Cruise Ship Dock in Grand
Cayman. It is clearly a disastrous move that will destroy the foundation of Cayman tourism. 

The underlying economy of the Caribbean is tourism and the economy of the Caribbean basin is in
real peril due to ill-conceived decisions to destroy the environment as a short-term means to
propping up the economy. The environment IS the economy. It is why tourists go to Cayman and
all other destinations in the Caribbean. 

It is shocking to me that in a day when Cruise ships are under serious scrutiny for their overall
negative impact on society and the environment that this development would even be considered.
There are countless studies that show that cruise ship income to island destinations comes at a
very high cost. The studies that show a positive impact are those that are funded by cruise ships
and those governments who want to build a case for cruise ships at their destination. 

Cruise ship numbers give the illusion of a healthy tourism destination by counting bodies, not
dollars/person or destination impact from a cruise ship skewed economy. At any destination there
are a limited few that financially benefit, but at the long term cost of their own sustainable
income. 

Cruise ships are known as the "bad boys" of tourism. Cruise ships devalue a tourism destination
in more ways than one. When a destination government recognizes only the income from cruise
ship stop-overs, they fail to factor in the negative social, environmental and economic impacts of
cruise ships such as: 

Local residents being overwhelmed by the sheer number of passengers; local businesses having
to give their offerings Walmart-style discounts to be in the running for cruise ship business;
cruise ships encouraging passengers to spend their lunch money on board, and their spending
money at cruise-ship approved retail outlets; insufficient infrastructure to effectively handle cruise
traffic or waste streams; insufficient value placed on postcard moments such as quaint harbours,
scenic waterfronts and pretty snorkeling sites that will be destroyed forever with a mammoth
cruise ship facility, and; the direct destruction of reefs and the ongoing sedimentation that has
the ability to destroy dive tourism along the calm west coast of Cayman.

Why would a government like Cayman - that has always been a role model for protecting the
environment as an integral part of its high-end tourism product - make this about-face? It's akin
to killing the goose that laid the golden egg. The ripple effect of this ill-devised decision has the
potential to cut a wide and unforeseen swath through the Cayman economy. Even the status as a
tax haven will be affected by the wealthy who no longer want to visit the now-ugly and over-run
destination where their money is sheltered. They will take their money and their real estate
investments elsewhere. 

In my business I help businesses sell responsible dive travel to customers all over the world. This
is not a fad but a very strong and growing trend in tourism. Tourist are looking for and will pay
to enjoy travel experiences that are responsible and sustainable. The marine tourism industry - on
which Cayman's tourism is based - relies on a pristine ocean, healthy reefs, teaming marine life,
beautiful unimpeded ocean views and post card moments. More and more, people vote with their
dollars, and will not put money into places that lack environmental integrity or sustainable
development. 

In all fairness and due diligence, I would not be able to recommend Cayman if this cruise ship
dock goes ahead. It is irresponsible, unsustainable and will destroy the reefs on which the
Cayman tourism economy ultimately relies upon. This is a business decision. It is also an
environmental decision: They are inextricably linked.

mailto:divetravelbusiness@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


Sincerely,
Laurie J. Wilson

Notes: 

http://www.nbcnews.com/business/economy/caribbean-economies-face-peril-coral-reefs-decline-
n347731

http://www.foe.org/cruise-report-card

http://www.travelready.org/PDF%20Files/Travel%20-
%20The%20Impacts%20of%20the%20Cruise%20Industry%20on%20Tourism%20Destinations.pdf

-- 
><((((º>`·.¸¸.·´¯`·.¸.·´¯`·...¸><((((º>`·.¸¸.·´¯`·.¸.·´¯`·...¸><((((º> 

Laurie J. Wilson, MBA CMC
Publisher, BlueOceanNetwork.com
Follow:  Facebook  Twitter  LinkedIn
Host, BlueOceanBusinessSummit.com 

P.S. Subscribe to OceanView E-News - it's a free business resource for dive and travel pros. Sign up on our front
page at Blue Ocean Network.com 

http://www.nbcnews.com/business/economy/caribbean-economies-face-peril-coral-reefs-decline-n347731
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http://www.travelready.org/PDF%20Files/Travel%20-%20The%20Impacts%20of%20the%20Cruise%20Industry%20on%20Tourism%20Destinations.pdf
http://www.travelready.org/PDF%20Files/Travel%20-%20The%20Impacts%20of%20the%20Cruise%20Industry%20on%20Tourism%20Destinations.pdf
http://www.blueoceannetwork.com/
http://blueoceanbusinesssummit.com/
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From: Jenny Hickman
To: DOE
Subject: The proposed construction of the Grand Cayman Cruise Berthing Facility
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 1:20:31 PM

To whom it may concern, 

My name is Jenny Hickman and I write to you having heard of the above proposal currently
under consideration. 

As a marine educator, SCUBA diver and life long lover of the ocean, I urge to DoE to
consider carefully the long term goal of this facility. Should the proposed construction
proceed, the marine ecosystems that your beautiful island nation is so well known for will
face an inconceivable amount of damage and ongoing destruction. The coming and goings
of large cruise ships to your islands will inevitably harm the coral reefs and coastal habitats
physically and will continue to pollute the surrounding environment in to the future. These
activities will not only visibly damage the beauty of the marine environment, but will cause
the ecosystem to collapse, marine life to disappear, food sources to become polluted and
inedible - if they remain present at all, and will significantly reduce the protection provided
to the island through the presence of these reefs. 

Furthermore, with 50% of the world's coral reefs having already disappeared, it is imperative
that we start prioritising the safeguarding of these habitats, before we lose them
completely. Everyone has their part to play in the overall protection of our natural
environment and without any sense of long term impacts, we risk destroying the natural
world beyond repair. 

From a short term perspective, building such a facility must seem appealing, particularly to a
nation with such a flourishing tourist industry. However, with the marine environment being
such a huge part of the draw for visitors who come to Grand Cayman, can this really be a
long term initiative, designed to provide sustainability both for the natural world and for
such an important source of income? When we are lucky enough to identify a strength we
possess, whether we speak from an individual perspective, a business perspective or indeed
an entire nation, should we not be energising ourselves to capitalise on these strengths,
drive ourselves forward and discover new and innovative ways in which we can embrace
and utilise our strongest assets to ensure nothing in the future, nothing that remains within
our control, can ever take these strengths away from us. 

The globe is facing many difficult times and often things happen that are beyond our
control. However, now is the time to change what we know we can change. We can take
the chance to look at the evidence and decide now what we want to protect for the future.
The ocean provides us many booming and profitable industries, experts have recently rated

mailto:jennyhickman@live.co.uk
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


it as the worlds 7th biggest economy, worth around $24 trillion per year. This figure,
however, does not take in to account oil, gas, wind energy and intangibles such as climate
regulation and coastal protection. The necessity to protect the ocean is one of the biggest
challenges we face. Without proper ocean protection, we have everything to lose. 

I urge you to reconsider the benefits of this proposal and look at the long term issues this
will create for your country. Grand Cayman has long been a popular choice, but it is
important to remember that holidaymakers are fickle and it does not take much to damage
a reputation. Public demand is changing and we must second guess what people want to
see in order to stay one step ahead of the behavioural changes of 21st century tourists,
those who are increasingly looking to destinations to protect the best interests of their
people and their environment.  

We must act now to decide for the future. 

Kind Regards

Jenny Hickman



From: sandy dennis
To: DOE
Subject: please save the ocean,,
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 2:38:53 PM

i stand with ms. earle and want to see the ocean saved, please don't move ahead on the plan of a new
cruise ship place to land..
sincerely
sandy dennis

mailto:sandy@retirementguard.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Dennis Monroe
To: DOE
Subject: Stop the Huge Cruise Ships
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 4:38:19 PM

Hi,
 
I don’t live in the Caymans but I love your islands. Please don’t Allow the big cruise lines to destroy
your beautiful reefs to bring bigger ships in. Smaller is better. Please keep the Caymans a diver’s
paradise.
 
Thanks and regards,
Dennis Monroe, DCSI
 

        
        5008 Gulfport Blvd. S.
        Gulfport, FL 33707
 
        Dive Center: (727) 498-8702
        Mobile: (727) 773-5073
        www.divegulfport.com
 
       Diving is life. Everything else is just a surface interval.

 

mailto:dennis@divegulfport.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://www.divegulfport.com/


From: Beth McCrea
To: DOE
Subject: NO Cruise Berthing Facility!
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 4:59:54 PM

I love Grand Cayman. I as well as everyone I know goes to Grand Cayman for the
pristine coral reefs....and the fact that it is not like other islands where I have to
compete with massive cruise ship tourism.

Having the proposed Grand Cayman Cruise Berthing Facility will ruin both of this
things.

I and everyone I know will stop visiting your lovely island if this comes to pass.

Please, please do not allow this travesty to occur!

Thank you.

-Beth

mailto:bethgmccrea@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: benberry@aol.com
To: DOE
Cc: sunset@sunsethouse.com; divetech@candw.ky
Subject: No More Cruise Ship Piers in Grand Cayman !
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 6:48:16 PM

To whom it may concern:

I implore you Not to build a new cruise ship pier in Grand Cayman.

The new cruise ship dock will be disaster,I cannot imagine what the waterfront would look like when
the floating cities disgorge their contents.

.Cruise ship people don't spend much money on Islands, maybe $20 USD, whereas SCUBA Divers
and snorkelers spend thousands and thousands. 

Cruise ships add  pressure and these floating cities just add more...the need for services explodes and
the overall island economy shrinks...

In the long run Grand Cayman loses, as the cruise lines will keep cutting their government payments
over time as they gain footholds. This is ESPECIALLY true in pristine underwater environments like the
Caymans'...

For these reasons and more, I implore you Not to build a new cruise ship pier on Grand Cayman

Ben Berry / New York, U.S.A.

mailto:benberry@aol.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:sunset@sunsethouse.com
mailto:divetech@candw.ky


From: Adam Riback
To: DOE
Subject: Please do not ruin the reefs!!!
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 7:09:44 PM

Please do not ruin the natural reef system you guys have. Can't you go around it or
something? 

  Adam Riback  917-301-0787

-- 
Adam Riback
 

mailto:ariback1971@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


























From: Nick Meier
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Port
Date: Thursday, June 25, 2015 12:38:07 AM

I would like to voice my concern about the plans a pier to be built in support of cruise ship enterprises.
The short term gains will not be worth it. Think long term, be a model for the world, your country and
its natural beauty come before money and politics. I have visited Grand Cayman many times to dive and
be immersed in the culture, but a cruise ship port/pier will only erode those two things that make GC so
unique. Please say no to the pier.

-Nick Meier

mailto:nickmeier@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Sherry Berger
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Ship Pier
Date: Thursday, June 25, 2015 9:50:14 AM

Dear Sirs:
My husband and I have visited your beautiful island about 15 times over the past 20
years.  Many things have called us back to Grand Cayman but foremost is the
underwater beauty.  Yes, we are scuba divers, so the condition of the reefs is very
important to us. The Cayman Islands are known world wide as a scuba destination. 
Please continue to protect this gift by not building the proposed cruise ship pier.  I
feel that the short term benefits of extra cruise passengers is not worth the long
term toil on the reefs and the loss of the diving industry for which the island is so
well known. The use of tenders is an acceptable solution that is a win-win for
everyone concerned.  I urge you not to empower the cruise industry by
compromising what is most important to the Cayman Islands, her people, and the
environment.
Thank you.
Sheryl Berger
3820 Red Fox Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45245
USA

mailto:sberger4189@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Dorota Osinski
To: DOE
Subject: cruise ships and coral reef
Date: Thursday, June 25, 2015 5:05:48 AM

i have never been to the caymen Islands, but I live in Australia and they too are
planning on destroy kms or coral for ships. Once distoyed these places will ever be
the same. Please consider your actions and the impact on the future or our natural
planet. 

mailto:dorotaosinski@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Richard Webb
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Ship Pier
Date: Thursday, June 25, 2015 1:20:08 PM

To the Department of Environment and the Cayman Islands Government,

As a diver / tourist from the United States I realize that my opinion may not carry much
weight on the subject of the proposed new cruise ship pier in George Town harbor, but I do
believe that the impact from this project would do far more harm than good. I don’t
understand how retail development owner Gerry Kirkconnell can adequately state
hypothetical numbers as a means to justify the need for a $250 million pier. Kirkconnell
believes that the number of cruise ship visitors “could fall below 1 million if the island does
not give cruise ships direct shore access soon”. The number of cruise ship visitors last year
was, if I’m not mistaken, 1.6 million. Why would those numbers drop if a new pier is not
built?

Grand Cayman is one of the finest destinations in all the Caribbean and let us not forget, the
birthplace of recreational diving. In addition to cruise ship visitors, divers flock to this island
for the very reason that the proposed building of this pier would destroy. Divers also spend
extended periods on Grand Cayman, the average time frame being a week, and as a result
add to the Islands economy far more than the few hours a cruise ship visitor would. Both
are vital to the economy of the Island, but if the underwater environment is compromised,
divers will travel to other destinations. The entire Dive 365 initiative would have been in vain
and the time spent trying to repair the damage done by a cruise ship’s anchor & chain
would be for naught.

I implore the Government of Grand Cayman to unanimously strike down this
environmentally and economically disastrous special interest project. Your island has been
on the forefront of marine preservation and a model of that for the entire Caribbean! The
building of this pier would set this Grand Island back over 40 years and erase the giant
stride you have taken to increase tourism and marine conservation.

Thank you for considering my plea,

Richard Webb

mailto:rwebb2112@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky








From: MissWaterLillie
To: DOE
Subject: Dock in Caymans
Date: Thursday, June 25, 2015 2:45:09 PM

Please don’t allow a dock built to ruin those beautiful reefs.  I have dove there and it’s amazing.  It
would ruin the reefs.  Listen to the locals.  Ensuring the health of the environment is the priority! 
Sue Hacker
 

mailto:misswaterlillie@cableone.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Laura Berry
To: DOE
Subject: Coral Reefs and natural habitats
Date: Thursday, June 25, 2015 3:24:57 PM

To Whom It May Concern,
 
    As an avid cruiser I have visited your beautiful island  many times and have always
enjoyed the beauty there. I would rather that the cruise lines would keep tendering
passengers to shore. I think the damage to the coral reefs in the construction of cruise piers
would devastate these fragile habits. Please keep the ships out and away from the coral
reefs.
 
 
Laura Berry
Cruise Specialist
863-709-5352
http://oceangoinggal.cruisebrothers.com

mailto:oceangoinggal@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Mally Stewart
To: DOE
Subject: Don"t destroy the coral reef!
Date: Friday, June 26, 2015 9:07:30 AM

Dear Sir/Madam,

I'm writing to voice my objections to the CI government's proposal to build a
docking facility for cruise ships and simultaneously destroy acres of precious coral
reef.

When will the CI government stop pandering to the islands' tourists and start
pandering to the benefits of its own people? Damage to the coral reef will destroy
even more of the little that's left of Cayman's unique and beautiful environment. And
all because those in government are blinkered by the dollars from tourists' pockets.

Wake up Cayman. Let's start trying to change this greedy and destructive attitude
before our beautiful islands are destroyed forever.

Sincerely,
Mally Stewart (nee Foster)

mailto:mallyfoster@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky








From: Keith Sahm
To: DOE
Cc: Bodden, Stran; Kirkconnell, Moses; Panton, Wayne; Rosa Harris
Subject: My personal thoughts on the Berthing Facility as per this EIA
Date: Friday, June 26, 2015 4:12:07 PM
Attachments: 547C2BAC-E4FF-45CD-870B-56A29BDC6D36[4].png

B236EB12-AB14-4AA1-AF79-5ECBBA580778[4].png
955EE0DB-7A40-4FDB-B191-0ED5084AC315[4].png
D0AC446B-0E8D-430D-A506-4EFDE23F2BE8[4].png

Dear Gina and the Department of Environment.

Grand Cayman's nearshore marine resources, it's beaches, coral reefs, and 
clear waters are vital to its economy and the quality of life of it's residents and 
visitors alike. This plan will destroy coral reefs and put more at risk. It is bad 
for the environment, Grand Cayman, as well as the cruise industry.

Sustainable tourism in Grand Cayman must balance  well-managed use with 
environmental protection, for loss of its natural resources will mean a loss of 
tourism and therefore jobs, economic revenue, and the natural beauty that is 
Grand Cayman.

The current plan, per the EIA to build an extended cruise/port pier will destroy 
acres of coral reef and put at risk Grand Cayman's other invaluable nearshore 
marine resources, such as SMB. The siltation plume, dense enough to kill coral 
reefs stretches as far South as Jackson Point, to as far North as Treasure Island 
Resort.  Whereas there has been some moderate success in transplanting 
individual and mainly branching corals, transplanting and relocating entire 
coral reefs and their all-important structure is not possible. Loss of coral reefs 
means loss of critical habitat, productivity, and biological communities along 
with all economic revenue they bring in through tourism and recreation 
activity. Just say no to the current plan!  We are not saying not to cruise, as I 
said, there needs to be a balance.

I heard today Chris Kirkconnell throwing out personal interest of our group because 
of Sunset House and CMS.   Both companies have exit strategies.  Not a problem…. 
The reason why we are standing up to this battle and pushing #savecayman is not for 
the self interests, but for the same reason why our visitors come here to begin with.  
The crystal clear waters of the Cayman Islands, it beautiful reefs and gorgeous white 
sandy beaches.  What we also wish to accomplish is the legacy of protecting this for 
our children, their children and their children’s children…   This is spelt out in the 
Cayman Islands Constitution.

A Marine Protected Area should be just that…a marine protected area in which 
destruction of natural marine resources is not allowed.

mailto:keith.sahm@sunsethouse.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:Stran.Bodden@gov.ky
mailto:Moses.Kirkconnell@gov.ky
mailto:Wayne.Panton@gov.ky
mailto:rharris@caymanislands.ky






Keith E Sahm           
General Manager

<!--[if !vml]--> <!--[endif]-->
 

P.O. Box 479 Grand Cayman KY1-1106 Cayman Islands
Tel     : 345-949-7111 Ext:612
Cell   :  345-916-7111
Fax    : 345-949-7101
Email : keith.sahm@sunsethouse.com
www : http://www.sunsethouse.com
 
Social
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https://twitter.com/#!/sunsethouse
http://www.tripadvisor.com/Hotel_Review-g147366-d149251-Reviews-Sunset_House-George_Town_Grand_Cayman_Cayman_Islands.html


From: Pam Cayer
To: DOE
Subject: Regarding need cruise ship dock.
Date: Friday, June 26, 2015 7:09:13 PM

As a an occasional guest on the Cayman Islands, I can say that I come for the
pristine reefs and diving.  A larger cruise ship terminal will be a large negative and
harmful to the under water life.  This will deter people who stay on island and
possibly cause them to go elsewhere.

Thank you for your time.

Pamela Cayer
Savage, Montana

mailto:pamelajcayer@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Josie Estill
To: DOE
Subject: Input from diver re cruise ship pier
Date: Friday, June 26, 2015 7:31:47 PM

I've stopped visiting Bonaire because the local government seems to give more importance to cruise
ships than to divers who spend a LOT of money on the island, and support local business.

Cayman Is. is a destination I've been considering as an alternative ---- I want you to know that I am
TOTALLY opposed to building a new pier that will only have adverse affect on the local reefs and
environment.

Please DO NOT sacrifice what is wonderful just to accommodate more cruise ships.  Keep your islands
as beautiful as they are for ALL local people and visitors…

Love, peace and joy!
Josie Estill, Rochester, NY (Advanced OW Diver)
585-342-5059

mailto:jestill@rochester.rr.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: nathan hughes
To: DOE
Subject: Pier for cruise ship, please NO!
Date: Friday, June 26, 2015 8:39:42 PM

Please don't do this foolish thing!  The tenders are plenty good enough to get
tourists in from the ships.  Do not destroy what brings us to the Grand Caymans,
leave the coral and natural habitats alone!  We avoid Georgetown like the plague
when cruise ships are in, and destroying coral and allowing even more crowding in
Georgetown with more ships, terrible idea.  Next thing that will pop up is a bunch of
touristy junk- people selling touristy junk just to appease the masses of people, and
it will bring little positive effect for the people of the Caymans.  If it gets super
touristy there we will go back to St Thomas and sell our timeshares in the Caymans.
 

Please, no new pier, enough is enough

Nathan Hughes

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone

mailto:hughes2925@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: warrenmacdonaldunlimited@gmail.com on behalf of Warren Macdonald
To: DOE
Subject: Opposition to proposed cruise ship berthing increase on Grand Cayman
Date: Saturday, June 27, 2015 9:54:06 AM

Dear minister,
As a scuba diver and frequent visitor to the Cayman Islands, I oppose any increase
in cruise ship berthing facilities that have ANY adverse effect on the coral reef
surrounding Grand Cayman. Folks need to remember, people come to Grand
Cayman because of what's under the water. Take that away and you have nothing
that other Caribbean Islands can't offer and you'll have joined the race to the
bottom...
Thank you for passing on my vote.
Warren Macdonald

Helping you change the way you see the world...
www.warren-macdonald.com

Featured Post: Can we learn to become more resilient?

    

Get a signature like this: Click here!

mailto:warrenmacdonaldunlimited@gmail.com
mailto:warren@warren-macdonald.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://www.warren-macdonald.com/
http://www.warren-macdonald.com/2014/02/03/can-learn-become-resilient/
http://www.facebook.com/warrenmacdonaldunlimited
http://ca.linkedin.com/in/warrenmacdonaldunlimited
http://www.youtube.com/warrenmacdonald
http://twitter.com/warrenmacdonald
http://plus.google.com/102235266278130265361
http://ws-promos.appspot.com/r?rdata=eyJydXJsIjogImh0dHA6Ly93d3cud2lzZXN0YW1wLmNvbS9lbWFpbC1pbnN0YWxsP3dzX25jaWQ9NjcyMjkzOTI3IiwgImUiOiAiNTczMjU2ODU0ODc2OTc5MiJ9


From: Stephen R. Skippen
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ships
Date: Saturday, June 27, 2015 12:51:59 PM

Dear Sir/Madam,

The beautiful island of Grand Cayman, our home away from home from Maryland, USA, is going to be
the long term loser should the Minister or Tourism allow a new cruise ship port to be built on this
fabulous Island.
I strongly urge you to stand tough and oppose this position that will further impact our amazing island
and much loved marine life.
Please let me know if there is anything I can do to prevent this for happening so we can look after our
small piece of paradise.
Stephen R. Skippen

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:srskippen@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):            Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:     

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  U.S.       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 15 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  North Side 

What is your interest in the Project? 

The project is contrary to what interests me: conservation of natural resources and sustainable 
development.  

 

X 

X 



Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

Page 2 of 3 

 

1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

 

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I have seen nothing documenting or quantifying the supposed demands of the cruise ship industry. 
Without that, it’s nothing but hearsay and worse, scare mongering. Why not have the cruise association 
come and present our dire future without them. 

I have seen nothing documenting a vision of “how much” is enough. How many cruise visitors per year 
are desired? What is the carrying capacity of our beaches, north sound, etc. before they are no longer 
worth visiting? How can we know we need “more” if we don’t know when we’ll have “enough”? 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I think it is a cursory - not robust – assessment. Environmental services were not valued. The value of a 
reef that took millennia to grow and provides marine habitat, reduces wave energy and is a rare beauty 
enjoyed by sport divers, snorkelers and submarine passengers is worth more than the cost of the 
extremely questionable “relocation / restoration” of a reef.  George Town Harbour’s clarity, marine life and 
ship wrecks are rare and high value (how many other cruise ports can boast excellent dive sites, including 
two ship wrecks, right in the harbour?).  

Many of the socioeconomic issues are reportedly in the OBC, but the OBC has already been found to be 
flawed and out of date. This fragmented approach; i.e., “that is addressed in the OBC”, “that is 
addressed in the George Town revitalization plan” is smoke and mirrors, preventing a comprehensive, 
long-term view. What’s been shown to date, after two years of work on the GT revitalization ‘master 
plan’, is limited to a poorly done Power Point focused on the alignment of sidewalks and a turtle-shaped 
ice rink.  

The impacts/costs are not limited to the 25 year life span of the harbour parking lot (cruise dock). The 
costs will accrue to many generations – if they choose to stay in a country with degraded resources and 
opportunities. The mitigation measures are meaningless – as none are budgeted for. Monitoring is cited 
as mitigation – it is not.  

The ridiculous option to dispose excess dredged material to the deep blue sea, when Grand Cayman’s 

X 

X 
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other most destructive environmental practice has been quarrying away large areas of this small island, 
shows how short-sighted and ludicrous this proposal is.  

It needs to be shown how the supposed benefits are distributed among society. While the impact will 
affect all, it seems the benefits will disproportionately fall to the retail centres relying on cruise 
passengers. If they are claiming that they provided much needed jobs, those jobs need to be properly 
valued; i.e., the wages and benefits associated with those jobs, and percentage filled by work permits.  

3. Do you have any other comments? 

If this project goes through it will undermine any and all future efforts at conservation. How do you ask 
a fisherman to give up fishing from the bank or in a certain area/species or season when wholesale 
destruction of 15 – 30 acres of healthy reef are destroyed with government’s blessing? It makes a 
mockery of conservation efforts.  

The Bill of Rights officially became part of Cayman law in November 2012 

Protection of the Environment 

You and your community have the right to the protection and preservation of your environment. The 
Government is obligated to implement legislation and other measures to protect Cayman’s heritage, 
wildlife, and land and sea biodiversity; prevent pollution and ecological degradation; promote 
biodiversity; secure ecologically sustainable development and use of natural resources. 

Government’s Obligations 
It is unlawful for government to act contrary to the Bill of Rights’ principles. If it is alleged that 
government has acted unlawfully, complainants can bring cases to local courts. 

Contrary to the Bill of Rights, this project would create pollution and environmental degradation, 
reduce biodiversity and disregard ecologically sustainable development and use of natural 
resources. 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky


From: Janet M Point
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship docks
Date: Sunday, June 28, 2015 9:46:59 AM

Greetings,

With my family, I have been traveling to lovely Grand Cayman since 2000.  We loved it so much, that
we own a timeshare on the island.  While I do want to support the tourist industry and visitors to the
island, I do not think that the construction of a large dock is the best path.  The waters around
Georgetown offer some fine snorkeling for the tourists who do not wish to journey around the island. 
Moreover, when several boats arrive, the town becomes extremely crowded.  Even over at Rum Point
and Stingray City, the affect of large ships diminishes the experience.  Having been on a cruise ship
myself, I found the portage of small boats into Belize to be perfectly acceptable. Plus, many tourist
really enjoy that the island is making the extra effort to protect its natural beauty. 

Please do help the cruise industry to appreciate the quality of the Cayman experience without the need
to construct a dock. 

Best regards,

Janet Meenehan Point
25 Wade's Court
Rehoboth Beach, DE 19971 USA

mailto:janetleamp1973@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

Patricia E Bradley 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:xxxx xx 

 

Profession/Occupation: Biologist/ornithologist    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  UK       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 34 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  George Town 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I am a member of the National Conservation Council 

A member of the National Trust and on its Executive 

As conservation biologist  I have been deeply concerned and involved  in issues regarding the 
conservation and sustainability of the marine and terrestrial environment 

I set up the Nature tourism project on the Sister Islands and have trained guides on the three 
islands 

I also support nature tourism with UK DoT at the Bird Fair 



Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

Page 2 of 5 

 

 

 

 

 



Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

Page 3 of 5 

 

1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree xxx 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

The CBF is not sufficiently valuable economically to counteract the negative 
impact to stay-over tourism, local businesses, the marine environment as well as 
the quality of life to George Town residents in the long-term. 

 

This includes the 3-5 years extensive disruption in GT outlined during the construction 

After construction the centre of GT will be impossible for locals to drive to businesses and stay-
over tourist to shop  

The loss of dive sites, historic sites in GT harbour and untold amounts of silt over the reefs to 
the south of GT and possibly also to Seven Mile Beach will destroy the marine environment. 

GT is NOT noted for beautiful buildings but its surprisingly pristine busy harbour is the main 
attraction: sparkling clear water, cargo ships unloading, cruise ships in the bay and tourists 
diving, snorkelling and using various water sports. This is what all tourists come to see-our 
valuable natural resource. Not the alternative of tourist docks crowded with ships, damaged 
reefs and silted water (thus no diving or water sports and loss of revenue) combined with greater 
congestion from cruise ships passengers and associated traffic. It will drive more people to 
leave: many stay-over tourists in the last 7 years have already cancelled future bookings and 
winter residents have sold property not intending return to the Cayman Islands. 

While cruise tourism is an important section of GDP, future development should concentrate on 
a new airport and improving infrastructure and amenities to increase the number of stay-over 
tourists. 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 
xxxx 

3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 
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Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

While the EIA cover many impacts, but many impacts and projected benefits of the project and just that-
only projections  Their negative impacts regarding  permanent and on-going damage to the marine 
environment around GT harbour  may in reality be much larger.  

If the increased value of the CBF falls below1%, the project with bring no benefits at all.  

 The entire project costs and benefits/losses of CBF should be presented as a whole to the public before 
a decision should be made by Cabinet. 

 The geology of the sea floor has not been investigated and may be either more costly than anticipated or 
the results may not be favourable for construction. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Do you have any other comments? 

Tourism, especially cruise ship tourism, is a fickle industry- if we destroy what they come to 
see they will desert the Cayman Islands. 

The giant ships are already, it appears, losing favour with increasingly demanding tourists who 
now would prefer smaller ships and the feeling that they are arriving for a small island 
adventure, not a suburb of Miami. 

It will only take one terrorist incident on a cruise ship for the Caribbean industry to collapse. 

DOT should concentrate on bringing up- market stay-over tourists and winter residents who 
purchase property to the island-by upgrading hotels and condominiums, roads and the airport as 
well as the quality of taxis and the safety of the streets at night. 

This will bring much more revenue in the long-term with no destruction of the marine 
environment 

There are no projections on cruising numbers in the Caribbean for the next 20 years which 
reading would suggest is predicted to decline. 
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The impact of the projected increase in the population ( to 100,000+) is not addressed 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Melanie Harris          Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:  Corporate Manager   

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  No       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 48 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?   South Sound 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I work in the Harbour Centre, George Town location on the waterfront.  I drive from South 

Sound through Hog Sty Bay to my work place every morning and evening.  The drive, as for   

many, is the highlight of one’s day.  Once a week I purchase fresh fish from the local fisher men 

who sell fish opposite our office.  The area has recently been enhanced and tourists like to 

visit with the fishermen, watch the large tarpon, take a drink in the bar or swim in the vibrant  

waters of the bay.  





Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

Page 2 of 3 

 

1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

X 
 

    

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

- does not enhance the passengers docking experience, distance to walk is GREATER 

- NO IMPROVEMENT in the time for disembarkation over the current tender service 

- tender service ENHANCES the experience for majority of passengers 

- cruise companies have a vested interest in themselves, this is not a partnership  

- can we really afford overall investment cost, the cost analysis needs to be REDONE to also price the 
GT road enhancements, relocation of the reef, + loan interest 

- we will never get back what has been destroyed 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

 X    

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

- impact  of visual pollution that will occur as a result of the installation of concrete piers I do not feel has 
been properly evaluated in terms of the effect both on the population and cruise ship experience. 

- being exposed to carcinogens from the cruise ships, diesel exhaust is a class one carcinogen, putting it 
in the same category as asbestos. 

http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2015/mar/10/alan-jones-backs-balmain-residents-battle-against-cruise-
ship-pollution 

- EU states members should encourage the use of shore-side electricity, as the electricity for 
present-day ships is usually provided by auxiliary engines.  Will the cruise piers address this and/or 
will the cruise ships agree…I suspect not. 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

After financing the construction what will happen if the cruise ships don’t come as a result  

of forecasted economic recessions or decide to go elsewhere, who will finance such a loss? 

If not from the financial services, then ultimately it will be the people of Cayman paying for both the 

environmental and financial loss.  Govenernment really need to seriously consider the consequences.   

If the financial services were to take on $400 million of debt, would the tourism industry guarantee the  

debt? – no, because it’s not a viable business plan. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 



From: maki lloyd
To: DOE
Subject: Save Cayman
Date: Monday, June 29, 2015 11:31:53 AM

To whom it may concern,

I just returned from a vacation in Grand Cayman. I worked in the dive industry on the island
during the 90's and had the opportunity to return with my wife and kids to an island that I
cherish. During our trip, my wife and son completed their dive certification and we dove
throughout the islands.

I was impressed by the condition of the reefs. They were as vibrant and wonderful as I
remember them from 20 years ago. It was refreshing to see conservation policies at work
that have preserved this delicate ecosystem and allowed me to bring the next generation of
divers to your beautiful island. As expected my children fell in love with the island as well.

During my trip, I learned of the proposed plan to expand the cruise ship dock which would
subsequently destroy  some reefs and threaten a large numbers of others. At first I thought
it was a joke, then I realized it was a proposal with the potential of being completed. I am
not only appalled but also very surprised that an island with a history of conservation and
protection of its greatest resource would even contemplate such a plan. When I lived on the
island, I always felt that the people and government of the Cayman Islands treasured the
ocean and their reefs. I felt they were very proud of this jewel in the Caribbean and what it
offered under the water. 

To contemplate this plan in hopes of bringing in additional revenue through the cruise
industry is flawed. In the long run it would lead to the collapse of Cayman as a prime
destination. The reefs brought in a thriving dive industry which in turn brought in more
tourists to enjoy the island and the beaches which in turn brought the cruise ships. To
destroy the reefs, and threaten the ecosystem removes the foundation of your tourist
industry. As a diver myself, with a family of divers, there are a number of destinations I
would choose to visit rather than return to my beloved Cayman if this plan is completed. The
reason is that I would support places that support the ecosystem and reefs that I love. I will
not support a government or destination that would show such little regard for the
ecosystem that built its tourism industry. I know many other people, divers and non divers
alike, would follow the same path and Cayman would become a third rate destination.

I implore you to protect your most valuable asset and think of the long term devastating
effects this project would have. Do not allow this cruise ship dock to be built. 

I was fortunate enough to dive with my son, my wife, and my father on my last vacation. I

mailto:makilloyd@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


look forward to not only returning to dive with my daughter when she is old enough but to
also dive with my grandchildren in the future and show them the beautiful reefs of the
Cayman Islands. I hope they are still there and that can happen.

Sincerely,

D. Maki Lloyd

Captain Phoenix Fire Department
Former Dive Instructor / Boat Captain Cayman Islands

PS. My newly certified son (age 11) would like to add some comments

DO NOT BUILD THE DOCK!
When I went scuba diving in the reefs they were amazing. It was one of the funnest thing
I've ever done.
We saw a ton of amazing animals and there home would be destroyed. 

from,

evan t. lloyd

And now my 8 year old future diving daughter.

PLEASE DO NOT BUILD A DOCK!
When I went snorkeling  it was amazing,if you build the dock all the poor creatures  would
lose their homes.
By destroying the reef  the Parrotfish wouldn't have anything to eat,tons of creatures would
lose their lives.

from,
 
   Patricia M. Lloyd
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information  

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

Burns Rutty 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

83 years
 

Profession/Occupation:  Businessman   

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands?   yes 

Where were you born?  Cayman Brac       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Cayman Kai Northside 

What is your interest in the Project?    As a former Parliamentarian and current businessman, it is my 
concern that government could inadvertently do something that could be a detriment to Seven Mile 
Beach.   The deep dredging could over the long haul have a significant change in the flow patterns of the 
water and sand movement.  The current study does not sufficiently address this issue.  Nor does the 
study address the use of dynamite.  Who will guarantee that foundations of all the buildings in 
Georgetown and Seven Mile Beach will not be affected? 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?      # 3 Neither agree or disagree 

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation:  The large cruise ships are asking for berthing facilities.  
Handicap people need berthing, families with strollers need berthing.  Are 2 piers all that will be needed in 
twenty, fifty years?  If Government is looking at a long term plan, there is no place for expansion in town.  
Red Bay area of South Sound is the best location for cargo and cruise ship berthing, the safest location 
(reef protected).  What happens when you have five to seven cruise ships?  Tendering will still happen. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?   #4  Agree 

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation:  The study does not address the impact in using, 
storing, and the adverse affects of explosives.  Nor does the study address the long term weather 
changes that could affect the sand movement to fill the dredged areas. 
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3. Do you have any other comments?  Ten reasons to have cargo and cruise berthing in Red Bay 
area of South Sound: 

1. Work 24/7 without interfering with cruise, cargo, auto, and pedestrian traffic in town. 

2. Plenty of sand and rock can be excavated for construction and build the existing reef 
higher. 

3. Sufficient internal land for cargo storage. 

4. A northwester will not affect work. 

5. No potential damage to Seven Mile Beach. 

6. Sufficient room to expand for more piers, 

7. Reef protected piers. 

8. Will not destroy dive sites. 

9. Very accessible to all parts of the island. 

10. Building up of the reef would protect the existing houses from hurricane surge. 
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Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky


From: dpsmith75 .
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Berthing Facility
Date: Monday, June 29, 2015 5:26:59 PM

To Whom It May Concern:

 

I am writing in objection of the proposed berthing facility in George Town for use by
cruise ships. Having read the EIA it appears the costs to the Cayman Islands
outweigh the benefits.  From a monetary perspective, greater resources should be
spent on encouraging overnight visitors who spend significantly more money than
day trippers from cruise ships.  Further, the destruction of the greatest tourism draw,
the reefs around George Town, seems counter-intuitive.  Any cruise ship passengers
who do want to dive or snorkel will find it much more difficult with the loss of Eden
Rock, Don Fosters and others.

 

The Cayman Islands are a beautiful country with a rich and diverse marine life which
draws tourists from around the world and with them, their money.  Please stop the
destruction of one of the greatest assets the Cayman Islands posses.

 

Sincerely,

 

Donald Smith    

mailto:dpsmith75@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Amanda Covington Helgeson
To: DOE
Subject: please no cruise ship berth
Date: Monday, June 29, 2015 5:32:14 PM

Hello,

My name is Dr. Amanda Covington and I am a veterinarian from 
Minnesota, USA.  My husband and I have visited Grand Cayman 10 
times, yes 10 times in the 20 years we have been married.  It is our most 
FAVORITE place on this earth.  Please do not consider building
the cruise ship berth and destroying the beautiful coral and natural beauty 
of Grand Cayman.  I care very much about the environment and
this would be devastating.  Keeping the cruise ships farther out from shore 
helps to keep the quaint atmosphere Grand Cayman is known for.
I understand that cruise ships bring money to Cayman but don’t let money 
be the reason you do this.  

Thank you for listening,

Amanda Covington DVM
Minnesota, USA
darinmanda@tds.net

mailto:darinmanda@tds.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:darinmanda@tds.net


From: FaithCousens
To: DOE
Subject: Save cayman
Date: Monday, June 29, 2015 6:02:17 PM

Please do not allow the cruise ships to build a new pier in Grand Cayman. We are divers and enjoy the
wonderful coral reefs that surround the island there. We have been to  the your beautiful island several
times and are coming again in a few weeks. Using tender ships into the pier is the safe way to move
tourists into the town. The coral reefs regenerate the ocean so everyone can enjoy the water sports and
fresh fish.  Please SAVE the reefs.
Faith and Forrest Cousens

Sent from my iPad

mailto:faithforrestc@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: MICHAEL R HENSLEY
To: DOE
Subject: DO NOT DREDGE
Date: Monday, June 29, 2015 6:12:03 PM

In light of the grievous environmental impact predicted by the official
assessment presented to public on 9th of June, 2015 we, the hereto
signed respectfully petition to the Cayman Islands' Cabinet Members to
please say NO, but thank you for the tremendous effort! We truly respect
the great deal of good intentions, expense in time and resources that have
gone into preparing this long awaited proposal, but we believe the long
term cost to the environment is too great for the relatively short term gain
for many reasons, a few of which are listed here.

The Environmental Impact Assessment indicates that dredging and its silt
plume will destroy much of the unique, thousands of years old reefs that
we currently earn over $9 million/year from and upon which numerous
watersports operations are primarily dependent. Soto's South will certainly
perish, but the deadly silt plume will likely affect all of the reefs in the
harbor to various extents, including Soto's Central, Soto's North and Eden
Rock. There are no alternative reefs with similarly high profile from 30'
bases up to 8' depths on their tops, in calm, clear water anywhere else in
Grand Cayman for future glass bottom boat and snorkeling tourism.
Several species of corals will prove to be least silt tolerant, thus the death
ring will be even wider for those, including two beautiful branching
Acropora species that are on the IUCN Red List as critically endangered.
Endlessly, the pit will constantly refill with sand, which the ships' thrusters
will turn into sediment clouds, spoiling the clarity of the harbor for hours
every day. Physics ensures that this aspect will never end, irregardless of
maintenance dredging. Once done, the damage can never be reversed.
Street traffic in the harbor will become intolerable. Over night visitor
numbers will likely drop and those who come (as well as Caymanians) will
likely be repulsed from visiting the down town area. The view from town
will be dominated by the ships and murky water emanating from their
thrusters. The silt cloud will spoil the wreck of the Cali as one of our most

mailto:oosk@sbcglobal.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


accessible and fishiest snorkeling experiences. Increased polluted rain run-
off from busier streets and the new concrete surface will adversely affect
the health of whatever corals may survive the initial siltation. Constant re-
silting from ships' thrusters will gradually kill an ever widening swath of
weakened corals over time as well as stain the aesthetics of the harbor's
currently crystal clear status, curtailing many of today's glass bottom boat,
snorkeling, diving and submarine tour sites. The wide gap between intact
reef structures created by dredging will act like a fire-break to the normal
migration of reef fish between Seven Mile Beach and Jackson Point,
reducing effectiveness of the Marine Park. We object to the project as
presented.

Please, please, please, DO NOT DREDGE



From: Steve & Kelly
To: DOE; Panton, Wayne; Kirkconnell, Moses; Rosa Harris; Oneisha Richards
Subject: Your plan to destroy dive tourism in Grand Cayman
Date: Monday, June 29, 2015 6:27:06 PM

Good Day

I am a PADI Course Director and dive shop owner at Phoenix Scuba in
Phoenix Arizona. I have been bringing groups of divers to Grand Cayman
for over 15 years. Have you considered the scuba diving tourism dollars
that you are throwing away for cruise ships. Over and above that there
is the impact to the ocean environment and marine life that will be
destroyed. It seems that your plans are fueled purely by greed. Can you
not see past the $$$$$ ?? I can not tell you how disappointed I am in
your government to be so short sighted.

Have you not reviewed the impact studies? 

Please take a moment to think about future generations and what really
matters.

Kind Regards
Kelly Fischer 

-- 

Phoenix Scuba   Phone # 602-374-3206
13422 N Cave Creek Rd #1
Phoenix AZ 85022
Store Hours TUES-FRI 10a-6p

www.Live4Divin.com 

mailto:phoenixscuba@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:Wayne.Panton@gov.ky
mailto:Moses.Kirkconnell@gov.ky
mailto:rharris@caymanislands.ky
mailto:orichards@caymanislands.ky
http://www.live4divin.com/


From: Tammie Collum
To: DOE; Panton, Wayne; Kirkconnell, Moses;

"rharris@caymanislands.kyActingDirectorofTourismorichards"@caymanislands.ky
Subject: Save Cayman
Date: Monday, June 29, 2015 7:09:09 PM

Dear Sirs:
Please do not ruin the beautiful reefs you have by building another giant, polluting,
eyesore of a cruise ship facility!  A major draw to the Cayman's is its beautiful reefs
and it would be a shame to ruin them.  A major source of income for the Caymans -
scuba diving - would soon disappear if your reefs are ruined.  

Thank you for your consideration.
Tammie and Steve Collum

mailto:tammiecollum@cfu.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:Wayne.Panton@gov.ky
mailto:Moses.Kirkconnell@gov.ky
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From: James Kowal
To: DOE
Subject: please find an alternative to destroying the reef system
Date: Monday, June 29, 2015 7:44:10 PM

It is an action that actually hurts my heart. It is the first place I went diving after becoming certified.
That was over 500 dives ago, I have returned countless times. The cruise ship facility will destroy GC’s
most precious gift. Destroying the reef system doesn’t seem much different to me than ISIS destroying
treasured and irreplaceable works of art. You will lose a gift forever, and future generations will be
denied the opportunity to discover what true beauty Grand Cayman has been given to preserve.

There are other ways to achieve your goals. You have to find the innovative, groundbreaking way to
discover what that would be. THAT would create a legacy that will belong to Grand Cayman’s history.
Think forward and create - do not destroy.

Sincerely,

James Kowal

mailto:jekol2@earthlink.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Fred Catella
To: DOE; Panton, Wayne; Kirkconnell, Moses; Rosa Harris; Oneisha Richards
Cc: keith.sahm@sunsethouse.com; karin Sahm
Subject: Proposed Pier Construction
Date: Monday, June 29, 2015 8:13:21 PM

I urge you not to follow through with this.  My wife and I have been coming there for 25
years and we have spent well over $150,000 dollars there.  Multiply that by the number of
divers that visit and it will far outweigh the benefits of making it a little easier for cruisers to
come ashore.  They are there for a few hours.  We are there for weeks at a time.  Be
environmentally responsible.  Don’t do this.
 
Fred and Judy Catella
Pulaski, NY

mailto:scubafc@live.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Andrew & April Ritter           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):  BOTH

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: X 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:  Andrew:  School Teacher  April:  Legal Assistant   

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? BOTH:  Yes 

Where were you born?  BOTH:  United States       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here?  BOTH:  Since 2012 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  BOTH:  Lower Valley 

What is your interest in the Project?   

We are concerned about the negative environmental impact.  We both are scuba divers and the 

underwater world around the Cayman Islands is what brought us here on vacations from 

2005 until 2011, and what drew our interest in pursuing residing here.   
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

Although we understand the want of the Cayman Islands government and those businesses that benefit  

from cruise ship passengers to increase the income from those passengers, we think that the estimated  

benefit to the Cayman Islands’ economy is not worth the initial destruction and continued harm to the  

reef.   

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

The assessment appears to have been thoroughly done and covers well the positive and negative  

impacts of the  project.   
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

We think that it is far more likely that this project is going to cost closer to the estimated high end range  

(CI$483M) over twenty years, with the net benefits over a twenty year period probably being closer to 

the low end range (CI$245M), which definitely means that financially this project doesn’t make any 

sense.  On top of the financial concerns, we don’t think that it is prudent to pursue the facility when so  

much is to be lost in the process.  

We are also concerned with the government focusing on the cruise industry instead of focusing on the 

overnight tourists.  We think that enhancing the experience of the overnight tourists  

would be a much better way to benefit the Cayman Islands’ economy. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky






From: The Litterbox
To: DOE; Panton, Wayne; Kirkconnell, Moses; Rosa Harris; Oneisha Richards
Subject: Comments regarding proposed changes to Georgetown harbor
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 8:41:15 AM

I recently became aware of the proposal regarding changes to Georgetown harbor to
better accommodate the cruise industry.  Cruising is one of my favorite vacation
activities and I look forward to taking future cruises that include stops in Grand
Cayman.  Having said that, I truly believe that the proposed improvements are the
wrong thing to do, not only for Cayman but for all who visit and for the global
environment.

As a cruiser, I understand that the tendering system is inconvenient, but I'm not
sure that the proposed convenience of direct access to the port is worth the changes
that would be required.  One of the greatest appeals of visiting Grand Cayman (and
Georgetown) is the ability to essentially walk right from the sidewalk into the ocean
and be immediately engaged in ocean life.  With the changes, what happens to
places like Eden Rock?

I understand that the new facility would make it eaiser for ships to dock in
Georgetown and would likely increase the number of ships that can visit Grand
Cayman.  However, from the articles I've seen, the cruise industry is already
increasing its presence in Georgetown without the benefit of such a facility.  It
seems clear that travelers (and travel companies) are willing to deal with the current
situation to include Grand Cayman as a stop on their itineraries.

Additionally, this proposed change focuses on only one aspect of the travel industry
(cruisers).  What about all of the other visitors who come to scuba dive or just enjoy
the ocean views on the days when ships aren't in port?   I, myself, am not a diver,
but I do understand the appeal and importance of the ocean environment that
Cayman has to offer.  Knowing the natural problems that are already occurring in
our oceans, I would think that we would look for opportunities to hasten it's
destruction--especially those of you who live and work in countries whose economy
is so strongly tied to the condition of it's underwater landscape.

I know economics is often a (necessary) driving force behind most decisions to make
significant changes our natural landscapes.  However, I hope you will realize that, in
this situation, the economics don't make sense and that you will look for alternative
solutions to better enable your cruising partners and cruising visitors than the
proposed port facility changes.

Thank you for your consideration,
Amy Young

mailto:thelitterbox@youngideas.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:Wayne.Panton@gov.ky
mailto:Moses.Kirkconnell@gov.ky
mailto:rharris@caymanislands.ky
mailto:orichards@caymanislands.ky


From: Ben Marich
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship Dock
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 8:57:49 AM

It is with great concern that I see the potential development of cruise
ship dock on the island. The pristine beauty of Cayman can only be lost
through development of a cruise ship facility. Similar developments in
other areas have taken a dramatic toll for the worse on the destinations.
 
The tendering system that has been in place for years is not only
efficient, but safe and environmentally friendly.
 
Having lived in Cayman for over 15 years and frequently visiting, I can
only beg that you DO NOT approve the construction of a cruise ship dock
facility.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Marich
Sarasota, Florida

mailto:ben.marich@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Toby Buist           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years:  

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Accountant    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands?: Yes 

Where were you born?: United Kingdom         

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here?: 20 months 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?: Seven Mile Beach   

What is your interest in the Project? 

Being a current (not permanent) resident of the Cayman Islands, I have an interest in seeing the 
island retain it's current appeal, both for residents and also for tourists who bring economic 
value to the island.  
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I strongly disagree with the proposals for the following reasons. I am a keen diver and snorkeller, 
as are many of my colleagues and friends on the island. I regularly enjoy snorkelling and diving in 
the impacted area and I believe the negative impact of the proposals would ruin that experience 
for both myself, my colleagues and the very tourists the proposals seek to serve and attract. How 
can ruining the marine environment around the port, where so many cruise passengers (and other 
tourists) enjoy watersports serve to improve Cayman's tourism appeal? Working right on the 
waterfront for the past 20 months at Strathvale House I see every day and regularly speak with the 
cruise ship passengers in and around George Town. None have ever complained about the 
current tendering process and many have commented how much they enjoy the clarity of the 
water around George Town and the subsequent marine life that comes with it. From reading the 
proposals it seems clear that this would no longer be the case if the berthing facility were built.  

Furthermore, as noted above, myself and many of my accountant colleagues are keen users of the 
marine environment in the affected area. For many of us the decision to work here opposed to 
other offshore jurisdictions such as Bermuda was swayed by Cayman's (currently) world class 
diving, of which some of the best diving on Grand Cayman is in the affected area. I firmly believe 
that Cayman's attraction to many international workers such as accountants and lawyers would 
be diminished following the negative environmental impact of these proposals. Rightly or 
wrongly, for the medium term at least, Cayman is highly dependent on these people for its primary 
industry, the hedge funds industry. So not only would these proposals negatively impact the 
tourism industry but also potentially the financial services industry. 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I agree the assessment is sufficient to show that the environmental impact caused by dredging 
and silt will have a disastrous impact on the marine environment around the port and beyond. As 
noted in my response to point 1 I cannot see how this will not impact negatively on Cayman's 
tourism appeal (for both cruise ship passengers and stay-over tourists).  
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

I am firmly against the proposals as they stand. I would like the Cayman Islands either to retain 
the current tendering operation or to consider alternatives with a much lower (preferably zero) 
environmental impact in order to allow the development of the tourism industry without 
spoiling the very thing most tourists come to see. As it stands these proposals to me are akin 
to Paris knocking down the Eifel Tower to build a bigger car park. 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky


From: Polly A. Strovink
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Berthing Facility comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 11:34:56 AM

Dear Director,
 
It was with dismay and alarm that I read of the impact of the proposed Cruise Berthing Facility. As a
diver who has often enjoyed your beautiful reefs, I am quite concerned about the impact to the
ecosystem around the harbour.
 
My husband and I first visited Grand Cayman in 2010; we have returned twice more and are in the
process of planning our fourth trip. We’ve also been diving around the Caribbean and in Australia. The
only place we keep coming back to is Grand Cayman, for its combination of amazing diving with easy
access.
 
Whenever divers are together, someone always asks, “What’s your favorite place to dive?” We’ve told
people from around the world that the Cayman Islands win, hands down. We’ve even joked that we
should be on commission with your tourism department.
 
If the reef around the harbour is destroyed and the surrounding reefs separated from each other, the
impact on the ecosystem is likely to be enormous. I doubt that any coral relocation program will
mitigate the harm. We’ve seen damaged reefs many times. We’ve never gone back once, much less
four times.
 
While Seven Mile Beach is lovely, what makes Grand Cayman a destination of choice—for divers or for
cruise ships—is the gorgeous reef, right there at the town. Destroying it to bring in more visitors will
only destroy their desire to visit at all.
 
Sincerely,
 
Polly Strovink
5360 Coneflower Ln.
Colorado Springs, CO 80917
719-439-4892
 

mailto:polly.strovink@usa.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: James Back
To: DOE
Subject: Pier
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 12:07:45 PM

As a diver I am against the proposed destruction of the reef. As a Condo owner i am
quite worried about seven mile beach. A pier like that will FOREVER change the
sand flow on seven mile beach. Can we really risk the damage that could be done,
especially when seas come from the south. It could RUIN what has been called one
of the best beaches in the world.

NO NO NO

mailto:jamesback3733@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Jones/Shimlock
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise facility
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 12:46:04 PM

Esteemed Director,

As a diver who has had the pleasure of visiting and diving around the
Cayman Islands many, many times, I am writing to ask you to consider
very carefully the development of a cruise ship facility in George Town
harbor. What the environment loses can never be replaced.  What the few
will gain will never compensate   for this environmental disaster.  It is a
shame that greed overrides environmentally-concerned planning, which,
in the end, would produce more benefits for all.  
 

Sincerely,
Maurine Shimlock and Burt Jones

Burt Jones and Maurine Shimlock
P.O. Box 603, Carlsborg, WA 98324 USA
www.secretseavisions.com
USA phones - Burt: 512 705 1815
                        Maurine: 512 705 6818
                        fax: 815 550 2384
Indonesia phone: +62 (0) 813 3858 1976
Skype name: Maurine.Shimlock-Burt.Jones

mailto:secretseavisions@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Frans De Backer           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Head of Production and Programming    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born? Belgium         

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? More than three years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  West Bay 

What is your interest in the Project? 

My interest is to preserve the assets of The Cayman Islands and to make sure that progress 
benefits the Cayman people. 
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The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

1 - Strongly disagree!! 

There is no need for a Cruise Berthing Facility as it is planned now. The dock can only hold 4 
ships and in high season we often have 7 ships.  

It makes absolutely no sense to destroy exactly what the tourists are coming for to visit: the 
reefs and the beaches. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

4 - Agree 

 

 

 

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

xxxx  
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2. Do you have any other comments? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

Karen Perkins 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years:xxYYES 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:  Independent Director   

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?   UK      

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? Since 2007 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  South Church Street, South Sound. 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I am a scuba diver, snorkeler and lover of the pristine ocean and therefore strongly protest 
against building a cruise berthing dock that will destroy 15 acres of reef and detrimentally affect 
another 20 acres of reef.  We must not become just another cruise stop like every other 
Caribbean Island that have sold their souls to the cruise ship companies. We must market our 
island as and eco friendly, boutique destination, as the island that said no to a cruise dock but 
yes to saving its reefs for the future of the people of these islands plus future tourists who come 
here to snorkel and dive in George Town. We must not cater for the lower end class of cruise 
ship tourist who do not spend much but try and bring more stay over tourists here. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

STRONGLY DISAGREE for the reason given above. Plus if you make it easier for them to get off the 
ships then it will be just as easy for them to get back on so they will not be visiting our restaurants but 
getting back on their ships for a free lunch. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

Once the reef is gone, it is gone for ever. We must protect our pristine reefs and clear ocean for 
ourselves and our future generations but also because that is what the tourists come here for. 
They do not want just another concrete dock as they can get that anywhere.  

The money should be spent on improving their George Town experience, providing shade and 
benches and more refreshment areas, making the walkways nicer and perhaps pedestrianising it. 

The tenders could be improved so that they are more modern. We hear tourists say that they love 
the tender experience because it is different.  

Why doesn’t somebody ask the cruise ship tourists what they think? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 



From: Austin, Timothy
To: Williams, Wendy
Subject: Fw: Comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:22:56 PM

----- Original Message -----
From: David Medio [mailto:davidmedio123@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, June 22, 2015 06:04 PM
To: Austin, Timothy; Ebanks-Petrie, Gina
Cc: David Medio <davidmedio123@gmail.com>
Subject: Comments

Dear Tim (and Gina),

I have as you know read the NT Executive Summary and the Outline Business case for the proposed GC
Cruise Berthing Facility.

The following are a few comments which benefit also from my attendance at 2 Public Consultation
meetings and a number of impromptu informal meetings with yourselves. I have also spent quite some
time at the site itself looking at the overall cruise liner set up including the tendering, SCUBA and
snorkelling operations etc.

Before these comments, I would like to say that generally speaking (perhaps my conclusion) is that the
‘cost’ associated with the project (in terms of both ecological loss and financial disbursement) seems too
high to warrant this project as currently designed. It would be feasible on the other hand I think, to
test a few options that would (a) improve the rather poor conditions that welcome the cruise liner
passengers (run down jetties, shoreline, buildings etc that are more common in settings of much poorer
economies), (b) enhance the ‘ecological’ opportunities that the site offers (incredibly clear waters with
considerable marine life especially given we are inside a busy harbour), (c) test how GC really compares
with other similar realities in the region (i.e. comparing like with like (that is small island setting vs the
same rather than comparing GC with say Jamaica or a much busier scenario like Barbados) and (d) get
more accurate feedback from cruise liner tourists of why they like Cayman and what they would like
Cayman to offer that is not presently offered.

Thank you for this opportunity.
————

NT Executive Summary (page by page)

1. There does not appear to be a section on Cumulative impacts or Interactive impacts (i.e. synergistic).
There are other projects envisaged for GC and their impacts would be considered in the context of the
present proposal. In such a small place, this is mandatory otherwise the actual impact significance for
this project might be more than actually detailed in this EIA.

2. Reclaimed Land. I appreciate it is the referred term globally but we should encourage everyone one
in this business not to use it. What we are suggesting here is to ‘grab’ 7 hectares from the sea and turn
it into land. That is what reclamation is: nothing more nothing less. We do not own the sea, but we
take from it and convert it into land. It is de facto a theft.

3. Tendering is High Risk: is it? Have accidents ever happened in Grand Cayman? If so, they should be
detained. I have not seen this.

4.Page 3. EMP to cover (guide) construction of the facility. What about Operational phase of the
facility? That is even more crucial.

5. Page 5. No key in this Figure. What are the dots?

mailto:/O=CAYMAN ISLANDS GOVERNMENT/OU=MAIL-NET/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=NR/CN=TIMOTHY.AUSTIN
mailto:Wendy.Williams@gov.ky
mailto:davidmedio123@gmail.com


7. Table 5.1. Are there really so few NGO?  That is disproportionately small compared to other Groups.

8. Section 7.1. This seems to be a very major omissions in the works so far: no geo-tech or geo-
physical investigations. The proposed piling etc relies heavily on the right kind of sediment.

9. Section 8.2.. Has the Over-dredging been modelled? And what about its costs?

10. Section 9.0. The waters are clear but there is no indication on what the levels of turbidity right be
like during operation, i.e. when cruise liners would actually moor at the new berthing facility. Higher
than current turbidity would effectively rid the site of its most important asset for tourists.

11. Page 24. Are the BMPs referred to here in the pubic domain? Contractors - especially top notch ones
- will have an idea of what turbidity night be like post construction and during operational phase.

12. Section 10.1. Is there information on Ballast Waters provisions in GC?

13. Noise and Vibration. Increasingly there is concern on the potential impacts to divers (and snorkellers
although to a lesser extent) resulting from underwater noise. See Rampion EIA in the UK.  This issue
needs to be addressed as it could be a serious issue during construction.

14. Section 14 Does not include what % of the marine resources will be removed directly or indirectly.
In the presentation (second one anyway) the consultant provide us with a figure of 35-40% of total.
Not only is this considerable but, given that the site is disproportionately important at GC level, one
could argue the impact is even greater than actually reported in the EIA.

15. Section 14.3 fails to mention the accessibility of the relocated resource (reefs). The current ones are
metres away from the end users (public). No mention of where they would be relocated.

16. Section 14.3.3 does not mention Monitoring in any way.

17. Section 15.1. Is it really feasible to relocated the two wrecks without significant damage to them or
the surrounding environment?

18. Section 17. Bullet point 1: ‘at least one cruise line….’ Out of how many? Bullet point 5: has this
increase been the case in last 10 years?

19. Section 18 does not mention what is arguably to become the biggest player in the region in the
medium to long term: Cuba. I think any future plans MUST look at Cuba. In fact, I would have hoped
for a mini feasibility study on how Cuba might affect ANY cruise liner business in the islands immediately
next to it (GC and Jamaica).

Outline Business Case

1. The introduction refers to (para 4) a ‘lack of adequate alongside berthing facilities’. I think this refers
more to the overall poor quality of anything that is visible fro cruise liners and when people are ashore.
The area - by comparison to say Antibes, Santa Margherita and other Mediterranean destinations of
similar calibre - is rather shabby. More attention should be paid to this aspect and see how it scores
amongst users and how it scores compared to other Caribbean sites. This is relevant if an alternative
approach is to be looked into - see below.

2. The Option Analysis refers (page 3) to an assumed decline of plus or minus 1% with or without the
proposed facility: what is the scientific basis for this number?

3. The Introduction (page 2 para 4) refers to tendering viewed as high risk and negative passenger
experience: is there actual data to substantiate these statements?

4. Similarly on paragraph 7 ‘lack of adequate alongside berthing facility as constraining factor’ does not
seem to be backed up by data.



5. Page 8: is there a further status on the study of a separate berthing project? This might be of crucial
importance in the assessment of the one assessed by Baird.

6. Page 8: bullet point 5; I am not convinced that it is tendering delays that determine the (little) time
spent in GC by cruise passengers. Rather, I would look at it the other way:  why do they spend so ‘little’
time? Perhaps it is because what is on offer (to cruise passengers) is limited full stop. I am not
convinced - given the lack of any substantial information backing up this statement - that tendering
delays play a part in this. The passengers spend little money because it is what this type of tourist does
on an all inclusive tour: minimise extras.

7. Page 8, bullet point 6. Disembarkation is low throughout. Aside form two outliers (St Marteen and
USVI) the other islands all hover around the 37% mark. GC is no exception. I would argue crew do not
get off because they have done it so many times they can’t wait perhaps to stay onboard - in the
relative peace and quiet - for change. In any case, the data in figure 15 does not stand.

8. Page 8: the last point on drop in traffic on GC mentions geo-political issues without explaining. They
may be referring to the Mediterranean but they don’t say. Further, the medium to long term loss of
market share may in fact be due to Cuba but that is not mentioned.

9. Page 9: top para: this is the truth!!!! I am not sure the current road layout could cope with greater
traffic. I would focus on improving the overall facilities at GC port and harbour including traffic and test
this new layout for a couple of years.

10. Is the CBA mentioned n page 9 being undertaken? Is there a timeline for this?

11. Section 3.5: I would challenge that Coral/Marine is a category 4 but should be a category 5.

12. Page 22, para 1. The point made about time lost to repairs needed to berthing after storm damage
is a real issue. And one that does really exist with the status quo. This should be investigated further in
terms of risk assessment, storm occurrence (and extent of damage to berthing infrastructure elsewhere
in the Caribbean).

13. Page 25. The analysis of Net Impact of cruise berthing facility only (Figure 6) does not take into
consideration: Loss of jobs associated with water sports (through degradation of the site by construction
(removal of reef) and operation (higher turbidity); loss of visitors as  result of the latter; loss of
resource and its value (reefs: $/square metre). The latter also has repercussions on reefs elsewhere in
Cayan as no data is apparently available on patterns and rates of coral recruitment. In other words,
reefs (and all associated components, e.g. reef fish) in the site in question may determine the existence
of reefs elsewhere on the islands. This should be quantified if not qualitatively.

14. The statement (above figure 16) that GC offers similar amenities to crew that St Marteen and USVI
do is flawed.

15. Figure 17. The correlation is poor and on significant (R2 = 0.27) and once you remove the outlier
((top right hand corner) it is even weaker. Hours ashore can only really be increased (significantly) if
more and very attractive amenities are provided. Berthing alone is not going to change this.

———

With the information I have seen and the concerns voiced at the meetings, I really struggle to find a
justification for the project. I would strongly suggest a more thorough business case study is
undertaken, a value is placed on reefs lost (per square metre), a value is placed on the loss of water
clarity and consequent loss of people getting in the water (provided we know how many these are and
what % of the cruise ship population they represent, and a real robust indication of how operations
would lower the quality of the only current real attraction afforded to cruise passengers (crystal clear
waters next to large cruise liners).

Frankly, the data seems to show that little money is spent by the average visitor and a good % of this
is spent on water clarity (snorkelling etc). Perhaps it would be worth considering promoting this unique



feature (it is unique) in other words how to get a higher % of cruise passengers to get in the water
rathe than buying cheap watches!

I would be happy to have a conf call with you both if you wish to further discuss these initial thoughts. I
am available till Tim leaves for his holidays or after we are both back from hols.

Take care and thanks again for the opportunity.

David



From: artificialreef@gmail.com on behalf of Todd Barber
To: DOE; Austin, Timothy
Cc: Kathy Kirbo; Larry Beggs
Subject: Reef Ball Foundation Opinion on Cruise Ship Dock in Cayman Islands-Against
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:24:11 PM

As a member of DEMA and request from Sylvia A. Earle, the Reef Ball Foundation (and my personal
option as Chairman) is hereby entered into the public record....

It is the Reef Ball Foundation's opinion  that the construction and operation of this facility is a very big
issue, global in scope....the economics go something like this......a cruise ship company will offer a
local government say $18/head to allow people on the island. Government officials think...."free
revenue without raising taxes......wow hoo!"....but here is the reality.....Cruise ship people don't spend
much money on Islands.....they are already feed and boozed by the ship....if they rent snorkeling or
diving trips for the most part the cruise line negotiates really low margin deals to local shops using the
leverage of a lot of people so the scuba and dive shops work harder to make less money. Hotels loose
out too obviously not selling rooms.....the island gets too crowded....potential land based tourists go to
more quiet islands.....environment gets wrecked as we all pretty much know why......too much pressure
and floating cities just add more pressure...the overall island economy shrinks....the only thing that
happens is a few government offices basically steal money, short term , from their own tax base and in
the long run they loose too as the cruise lines will keep cutting their government payments over time
as they gain footholds. This is ESPECIALLY true in pristine environments like the Caymans'...''why
spend good money to go to Caymans when you can just cruise for free?" Last time I was
there...snorkeling on the Reef Balls off the Marriott Beach on 7 mile beach, over a half mile from the
cruise ships the entire reef was smothered in dusty, murky water because one of the Cruise ships had
to make a last minute maneuver to avoid a collision and the prop wash put up silt for miles! The
Cayman Islands were always pristine when I was a kid...those coral are not used to silt!

Therefore, it will be devastating to the natural coral reefs.  Damage will occur due to direct dredging
action, turbidity and siltation on the living reefs near Georgetown during construction and additional
damage will likely be caused by the on-going dredging required to maintain the berthing facility, as
outlined in the June 2, 2015 Environmental Statement.  In addition, in studying the data presented in
the draft Environmental Statement, the actual economic benefit to the Cayman Islands appears to be
questionable, involving millions of dollars to re-locate a shipwreck (the Balboa) and portions of the
living reef with a result that there would still be a net loss of living coral. 
 
Given that tourists arriving by air to the Cayman Islands (rather than cruise ship) account for 77% of
the tourist revenue generated there, it appears to make little economic sense to destroy the very fabric
of Grand Cayman's attraction to tourists, to accommodate a greater number of cruise ships ferrying
tourists who, according the Environmental Statement, spend an average of less than $CI 100 per
person on island.

Thanks,

Todd R Barber
Chairman, Reef Ball Foundation
613 Portia Street North, Nokomis, FL 34275
941-720-7549 (Cell & Google Voice)
941 484 7482 (Home & Office)
toddbarber Skype

www.reefball.org (Reef Ball Foundation)
www.artificialreefs.org (Designed Artificial Reefs)
www.reefbeach.com (Reefs for Beach Erosion)
www.eternalreefs.com (Memorial Reefs)

mailto:artificialreef@gmail.com
mailto:reefball@reefball.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:Timothy.Austin@gov.ky
mailto:kathy@reefball.com
mailto:larry@reefinnovations.com
http://www.reefball.org/
http://reefball.org/
http://www.artificialreefs.org/
http://www.reefbeach.com/
http://www.eternalreefs.com/


www.reefball.com (Reef Ball Foundation)

http://www.reefball.com/


From: Fran G
To: DOE
Subject: Opposition to Cruise Ship Berthing
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:33:43 PM

 I cruise to Grand Cayman several times a year.  We are scuba divers and take "ALL" our dive
equipment with us and we do NOT mind the tenders.  
 
It is a very safe way to travel.  It is a short ride to the ships, there is no reason at all for the
ships to dock.
 
Please consider not doing this, leave the shoreline the way it is.  Do not disrupt the
underwater world of Grand Cayman.  The island has been advocates of it's reef system for a
very long time, do not damage it now.
 
I have even travelled there with my 86 year old mother, and she was very comfortable
getting in to and out of the tenders.
 
Thank You
 
Fran Grenda
PADI Divemaster
Many, Many, times Carnival Cruise line Cruiser.

mailto:frandivemaster@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Mike Elliott
To: DOE
Subject: Stop the Cruise Ship Berthing Facility Project
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:35:22 PM
Attachments: Screen Shot 2014-05-16 at 8.00.57 AM.png

I strongly oppose the construction of a berthing facility for receiving cruise ships.

The effect of such a project is dramatic on the environment. Corals are at a huge 
disadvantage, their very survival depends on healthy ,clean seas. A construction 
project such as this will obviously create an silt and sedimentation. Dredging will 
only create a less than ideal environment for corals let alone to thrive in.

I have visited many places over the world and seen the effects of projects such as 
this. The results are always the same - loss of corals means loss of fish life means 
you end up with places visitors do not want to see.

You will be replacing one type of visitor for another. I do not know the financial 
impact of this change but clearly your economy will shift.

Regardless of the financial incentives, someone always makes out, it will be your 
coral reefs and seas that will suffer.

If you at all like to look out at clean sea full of life then stop this project, if you don’t 
really care about the environment and let this project proceed, then your island will 
be removed from my list of places to go diving.

Sincerely,
Mike

mailto:mike@salayabeachhouses.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky



From: Renee Duncan
To: DOE
Cc: kcw13@aol.com
Subject: Regarding construction and operation of a proposed Grand Cayman Cruise Berthing Facility .  .  .  PLEASE DON’T 

DO IT.
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:35:53 PM

Regarding construction and operation of a proposed Grand Cayman 
Cruise Berthing Facility . . . PLEASE DON’T DO IT.

This facility will be devastating to the natural coral reefs. Damage will occur 
as a direct result of dredging, turbidity and siltation on the living reefs near 
Georgetown during construction. Additional damage will likely be caused 
by the ongoing dredging required to maintain the berthing facility, as 
outlined in the June 2, 2015 Environmental Statement.  

In addition, in studying the data presented in the draft Environmental 
Statement, the actual economic benefit to the Cayman Islands appears to 
be questionable, involving millions of dollars to relocate a shipwreck (the 
Balboa) and portions of the living reef with a result that there would still be 
a net loss of living coral. 
 
Given that tourists arriving by air to the Cayman Islands (rather than cruise 
ship) account for 77% of the tourist revenue generated there, it appears to 
make little economic sense to destroy the very fabric of Grand Cayman's 
attraction to tourists, to accommodate a greater number of cruise ships 
ferrying tourists who, according the Environmental Statement, spend an 
average of less than $CI 100 per person on island.

Please reconsider this.
Respectfully,

L. Renée Duncan
121 Adobe Casa Court
Tavernier, FL 33070-3001
renee.duncan224@gmail.com

mailto:renee.duncan224@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:kcw13@aol.com
mailto:renee.duncan224@gmail.com


From: Tom Leaird
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship berthing
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:47:07 PM

Greetings,
As a dive instructor that has brought groups starting in 1972, I have seen many changes in the reefs
over the years.  Installing the sanitary sewer was a tremendous help.  However, the reefs are still
stressed due to the number of divers and all other natural and man-made effects.  Dredging to place
a place for cruise ships to dock can be disaterous.  Please reconsider.  The normal current flow
would bring any debris along the near reefs.
I understand the need to bring the ships into Georgtown rather than ferrying passengers in. 
However, will the cost be to great on the reefs?
I appreciate your consideration,
Tom Leaird,
               Owner Leaird's Underwater Service
               DEMA Board of Directors
               RSTC Board of Directors
               CEO of Scuba Educators International and PDIC International
               Author of 15 texts on teaching scuba
 
 

mailto:tom.leaird@seidiving.org
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: McGowan, Julie J
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:48:50 PM

To the Department of the Environment:
 
It was with a great deal of concern that I learned of the proposed facility that will increase the
number of cruise ships on the island while at the same time destroying some of the natural
resources that have made Grand Cayman such a magnet for ocean lovers, whether they are scuba
divers or snorkelers.
 
While arguably Cozumel had a better reef system twenty years ago, my husband and I stopped
going specifically because of the number of cruise ships that now visit the island.  We have
transferred our love of the undersea realm to the Cayman islands specifically because of the
diversity of the waters around the Island and the dearth of cruise ships that disrupt many of the
activities enjoyed by sea lovers.
 
Your proposal will not only disrupt diving and snorkeling by decreasing visibility, but it will cause
untoward harm to living coral which is vital to the Caymans’ ecosystem.  It will take years to have it
return and the disruption to the fisheries will be substantial.  And why?  To increase boat people
who spend little contributing to the economy while at the same time reducing the number of
visitors who come to vacation on the Caymans for exactly what this project promises to destroy.  I
honestly do not think that the economic analysis will show a return on investment.
 
Please reconsider this action before it cannot be undone.  Thank you for your attention to this plea.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie J McGowan, Ph.D.

mailto:jjmcgowa@iupui.edu
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: scdivers@tciway.tc
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ships
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:51:16 PM

This email is to let you know that we are opposed to the development of a cruise ship
berthing facility. I  own a dive shop in the Turks and caicos islands and saw the devistation
done to the reefs in Grand Turk. Please do not make the same mistake our Government did
in allowing the facility to be developed.
This is the same Government who is going to allow a dolphin aquarium. Talk about behind
the ties. So backwards is the development of a cruise terminal. You have huge amounts of
tourists flying in daily. Like may of my divers have told me, they will not come to Grand Turk
any more if they built a cruise ship. They kept their word and did not come back. Think
before you act.
Best regards and please do not allow the berthing facility. Debbie Been

mailto:scdivers@tciway.tc
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Randy Wright
To: DOE
Subject: Regarding the Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:55:44 PM

Dear Sirs;
As an ocean conservator, and long term diver, dive operator and traveler to the Cayman Islands, I
am writing to oppose the destruction of the reef in and around Georgetown in order to construct a
new Cruise Ship Berthing Facility.
 
I represent a business that was founded in 1961 and now has four stores in vibrant markets in the
southeast US. We do on average 280 room nights per year in the Caymans with our groups and
another 150-200 in private travel.
 
 
The Cayman Islands are a true treasure and Grand Cayman is a jewel amongst the world’s diving
destinations. It would be a shame to destroy the reef in order to attract more cruise ship tourist
who will not contribute substantially to Grand Cayman’s economy or at all to the economies of the
Sister Islands.
 
Randy Wright
The Dive Shop, Inc.
Memphis, Little Rock, Marietta, Joplin
999 South Yates Road
Memphis, TN 38119
901-763-3483
901-763-2483 FAX
www.diveshop1.com
 

mailto:rwright@diveshop1.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Blue Water Divers, Grand Turk, TCI
To: DOE
Subject: Opposition to the Cayman Islands Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:02:45 PM

Hello,

We would like to inform you that we share the Turks and Caicos Islands Department of Environmental
and Maritime Affairs' opinion that the construction and operation of the Cayman Islands Cruise Ship
Berthing Facility will be devastating to the natural coral reefs.  Damage will occur due to direct dredging
action, turbidity and siltation on the living reefs near Georgetown during construction and additional
damage will likely be caused by the on-going dredging required to maintain the berthing facility, as
outlined in the June 2, 2015 Environmental Statement.  In addition, in studying the data presented in
the draft Environmental Statement, the actual economic benefit to the Cayman Islands appears to be
questionable, involving millions of dollars to re-locate a shipwreck (the Balboa) and portions of the
living reef with a result that there would still be a net loss of living coral. 
 
Given that tourists arriving by air to the Cayman Islands (rather than cruise ship) account for 77% of
the tourist revenue generated there, it appears to make little economic sense to destroy the very fabric
of Grand Cayman's attraction to tourists, to accommodate a greater number of cruise ships ferrying
tourists who, according the Environmental Statement, spend an average of less than $CI 100 per
person on island.

Kind regards,

Chris Young
PADI MSTD # 273735

-- 

Blue Water Divers
Grand Turk
Turks & Caicos Islands
+1-649-946-2432 (phone & fax)
email: info@grandturkscuba.com
 
Facebook business page: http://www.facebook.com/bluewaterdiversgrandturk
Blue Water Divers website: http://www.grandturkscuba.com
 
Have Fun Do Good

mailto:info@grandturkscuba.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:info@grandturkscuba.com
http://www.facebook.com/bluewaterdiversgrandturk
http://www.grandturkscuba.com/
http://www.grandturkscuba.com/sustainable-tourism/have-fun-do-good/


From: myron@elmerswatersports.com
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship docks
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:05:38 PM
Attachments: sigimg0

 I an avid Scuba diver and have visited the Cayman's often. I have been to Grand
Cayman only twice and prefer Little Cayman and The Brac because the main island is too
crowded.I think the environmental impact of building these reefs does not offset the
economic impact. Look at Islands like Cozumel which have created atrocities on their reefs
and congestion on their island. Traffic is so bad on Wednesdays and Thursdays when they
have up to 7 cruise ships in that you wouldn't want to go into town. You already have
bad traffic flow that will get much worse as more fat American pile on.
Cruise ships create a false economy which can end with another hurricane.
 
Please don't think in short terms when the reef in Cayman is what put it on the map. The
more sites you destroy the less reason I have to consider brining groups to your Islands.
 
respectfully,
 
Myron Siciak

Elmer's Watersports, Inc.
847-475-7946
Off on Mondays

mailto:myron@elmerswatersports.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky



From: Ken Dunker
To: DOE
Subject: Grand Cayman Berthing Facility
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:24:01 PM

Please register my opposition to the proposed berthing facility.
I won a dive store in the United States and regularly bring and send divers to your island.  They go
because of the diving and the atmosphere of the island.
Allowing the construction of this facility will:

Destroy the reefs.
Increase congestion downtown
Impede traffic
Remove all incentive for our divers to go downtown

It seems from the economic data available that Grand Cayman is considering an action that will
eventually result in a decrease in tourist dollars as diver opt for less crowded islands with fewer cruise
ships. 
 
Though I do not cruise I have friends that do.  ALL of them say they avoid spending more than a few
dollars on the islands as all their needs are met on ship.  They only shop for a few souvenirs and T-
shirts.
 
A cruise ship is in port for hours.  A diver is there for a minimum of a week.  We eat at restaurants,
shop grocery stores, visit Rum Point, enjoy the Botanical Gardens, rent cars, stay n condos, etc. 
 
By all means, if selling a few extra T-shirts and Turtle statues  is more valuable than the divers that
come for a vacation then build the facility.  And expect to see the decline in overall tourism as the
majority of your visitors leave on the evening tide.
 
Ken Dunker
Diving Enterprises, Ltd
937 Apperson Dr.
Salem, Va. 24153

mailto:kend788411@aol.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: alpinescuba@gmail.com on behalf of Doug at Alpine Scuba
To: DOE
Subject: Opposed to Grand Cayman Cruise Berthing Facility
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:06:30 PM

Please do not proceed as it will certainly have a detrimental impact on divine and
the whole Cayman Island experience.  We send many divers to Grand Cayman for
the quality of the experience but will have to send them elsewhere if this project
goes through.  You just can not maintain the quality of the dive environment with a
project of this magnitude.
Thank you for your consideration.

Doug Donaldson
-- 
ALPINE SCUBA
Douglas R. Donaldson
1110 West Prospect Road
Fort Collins, CO 80526
970-484-7049
Please join our email list for specials and event information at:
http://www.alpinescuba.net/subscribe

mailto:alpinescuba@gmail.com
mailto:dive@alpinescuba.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://www.alpinescuba.net/subscribe


From: Julianne Ziefle
To: DOE
Subject: Cayman pier
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 8:14:38 PM

I've been coming to GCM 3 or 4 times a year and over that time I've seen some destruction of coral
reef and now there's going to be more people and coral demolitions.  May we find another destination
that cares about its coral reefs

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:ziefle@me.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Kim Habermehl
To: DOE
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 8:15:24 PM

Kimberly M. Habermehl
8787 Southside Blvd.  6105
Jacksonville, Florida  32256  USA
kimhabs08@gmail.com  (859)618-3478

Department of Environment
P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002

Dear Ma'am/Sir,

Given that tourists arriving by air to the Cayman Islands (rather than cruise ship) account for 77% of the
tourist revenue generated there, it appears to make little economic sense to destroy the very fabric of
Grand Cayman’s attraction to tourists, to accommodate a greater number of cruise ships ferrying tourists
who, according the Environmental Statement, spend an average of less than $CI 100 per person on the
island.  My son and his fiance just spent 10 days on the island to dive your reefs, and spent
approximately $5,000 during their stay.

Please reconsider your current plans for the construction and operation of this facility will be
devastating to the natural coral reefs.  Damage will occur due to direct dredging action, turbidity and
situation on the living reefs near Georgetown during construction and additional damage will likely be
caused by the on-going dredging required to maintain the berthing facility, as outlined in the June 2,
2015 Environmental Statement.  In addition, in studying the data presented in the draft Environmental
Statement, the actual economic benefit to the Cayman Islands appears to be questionable, involving
millions of dollars to re-locate a shipwreck (the Balboa) and portions of the living reef with a result that
there would still be a net loss of living coral.  You are noted for the most beautiful reefs in the world.

Sincerely,
Kimberly M. Habermehl
OWD
______________________________________________________________
This communication contains privileged and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above. If you are not
the intended recipient of the employee or agent responsible for delivering to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or
copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please immediately notify us by telephone.

mailto:kimhabs08@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:kimhabs08@gmail.com


From: Jane Call
To: DOE
Subject: Cayman Islands
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 10:52:29 PM

Hello,

I am a diver who flies  to the Cayman Islands to dive on many occasions-I come alone, I come for dive
seminars, and with dive clubs
I spend money on food, lodging, dive operations and I think it is a lovely place

Cayman islands have always had pristine reefs and reef life to see and photograph-I thought the gov't
was proud of that

Placing a port for cruise ships will destroy dive sites and live healthy reef-why would you want to
destroy the ocean when we are all trying to preserve the oceans?!

Please do not permit the Caymans to have this disruption and reef obliteration

Sincerely,
Jane Call
4449 Anderson Ave
Oakland, Ca 94619

Sent from my iPad

mailto:callmejane@sbcglobal.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Claude Jewell
To: DOE
Subject: Stop the construction and KEEP the living coral and beauty of Cayman.
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:39:11 AM

Stop the construction and KEEP the living coral and beauty of Cayman. 

Cayman is unique as a DIVERS ISLAND because of its treatment and priority to
divers and its natural wonders. 
DON'T distort what you have. 

Claude Jewell
Diveheart.org
Claude Jewell Scuba
630-842-1111 cell/text
ClaudeScuba@aol.com

mailto:ClaudeScuba@aol.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://diveheart.org/
mailto:ClaudeScuba@aol.com


From: amigosdivecenter@gmail.com on behalf of Wayne Kinard
To: DOE
Subject: Save the Reef
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:36:47 AM

Please don't build a docking facility.  Save the reef and in turn save the tourism
economy of your beautiful island.

Your Amigo,
Wayne
386-497-3876 (shop)
www.AmigosDiveCenter.com

mailto:amigosdivecenter@gmail.com
mailto:Wayne@AmigosDiveCenter.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://www.amigosdivecenter.com/


From: Sherry Gresham
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:16:29 AM

Dear DOE,
 
I am writing this email to you to urge you to consider the consequences of installing a cruise ship
berth on any of your islands.  The Cayman Islands are home to some of the best diving in the
Caribbean.  The care you have heretofore taken with your reefs and diving activities indicates you
have strong connections with the oceans and their inhabitants.  While cruise ship income does offer
a boost to the economy, the long term degradation of the reefs will be an incalculable loss that you
can never recoup.
 
I have dived all around the Caribbean and in fact the world.  I have been to a multitude of places
where cruise ships stop.  I am not a big fan of this practice because it doesn’t take long for an island
to lose its charm and identity, and become just another same-shops stop on the cruise itinerary. 
The stores become the same, the cruise ships advocate only shopping at their preferred stores and
use security and honesty as their reasons for cautioning their patrons while shopping in town. I was
down at Sunset House last May and we went to town and I could not help but notice that the town
had taken on the same characteristics and I recognized so many of the “cruise ship” stores in town. 
The flavor was dramatically different from the time I was there 3 years previously. 
 
If cruise ships are going to be allowed to take away the wonderful identity of the Cayman Islands for
the sake of economy, please do not allow them to destroy your wonderful reefs in the process. 
Currently they ferry the passengers to the island.  Let them continue to do so.  I for one prefer not to
frequent most places where cruise ships create a huge influx of non-resident people.  But I come to
Caymans for the beautiful reefs and abundance of sea life. 
 
Please do your utmost to preserve the special gift of the islands that God has given you.  Your future
as a premier scuba destination depends upon it. 
 
My very best regards,
Sherry Gresham
Professional Scuba Inspectors, Inc.
Professional Cylinder Inspectors, Inc.

mailto:sherryg@psicylinders.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: James F. Smith
To: DOE
Subject: Opposition to proposed cruise-ship berthing project
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:23:11 AM
Importance: High

I am the owner of a scuba-diving center in Ventura Ca USA and my facility sponsors 
trips every year to Grand Cayman and Little Cayman.  I would like to go on record 
as opposing the proposed cruise-ship berthing project that you are considering 
approving and building at Georgetown as I feel the economic gains will be minuscule 
when compared to the environmental devastation that will be necessary to create 
the infrastructure for the cruise-ships.  Destroying your living coral reefs during the 
initial construction, combined with the continual dredging required to keep the 
terminal operational, is a very poor, short-sighted idea and should be abandoned 
immediately.

Do the right thing and stop this project before the damage is done to your island’s 
treasures, damage that can never be repaired.

Sincerely,

James F. Smith
                -owner-

    Ventura Dive & Sport
    Raptor Dive Charters

mailto:Jim@VenturaDive.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Janice Berner
To: DOE
Subject: Government Proposed Cruise Facility at Grand Cayman - NO!
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:32:54 AM

Dear Sir/Madam;

The Environmental Impact Assessment performed for this project indicates that 
dredging and it's plume will destroy much of the thousands of years-old reefs for 
miles both north and south of this location. I understand the cruise ships bring much 
revenue to the Cayman Islands, but if proposed dredging for a larger cruise ship 
facility destroys these world famous reefs along that side of the Island, you will have 
defeated your purpose.  By ruining the precious reef system that makes Grand 
Cayman so special, divers will no longer come to this Island.  Unless you are a diver, 
you do not understand how unique to the Island these reefs are. Soto's Central and 
North reefs are a magical underwater puzzle of swiss cheese swim throughs with 
hidden tarpon, silversides and many other species hiding around each corner. It is a 
delight of a dive.  Eden Rock and Devil's Grotto are wonderful shallow dives that  
get beginner divers hooked on diving and they eagerly plan their next trip back to 
Grand Cayman as soon as they get out of the water. Another unique feature to 
Grand Cayman are the high-quality house reefs that you can dive 24/7 right in front 
of your hotel room. The dive resorts that have house reefs are so cherished by 
divers around the world, that if this dredging and its plume affects their reefs, divers 
will no longer come to these resorts and you will essentially put long-term local 
resorts out of business.  

Please seriously consider be a strong voice at stopping the damage.  Gods gifts such 
as these can never be restored once gone.

Respectfully Yours;
Janice Smith

Janice M. Smith; MAI
Smith Commercial Valuations
Certified General Appraiser RZ-2498
401 1st Avenue South
Tierra Verde, FL 33715
Mobile: 727-244-5316 (best # to use)
Office/FAX: 727-865-1825
Janiceberner@aol.com

Cruise Facility   

mailto:janiceberner@aol.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:Janiceberner@aol.com


From: Blu Rivard
To: DOE
Subject: Cayman Island proposal cruise ship berthing facility!
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:47:58 AM

I am opposed to the construction of the proposed cruise ship berthing facility. In
1989, I visited your beautiful Grand Cayman Island. I am a scuba diver, but not just
for recreational diving. You see, I'm among many who advocate preserving the
underwater world. The Cayman Islands are amongst the most beautiful marine
sanctuaries anywhere...teaming with  sea life. This is one of the Cayman Islands'
most cherished economic and natural resources. Please do not damage it with these
deep-pocket ventures that harm the very environment that attracts visitors from
around the world. 

Submersibly yours  ™
Blu Rivard

Honorary board of Governors PADI 
Project Aware/ Ocean Artist Society

-- 
Blu Rivard/ Rivard Fine Art
46-E Peninsula Center #.374
Rolling Hills Estates, CA 90274
www.RivardFineArt.com
blu_r4u@yahoo.com
Facebook.com/blu.rivard

mailto:rivard.blu1@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://www.rivardfineart.com/
mailto:rivard.blu1@gmail.com
mailto:lu_r4u@yahoo.com








From: Paul Naish
To: DOE
Subject: RE: Proposed Cruise Berthing Dock at George Town
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:22:44 AM

My wife and I have been to Sunset House many times and are planning to go there next year.
While the focus of the proposed Cruise Dock is on the environmental impact in George Town,
when I look at some of the sediment projections, the beautiful reef off Sunset House may be
killed. I put the attached together to put more of a face on the potential destruction. I haven't
even though of the impact on other dive operations in George Town and along the coast.

I recognize the economic benefits of the cruise ships but have not seen any significant benefits
that would be realized at the cost to the environment. Yes, the cruise companies are getting into
larger ships which makes tendering more complex and time consuming but I have to ask if
George Town has the capacity to absorb more tourists from cruise ships than it does today. 

While the floating dock idea was discounted due to unproven technologies and risks, I have not
heard what would happen if the construction or operational plans for environment impacts are
wrong and the mitigation protocols are ineffective. I was reading about the coral damage to
Miami and have heard of other piers that caused more damage than anticipated with no
repercussions. Shouldn't alternatives be given more of a chance.

My fear is destroying that which attracts people like my wife and I to your beautiful island time
and time again. As I understand, people like me contribute more to the economy that a tourist on
a cruise ship since we spend more time and money on the island. 

I hope to hear that the propose permanent pier is not approved.

Thank you

Paul Naish,
50 Eastwood Cres,
Markham, Ontario,
CANADA, L3P 5Z7

_______________________________
Paul Naish
@mobile - Web Browser (new)

mailto:paul@naishfamily.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky




From: Linda
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Port
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:30:10 AM

Dear Cayman,
Please do not allow the dredgging of Hog Sty Bay.  This will create an environmental disaster
of enormous calamity.  
Having worked for over 35 years for Cayman Airways, Cayman DOT and Skin Diver Magazine
to promote the Cayman Islands as one of the world's greatest dive and beach destinations, I
can't imagine what this would do to the stayover vacationer.  Reefs will be damaged beyond
repair and not regenerated in any of our lifetimes.
The cruise passenger I know is important to Cayman but they do not generate the dollars
that the stayover visitor does.  In fact they don't contribute to the hotels and restaurants at
all.  Nor do they contribute to the airlines.  
Stay unique and make that a selling point to the cruise ship passengers that you tender into
port to save the environment.  Make it a selling point not a negative.  Use your imagination.
Please keep Cayman special.
Thank you,
Linda Taylor Landua 

mailto:llandua@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: JEFF SIMPSON
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Dock
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:37:32 AM

As a dive professional for almost 30 years I have had the opportunity to visit Grand Cayman
many times. My first visit was when I was in the US Navy and there was only one hotel in
Georgetown. My first ocean dive was from one of Bob Soto's boats at Big Tunnel. So I have a
history with your island.
 
I was proud of GC for taking the position of limiting the number of cruise ships that could
come to GC on any given day. It was the right thing to do. However the impact of that on
other areas in the Caribbean was both unexpected and saddening, Those ships began to
more or less force themselves into locations that were, and still are, inappropriate for cruise
ships (Belize and Roatan for example).
 
In as much as the Cayman Islands have, over the years, positioned themselves as leaders of
environmental and economic interests in tourism I encourage you to take the lead in dealing
with the beast that is the cruise ship industry. I encourage you to make it as easy as possible
for them to come to your islands. I encourage you to build as many docks as possible in the
hope that the ships will return to Grand Cayman and stay away from areas that do not have
as much coral to begin with and therefore have more to lose than the Caymans. For if you
build it surely they will come.
 
Jeff Simpson
PADI Course Director 25287

 

mailto:jeffscuba@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: James TerHark
To: DOE
Subject: re Cruise Ship Project
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:46:30 AM

As a scuba diver and protector of the oceans I am contacting you today to voice my
protest against the destruction of the island and surrounding reefs that you are
proposing to do all in the name of money.  This project has little economic benefit yet
the natural surroundings of the Cayman Island will suffer greatly.  There are so few
pristine reefs left in the world.  For your plan to deliberately destroy them just so that
you can suck some money from the pockets of cruise tourists is a crime.   

All you are going to do is turn Cayman into a tourist dump like Cozumel.

I urge you to drop this project immediately. 

mailto:jterhark@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: azdacuda@netzero.net
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:46:49 AM

Dear Cayman Officials,
I am writing this to oppose the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility, in Grand Cayman,
I'm a Scuba Instructor and Group Travel Tour leader and have been bringing in
tourists and divers to the Caymans for over 25 years, I have seen the affects that
growth and industry has had on the quality of the diving for a long period of time,
by building the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility further damaging the environment,
if allowed I will stop bringing my guests to the Island, I ask PLEASE DO NOT ALLOW
the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility.
Thank you
Michael Strong
PADI Master Instructor

____________________________________________________________
No Branches = Great Rates
High Yield CDs & Savings Accounts. 24/7 helpful customer service.
allybank.com

mailto:azdacuda@netzero.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://thirdpartyoffers.netzero.net/TGL3242/55940b4db8589b4d07aast03duc
http://thirdpartyoffers.netzero.net/TGL3242/55940b4db8589b4d07aast03duc
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From: Susan Miller
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ships
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:10:19 AM

Dear Sirs,
As a certified diver for over 25 years, I have traveled to Grand Cayman and Little Cayman over fifteen
times. The beauty of the wall and health of the marine system brings me back again and again. I urge
you not to allow cruise ships into your pristine water. The pollution, waste, noise, and sheer volume of
people will destroy what you have. These massive boats will come in for a few years and do massive
destruction then move on in search of untouched marine beauty. They will leave and your beautiful
resource will be destroyed for decades. Please do not support massive destruction for short time gain.
Sincerely,
Susan Hall

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:socal4neb@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Jim Aden
To: DOE
Subject: dredging operation
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:19:27 AM

 Greetings

As a friend of Cayman since my first trip there in 1962 then years later producing and
shooting over 12 Scuba World Television Series episodes, many promos for resorts
and the island, commercials for in flight advertising on Cayman Airways, many things
pro bono, I would like to add my voice to the legion in opposition to the proposed
dredging plan. I don't think I need to list the reasons you are aware of them all.

Sincerely your friend
Jim Aden

 
 
Jim Aden Productions Inc. http://jimaden.tripod.com/
7500 Jade Cir.
Fort Worth, Texas 76180
Cell 817.996.0240
 
FREELANCE PRODUCER
http://studios121.com
  
 
UNDERWATER VIDEOGRAPHER
www.epicsportschannel.com
http://aquatvn.com/ 
 
FAN VISION - NASCAR EVENT ADVERTISING
http://fanvisionnetwork.com 
http://FanVisionMedia.com  
 
DALLAS/FORT WORTH   TEXAS AREA TEAM MANAGER 
CineMarine Aquatics
"Safety & Professionalism in Nautical Filming"
Los Angeles - New York - Orlando & D/FW  Texas
http://cinemarineteam.com

Confidentiality Notice: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may
contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the
intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all  copies of the original message.
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From: LeRoy Wickham
To: DOE
Subject: Cayman Islands Cruise Ship Berthing Project
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:09:06 PM

I am writing to express my concerns with the intent of the DOE to allow the disruption and destruction
of the local reef systems to provide for a new cruise ship berthing area. Although I am not a Cayman
resident, I am a longtime dive industry professional who is employed by PADI, the world's largest diver
training organization. I recently spent a week diving in Grand Cayman along with several other divers. I
truly enjoyed the experience and planned to spend several additional dive vacations in the Cayman
Islands in the future. If you allow this destruction to occur, I can assure you that me, my friends and a
multitude of other divers that I influence will no longer visit your beautiful islands in the future.

Yours in diving,

LeRoy Wickham
Regional Manager
PADI South Central USA

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient
(or have received this e-mail in error) please notify the sender immediately and destroy this email. Any
unauthorized copying, disclosure or distribution of the material in this email is strictly forbidden.

mailto:leroy.wickham@padi.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Patrick Newman
To: DOE
Subject: I OPPOSE the construction of a cruise ship berthing facility
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:48:43 PM

Good afternoon from SE Texas,

For the record, I oppose the construction of a cruise ship berthing facility in Grand
Cayman. I would also like to note, for the record, that I am NOT a resident of the
Cayman Islands. I am, however, both an avid scuba diver and an avid cruiser.

I count Grand Cayman as one of my favorite dive destinations, and am horrified at
the thought of the adverse impact building a cruise ship terminal near such a
beautiful reef would have. Even though I have visited Grand Cayman only by cruise
ship, I have never minded using the tenders, and gladly accept the risk of a
cancelled port call due to sea state or high winds.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Best regards,

Patrick Newman
League City, TX
USA

mailto:pnewmantx@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Janet Czapski
To: DOE
Subject: RE: Strong OPPOSITION to Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:51:48 PM

To whom it may concern,
As a long-time dive travel wholesaler and frontline retail
travel agent, I have to advise you that I personally &
professionally strongly object to the proposed cruise ship
berthing facility.  As a former 10-year timeshare owner at
Plantation Village and someone who learned to dive through
Quabo Dives with Arthle Evans, I will be devastated to see
the havoc that will be wrecked upon the West/South Side
dive sites.  I’m also a Cayman Islands Specialist and feel my
ability to promote diving to both my diving and prospective
diving clients will be strongly, negatively impacted if such a
facility is approved.  I saw, firsthand, the devastation that
occurred years ago when Cheeseburger Reef was impacted
with the cruise ship incident and know that another incident
occurred again recently.  We also saw the impact of storms
that totally negates the beach area between Plantation
Village and the Marriott property on a regular basis so I
know firsthand what will happen with the flow of the ocean
along the west side of the island and, consequently, to the
reefs offshore.  PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE make a
responsible decision for your beautiful island instead of a
poor, fiscally irresponsible decision.   As we learned years ago
as timeshare owners, so little revenue to the island
residents/merchants is derived from cruise ship visitors but
rather from overnight guests on the island.  The numbers
around 2000 were less than $25/day/cruise ship passenger
versus $100/day/overnight visitor still remains in my mind.
Remember also that your history as a tortoise refuge is an
important historical component as well.
 
Sincerely,

mailto:janet@divetravelservices.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


 
Janet Czapski
Dive Travel Services
29480 W.10 Mile Road
Farmington Hills, MI 48336
 
(248) 442-2772
(248) 478-6431  FAX
 
www.divetravelservices.com
"Enjoy the little things in life for one day you'll look back and realize they were the BIG
things."  Robert Brault
PLEASE BE ADVISED TO CHECK WITH YOUR DOMESTIC AIR CARRIER REGARDING
RECENT CHANGES TO BAGGAGE ALLOWANCES & FEES, TICKETING FEES & MEALS FOR
SALE.

http://www.divetravelservices.com/


From: Sea Elements
To: DOE; Panton, Wayne; moses.kirkonnell@gov.ky; Rosa Harris
Subject: Cruise berthing facility
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 1:06:23 PM
Attachments: PastedGraphic-6.tiff

PastedGraphic-7.tiff

I have been in Cayman since 1991 and have been involved in the dive and tourism 
industry for all of my time on all three islands.
I remember the first day I arrived. The smell as they opened the door to the plane, 
the rush of warm sweet tropical air that rushed as they did so. I still anticipate it 
every time I get back home from a trip!
I will never forget the first dive I did off the Lobster Pot. I was working of Bob Sotos 
at the time. Crystal clear water , a vibrant reef and the fish life.. just amazing!
Since then I have worked on Cayman Brac at Divi Tiara and on Little Cayman for the 
Southern Cross Club. In Grand Cayman I worked for Don Fosters Dive for many 
years before getting  the opportunity to own my own tour business. Sea Elements. 
We offer eco tours to on island as well as cruise guests.
I have been watching the process of getting a cruise pier with obvious interest. After 
all I have a vested interest in the tourism product in Cayman. 
I can understand the the feeling that we need the piers in order to stay competitive 
with the industry. I do not share that feeling.
I also feel that the cost to the environment is going to be way higher than any 
benefit that well see from having these piers.
We have a small island with limited activities on the island for our guests to enjoy 
while they are here. Stingray City, our flagship, is overcrowded on busy ship days 
and a far  cry from the idyllic place that it was 10-15 years ago. Would we be foolish 
to stress this resource any more than we have? I believe so!
We have a road system that is completely inadequate on the busy days that we do 
have now. How would we cope with traffic if we were to bring more passengers and 
more traffic to the island.
We have a good number of tourists arriving by ship that take snorkelling tours in 
George Town. A lot of these passengers do not require road transportation. If we 
were to remove the only few pieces of reef in George Town where would these 
people go to snorkel or dive? There are no other reefs in the vicinity that could be 
used. Adding more stress to the roads and other reefs that are available to 
snorkelers.
The notion that we can move an entire reef might seem like a solution to those who 
do not want to see the truth. As for the experts, I believe that they would all tell you 
this is an entirely impractical solution even if were possible. I don’t believe it is even 
possible to move an entire reef.
The historical wreck sites that will be destroyed are another factor? While the 
tourists might not see the historical value in these sites the experience of diving or 
snorkelling on a proper wreck site is an experience to remember. I believe the 
islands have a right to have these sites preserved. It is part of Cayman heritage that 
should not be allowed to be destroyed.
I also wonder how the passengers would get from the ship to the port? Looking at 
the length of the proposed piers it looks like quite a walk? I often get passengers 
telling me it is kind of fun to get the tender boats into town. Especially in the rain!
We have a special island. with some unique attractions. I believe we should be 
looking at ways to make us more unique and not the run of the mill locations that I 
believe this facility would bring to the island. I do not believe that we stand to lose 
much by not having theses piers in fact I believe it will make us stand out asa more 

mailto:caymansea@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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mailto:rharris@caymanislands.ky




unique destination. 
We have managed to build our cruise industry without the piers and the 
environmental and aesthetic damage that will be done to GeorgeTown is not worth 
any gains that might come about if we have them.
I say NO to the Cruise facility!

Regards,
Mike Nelson

Cayman Sea Elements
caymansea@gmail.com
1(345) 936 8687
www.caymanseaelements.com

Director of Environment

doe@gov.ky

Minister of Environment 

wayne.panton@gov.ky 

Minister of Tourism

Moses.Kirkconnell@gov.ky

Director of Tourism

rharris@caymanislands.ky

mailto:caymansea@gmail.com
http://www.caymanseaelements.com/
http://www.facebook.com/caymanseaelements
http://www.tripadvisor.com/Attraction_Review-g147366-d2044518-Reviews-Sea_Elements-George_Town_Grand_Cayman_Cayman_Islands.html
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From: WATTSM36@aol.com
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 1:38:15 PM
Attachments: Untitled01

As a many time visitor to the Caymans to dive, it is my opinion is that the
construction and operation of the proposed cruise ship berthing facility will be
devastating to the natural coral reefs.  Damage will occur due to direct
dredging action, turbidity and siltation on the living reefs near Georgetown
during construction and additional damage will likely be caused by the on-going
dredging required to maintain the berthing facility, as outlined in the June 2,
2015 Environmental Statement.  In addition, in studying the data presented in
the draft Environmental Statement, the actual economic benefit to the Cayman
Islands appears to be questionable, involving millions of dollars to re-locate a
shipwreck (the Balboa) and portions of the living reef with a result that there
would still be a net loss of living coral.

I urge you not to construct this project.

Michael Watts

PADI Divemaster 95912

 

Michael Watts

Michael Watts, MAI, SRA
Real Estate Appraiser and Consultant
Eminent Domain/Litigation Support
Post Office Box 38967
Greensboro, NC 27438
336 282-6112
336 286-8227 facsimile

Certified virus free by McAfee Virus Scan prior to sending.

Confidentiality Statement

This electronic message transmission together with any attachments thereto contains information which
may be confidential and/or privileged against disclosure. It is intended solely for the use of the person[s]
to whom it is addressed. Disclosure, copying, distribution or other use of this email or any attachment is
prohibited. If you have received this email erroneously, please advise me immediately by return email
and delete the email and any attachments from your system.

LIFE IS NOT MEASURED BY THE BREATHS YOU TAKE BUT RATHER BY THE MOMENTS THAT
TAKE YOUR BREATH AWAY.
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From: Davidson, Seth
To: DOE
Subject: Message in opposition to Cruise Ship facility
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 2:28:11 PM

To the DOE:
 
I write to express my strong opposition to the proposed cruise ship berthing facility.  My wife and I have
been visiting Grand Cayman for more than 30 years and have been annual (if not more frequent)
visitors for over a decade.  Our support for Grand Cayman was reflected in our efforts to be among the
earliest visitors to return to the island after Hurricane Ivan and, more recently, by our investment in
property on the island.  As we have for several years, we are planning to spend between 2 and 4
weeks on the island this year. 
 
I am very troubled by the shortsightedness of the proposed cruise ship facility and the lack of
sensitivity shown to those whose livelihood depends on keeping the island’s reefs as healthy as
possible and to those who support the island by making it their home away from home.
 
Seth Davidson
 
Seth Davidson | Member
Mintz, Levin, Cohn, Ferris, Glovsky and Popeo, P.C.
701 Pennsylvania Ave., NW, Suite 900 | Washington, DC 20004
Direct: +1.202.434.7447 | Fax: +1.202.434.7400
E-mail: SADavidson@mintz.com
Web: www.mintz.com

 

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY:
The information contained in this electronic message and any attachments
to this message are intended for the exclusive use of the addressee(s)
and may contain confidential or privileged information. If you are not
the intended recipient, or the person responsible for delivering the
e-mail to the intended recipient, be advised you have received this
message in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing,
or copying is strictly prohibited. Please notify Mintz, Levin, Cohn,
Ferris, Glovsky and Popeo immediately at either (617) 542-6000 or at
DirectorofIT@Mintz.com, and destroy all  copies of this message and any
attachments. You will be reimbursed for reasonable costs incurred in
notifying us.

mailto:SADavidson@mintz.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
tel:+1.202.434.7447
tel:+1.202.434.7400
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From: Jermaine Sharpe
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Dock Proposal
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 2:33:38 PM

Please use this email as my opposition to the proposed cruise facilities being constructed in George
Town, Grand Cayman. It's my opinion that construction of this facility will cause irrevocable damage to
our Eco system and over all country.

Such a facility if constructed should be done in an area where the by products from the dredging will
not cause irreversible harm or require "relocation" of hundreds of acres of living coral reefs. Building the
facility in another area i.e. Spotts or North West Point would result in Cayman being able to
accommodate these Genesis class ships and also the smaller ships in GT. it would also spread out the
tourists around the island instead of congestion in downtown.

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:jermaine.o.sharpe@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Dennis Grundman
To: DOE
Subject: Save your environments....
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 2:35:35 PM

Your native environment is more important than another dock for tour boats.
Please keep your priorities....and that is the pristine water and corals.

Dennis

Frequent visitor to the Cayman Island.....
-- 
Dennis Grundman
PO Box 161018
Big Sky, MT 59716
406-995-3201
dennisgru2@gmail.com

mailto:dennisgru2@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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From: Darrell  Dougherty
To: DOE
Subject: Please protect your National Treasure!
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 2:37:35 PM

Please do not allow destruction of what makes Cayman an amazing
vacation destination.  The reef is a National Treasure and should be
protected at all costs.

mailto:scubadarrell@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: artrageousone
To: DOE
Subject: Reef preservation
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:04:43 PM

As a diver in the Cayman area I can't believe you are considering damaging any
single part of our beloved ocean. I wouldn't dream of touching and ruining a single
part of the ocean. I spend  money each trip I make...that should count for
something. 

Sincerely concerned 

Ruth Hummel 

mailto:artrageousone@comcast.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: sieg@seadogdivers.com
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Pier Proposal
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:36:13 PM
Importance: High

To whom it may concern,
 
I own & operate a Dive Travel business and have just returned last Saturday from
bringing a group of 15 guests to Grand Cayman. I specifically booked a resort on the
west side (Sunset House) so that my guests had direct access to wonderful dive
sites like Devils Grotto & Eden Rock. I am both saddened and dismayed at the
proposal to destroy that part of the island with a mega cruise ship dock.

I implore you to uphold and protect your precious national treasures just off
shore....the reef cannot be replaced!  Please do not allow Grand Cayman's marine
environment to be destroyed by allowing the cruise ship dock to be built!
 
Best regards,
Sieg Stahl
Sea Dog Divers

mailto:sieg@seadogdivers.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Amanda Perry
To: DOE
Subject: Please do not destroy George Town Harbour for the sake of a Cruise Ship Berth
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:51:13 PM
Attachments: PastedGraphic-2.pdf

Please do not destroy George Town Harbour for the sake of a Cruise Ship Berth -
what is in place right now works just fine.  The long term impact on this decision will
ruin the so much of what Cayman is proud of.]

The Environmental Impact Assessment for the proposed cruise ship berth in George
Town harbor as presented to public on June 9th has clearly revealed that the
dredging operation would directly remove 15 acres of coral reefs, but even more
worrisome it would kill or damage approximately 20 additional acres of coral reefs
beyond the dredge site. This means that most of the harbor would be permanently
damaged. Water clarity in the harbour would never be the same. Up to $20 M per
year income currently derived from those reefs will be lost. Is this the best way to
keep the cruise passengers coming? See us on-line at SaveCayman.org for better
solutions. Email objections to doe@gov.ky by the July 3rd deadline. Special thanks
to Sunset House, Grand Cayman's Hotel For Divers, by Divers , Frans de Backer and
the Bimini Bay Coalition

Amanda K. Perry Dip (ITM); TEP
Director
Vital Corporate Solutions FZ LLC
PO Box 936117
Office 1401, 14th Floor
Jumeirah Bay X2 Tower
Cluster X
Jumeirah Lakes Towers
Dubai, United Arab Emirates 

Tel  +971 04 432 3539   
Mob  +971 50 396 9712  
E:    amanda.perry@vitaluae.com
Web:  www.vitaluae.com
 

A personal solution is a Vital part of our service.

Disclaimer:
The information transmitted is intended only for the person or  entity  to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material.  Any review,
retransmission, dissemination or  other use of, or  taking of any action in  reliance  upon,  this information by persons or  entities other than the intended recipient is
prohibited.  If you received this in error,  please contact the sender and delete the material from any computer.  Vital does not  accept responsibility for the accuracy  or
completeness of this message as it has been transmitted over a public network.  If you suspect that the message may have been intercepted or  altered in any way,
please contact the sender.
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From: Bill Northrup
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ships
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 4:08:40 PM

Hello,

Please consider no on allowing cruise ships. They destroy reefs and sea life as well
as dumping raw sewage into the waters. Please do not destroy the very thing people
come there for!

Thank-you

Bill

mailto:billnorthrup1971@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: jim cooper
To: DOE
Subject: cruise ship dock
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 4:18:50 PM

I am 71 years old ad have been diving for 31   years and 24 years diving in the Cayman’s. 
Please don not kill the coral, save it for all of the divers that would travel to  your  lovely
island .

mailto:dive@triad.rr.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Scott Shelley
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Terminal
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:02:12 PM

Dear Honorable Members the Cayman Islands DOE,

     I am a former resident of Grand Cayman, and manager of Bob Soto's Diving
Limited (under Ron Kipp) and continued in that capacity with Reef Divers as it was
renamed in 2001.  In that position I headed the Training Department, where we
certified 100s of divers per month in the area between the Lobster Pot Restaurant
and the former Sea View Resort. This region of Cayman's west side his home to a
treasure trove of marine life well within the safe reach of tourist divers and
snorkelers.  For many of our tourists this is their first look into what 70% of planet
earth is made up of.  This area is also the most stressed from pollution, over use,
anchor drops (by cruise ships), and the occasional collision by a cruise ship.

     I have also worked for Holland America.  I have seen first hand how the cruise
lines operate when it comes to the environment.  Over my time there, I have seen
solid waste materials dumped directly into the water at Marigot Harbor St, Martin.  I
have seen substances discharged into the sea that would make most shudder at its
toxicity.  Despite this the cruise companies will insist they are clean and green, and
on paper they are, just not in practice.

     Islam has Mecca, Christians and Jews have Jerusalem, divers have Cayman.  We
have been your loyal devotees since the 1950s, spending our money, creating jobs,
and protecting the reefs of Cayman.  The cruise ship industry will use Cayman, they
will destroy it,and they will drop it from the route the minute the luster of Caymans
water turns turbid from silt, and sand, before you know it you'll be a turn around port
like St. Thomas, or Honolulu, the place they (tourists) have to go to to get somewhere
better.

     Consider the people of Cayman, and the millions of divers from around the world
that have supported a thriving industry for so many years.  Some of my happiest
memories are of Grand Cayman and my life there.  I met my wife there, and know
that we have kids, I hope for their first dive to be the safe shallow reefs just outside
Georgetown.  Please don't take that away.

Respectfully Yours,

     Scott  

Scott Shelley
Course Director 154837
Professional Association of Diving Instructors
Ventura Dive & Sport
www.venturadive.com
805-650-6500

mailto:Scott@venturadive.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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From: Steve Weaver
To: DOE
Subject: Stop the cruise ship berthing facility
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:39:54 PM
Attachments: 0DEB2012-9C5B-4125-BCF3-91F9455492F8[1].png

To Whom it May Concern,

I would like to express my opposition to the building of a cruise ship berthing facility in Grand Cayman.  I 
own a dive store and a wholesale dive travel company in Boulder Colorado.  We have been running group 
trips and booking individuals to the Cayman Islands for over 32 years.  In 2013 my company sent more 
divers to the Cayman Islands that any other dive store. The primary reason we travel to the Cayman Islands 
is to scuba dive on some of the healthiest reefs in the caribbean.  The Cayman Islands have long been 
known for their environmental efforts to protect the reefs.  The permanent mooring system has been a 
model for the rest of the world.  The cruise ship pier is in direct contradiction to these efforts and has the 
potential to damage the reputation of a nation long known for it’s environmental awareness.

Not only will the proposed pier destroy living reef it will detour divers from visiting the island.  The fact 
that the Cayman government would willingly allow such a travesty will leave a bad taste in the mouths of 
divers that currently believe the Cayman government to be leaders in reef preservation efforts.  I urge you 
to abandon this idea and once again show the world that the Cayman Islands is serious about protecting 
the precious underwater environment.

Sincerely,

Steve Weaver – President/CEO
Dream Weaver Travel
637-V South Broadway
Boulder, CO 80305
303-499-0942
800-767-DIVE
303-499-8614-fax
www.dreamweavertravel.com

mailto:steve@diveDWT.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky



From: Richard Damian
To: DOE
Subject: Grand Cayman Cruise Ship Berthing Project
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:50:03 PM

Dear Sirs:

I have reviewed the EIS summaries for the proposed cruise ship berthing facility
project for Grand Cayman.  As a recreational diver whose primary place to dive is
Grand Cayman, I see this project as extremely detrimental to both the environment
as well as the island water sports industry on Grand Cayman.   

Both destruction of the reef for construction of the berthing facility and likely
continued increased silt in the water will have an extensive negative impact on the
reef along the south western part of the island.   As a result it is likely to destroy
many enjoyable dive sites in that region.  This will likely lead to the demise of
several dive operations along that stretch of the island.  

Although there may be a temporary increase in jobs during the construction phase, I
predict in the long run there will be a loss to the economy because of the impact of
the reefs.  Indeed there are other areas of the island that will not be effected but it
is a sizable enough area to impact the local diving economy.  

Present tendering may be seen by the cruise ship industry as negative, but it will
impact negatively on other parts of tourism on the island - diving.

I hope that this project does not come to fruition.  As a diver, tourist, and locum
physician practicing on Grand Cayman, I see very little good coming of it.

Respectfully submitted

Richard A Damian, MD

mailto:rdamian1963@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: scott kaufman
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Berth
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:22:16 PM

I am writing in protest to the proposed Cruise Ship Berth currently being planned at Grand Cayman. I
have been visiting the Caymans for the past 30 years either solo or leading groups of divers. There is
nothing to be gained by the proposed new berth and much to lose in the way of valuable reefs which
lead to a lose in diving. I'll be glad to start looking else wheres in the caribbean if this proposal goes
through. I'm in support of all the dive shops here in Southern California that protest this new proposed
construction.

Regards,

Scott Kaufman

mailto:scottk3577@sbcglobal.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: William Schmidt
To: DOE; Bill Schmidt
Subject: OPPOSING the construction of a proposed cruise ship berthing facility
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:24:36 PM

Dear Cayman DOE,

I are extremely concerned with the thought of a new Cruse Ship Pier in George
Town.
Our "Business is our Passion" and we have brought hundreds of High
School Students to Grand Cayman over the past 27 years to enjoy and
experience some of the BEST SCUBA diving in the WORLD! 
We return to Grand Cayman because of the fantastic partnerships we have with the
local dive shops and dive operators.
We pride ourselves with our continued support to the Cayman economy. This
includes many businesses: groceries stores, re-fueling stations, car rentals, souvenir
and gift shops, airlines and most of all, local Cayman Dive Shops.
 Protecting your reefs, other natural resources and the Cayman economy should be
a high priority for you.
The shear number of visitors that fly into Cayman each day for vacations (including
SCUBA divers) should be a key factor in your economy.
These are people that "Keep coming back" to Grand Cayman and not just 
a bunch of tourists that stop by once in their life for a few hours of
excitement!

I fear a new pier is constructed in Georgetown will drastically
impact both the reefs and your economy. Reefs will be destroyed,
Ocean life will certainly be compromised and you will see a huge
reduction in fly-in tourism, especially from SCUBA divers and
vacationers.

Please reconsider and DO NOT follow through with any plans to
add piers or support additional cruse ships.

Thank You
 Bill Schmidt - President
-- 
DiveOne MN
email: diveonemn@gmail.com
Address:
103 17th Ave. No
So. St. Paul, MN. 55075
Bill Schmidt: 612-807-8685
Rick Nelson: 763-753-0087

mailto:diveonemn@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:wb0lzr@gmail.com
mailto:diveonemn@gmail.com
tel:612-807-8685
tel:763-753-0087


From: lashay ellis
To: DOE
Subject: new cruise ship pier
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:32:15 PM

Dear Minister of Tourism:
Thank you for taking time to hear my plea. I began going to Grand Cayman five
years ago because my son was a dive instructor there. I have never visited your
beautiful island on a cruise stopover. When I go, I go because of the friendly people
and the diving. You have the most beautiful place on Earth! Please, please, please
don't choose money over what God has blessed you with! Since I have been going
there, I have convinced many of my friends to vacation there - not just stopping
over because that's where the ship stopped. It is very obvious this ploy by the cruise
ship industry hurt Jamaica more than it helped. Don't fall for this ploy. The cruise
ship industry is only in this for their own benefit, or else they wouldn't even suggest
it to you.
Thank you again for your time. You will be rewarded if you make the right choice!
LaShay Ellis

mailto:lewildcat24@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Michelle Baxter
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Project
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:44:23 PM

To Whom it May Concern:
 
For what it is worth, please put us down as opposed to the new cruise
ship berthing proposal.
 
Although we do not live “on island,” we do own property on Seven Mile
Beach and visit at least twice a year. We love Grand Cayman and
would very much hate to see the proposed cruise ship project go
through. We spend time on the entire island from West Bay to East End
to Rum Point and everything in between. Each area has a special place
in our hearts, but we do check the port schedules and avoid
Georgetown completely when more than one cruise ship is there. It is
just too crowded, and the traffic is horrible. I can only imagine the
insanity if even more, and larger, cruise ships were to stop there.
Our main reason we go into town at all is to dive one of our very favorite
places- Eden Rock and Devil’s Grotto. It is an easy, inexpensive shore
dive for families with children and our go-to spot to enjoy downtown.  It
is probably the most accessible dive spot for local and tourists alike-
especially those coming off the cruise ships because they often do not
have time to contract a boat dive. Invariably, we dive, then eat while
we’re there and shop some before heading back to the condo. It sounds
like this new project would ruin much of Georgetown Harbor’s draw-
especially the easy introduction to snorkeling and diving at Eden Rock
for many tourists who might come back later for a longer stay.
 
Thanks for your consideration on this matter. Please say NO to the
cruise ship project.
 
Kirk and Michelle Baxter
Alice, Texas USA
 
 
 

mailto:michelle.baxter@firebird-int.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): 

JULENE BANKS              

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Attorney-at-Law    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  Grand Cayman       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here?   

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  West Bay, Grand Cayman 

What is your interest in the Project? 

As a “native Caymanian” with voting rights, I would like my voice to be heard and valued in the 
making of this very important and far-reaching decision.  I believe in sustainable development 
which seeks to balance the needs of the people and the protection of the natural environment.  We 
have a duty to practice good stewardship of the unique features of our Islands for the benefit of 
future generations.  Cruise ships can come and go, but the destroyed coral may never be restored 
and the clarity of our waters may be lost.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

X
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The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

Strongly disagree 

 

    

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

1 – Strongly disagree. 

I believe that it is important to ensure that we are not “killing the golden goose” for just one egg.     
What will it profit us if we destroy our reefs and our crystal clear waters and the cruise ships as 
well as stay over visitors stop coming?  Why should we continue to “pave paradise and put up 
parking lots” when we are a tiny islands that are too rapidly losing our identity?  If we are already 
in the top 5 Caribbean cruise destinations, why is it necessary to have the berthing facilities?  
Riding on the cruise tenders is part of the excitement.  I have had persons tell me that they were 
coming ashore just for the shopping, but after seeing the crystal clear water which was so very 
different from anything that they had seen before, they changed their plans and went to the beach 
instead.  And then came back for stay-over vacations on a regular basis.  Perhaps the store 
owners would prefer “rolloff/roll on” passengers, but It is especially significant to note that the 
rate of time that it takes passengers disembark the cruise ships would not be greatly improved by 
this very expensive project. So what is the purpose???  Short term gain often results in long term 
pain. 

I don’t believe that cruise ship passenger dollars really makes that much difference to the store 
owners. Definitely wouldn’t compensate the people of the Cayman Islands for loss of living coral 
reefs or our crystal clear water.  I believe that the overall effects from the loss of coral will be far 
more damaging than predicted. 

 

1. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

    SStrongl aggeree 
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Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

5 Strongly Agree -   

The money spent on the Environmental Impact Assessment was well spent.  It was a very 
thorough and objective report and the public presentation made was very informative.  One 
particular issue that could have been better researched is the effect of turbidity/sedimentation on 
the seven mile beach.  It is my own personal recollection that when the “tourist docks” were being 
built that a “strip of siltation” was suspended for a period of time in the water stretching all the 
way up to Governor’s Beach until it settled or drifted elsewhere.  This was very evident from an 
aerial view.  I believe that the constant turbidity from the cruise ship engines will eventually 
destroy the seven mile beach as well as the area surrounding the dock. 

2. Do you have any other comments? 

I believe in making distinctions between what is essential and what is a luxury.  I believe that an 
extension to the cargo facility is more essential than a cruise ship berthing which I consider an 
unnecessary luxury.  Hopefully enhancements could be done to the cargo dock and the cruise 
tendering facility with less adverse effects on the marine environment.  Don’t let the cruise ship 
companies bully the Cayman Islands into building something that will more than likely be 
detrimental to our long term survival.  Be bold and take another stand against Goliath. 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



From: Melissa Lanham
To: DOE
Subject: Ruining the reefs
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:34:22 PM

As a regular visitor to Grand Cayman for diving, I am extremely disturbed by the
plans to build a pier for the cruise ships. According to the link below, this will
damage a large amount of the coral reefs which is bad for the environment & the
dive businesses. Please do not allow this pier to be built.

http://www.divenewswire.com/dema-alert-dive-industry-urged-to-act-now-on-
cayman-islands-cruise-ship-project/

Thank you for your consideration,

Melissa Lanham 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

mailto:mlissa00@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android




















































































From: Gretchen Peters
To: DOE
Subject: Oppose the proposed deep water cruise ship channel
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 12:17:20 AM

Department of Environment, 
P.O. Box 10202, 
Grand Cayman KY1-1002

1 July 2015

Please do not proceed with the destruction of precious underwater habitat for the GC
Cruise Berthing Facility. Nature blessed your islands with rich natural resources and I
would hate to see this level of destruction for such little potential return.

In reading the impact report the decision to abandon this project would be most
prudent. Is it not better to preserve what you already have than to destroy it in
hopes of gain?
=====from the impact assessment============
The development of the proposed project will have significant negative impacts on
the marine ecology within George Town Harbour, in particular the coral reefs and
associated habitat surrounding the project site.  In general, these impacts are
directly related to the areal extent of the project and the volume of dredging, and
the operation of large cruise ships in the nearshore area.    Key ecological impacts
would include coral destruction, habitat fragmentation and reduced biodiversity.  The
anticipated impacts of project construction and operations on marine ecology are
summarized in Sections 14.1 and 14.2 respectively, and in Figure 14.1.  In addition,
the Baird & Associates Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility, Grand Cayman Page 32
Environmental Statement – Non-Technical Summary – Draft 12214.101 development
of the proposed project would result in socio-economic impacts associated with the
loss of marine ecosystem goods and services============

I will be so relieved when I learn that this project has been scrapped in favor of
preserving natural habitat over pursuit of profits. I implore you to conserve and
preserve what rich natural bounty you already have.

May wisdom prevail.

Sincerely,

Gretchen E Peters, PMP, CSM
Padi certified Scuba diver
7 mile beach visitor
347-813-0823 cell/text
gretchen.peters@gmail.com
https://www.linkedin.com/pub/gretchen-e-peters-pmp-csm/1/656/40
LA Project Masters Toastmasters Group: https://www.linkedin.com/grp/home?gid=4011226

mailto:gretchen.peters@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
tel:347-813-0823
mailto:gretchen.peters@gmail.com
https://www.linkedin.com/pub/gretchen-e-peters-pmp-csm/1/656/40
https://www.linkedin.com/pub/gretchen-e-peters-pmp-csm/1/656/40
https://www.linkedin.com/grp/home?gid=4011226
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility 

 
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues. 

 
This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

 
We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper. 

 
PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 

 
 

Respondent Information 
 

Name (Optional):                                Anonymous 
 
 
 

Age (tick as appropriate): 
 

0-14 years: 
 

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 
 
55-64 years: 

65 years+: 

 
Profession/Occupation: 

 
Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? 

Where were you born? 

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside? South sound  

What is your interest in the Project? 
 
 
  No interest other than the preservation of our island   
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1.  The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility. 
 

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)? 
 

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

X     
Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 
 
The fact that we have never had one and the ships still come in. 
 
The fact that do to the weather Nor’Westers this dock would not be used  
 
 
With this dock the whole island will suffer from the long term effects from the impact  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2.  The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts) 

 
Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)? 

 
1 – Strongly 

disagree 
2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 

disagree 
4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

  X   
Please provide additional comments/explanation: 
 

I believe if the store owners and the Cayman’s port / Caymans Future truly believe in the port project then  

They should put up the money to finance at least a 1/3 of the cost up front. 

As this project is more the building of the gallows to hang our country.. Or better yet the children’s future  
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3.  Do you have any other comments? 

 
 
As a person who owns and operates a watersports company over the years the cruise lines have  
 
 
Approached me to sign a contract for their passengers. However it is always if you can do a better price  
 
That is why so many local watersports companies either do not last or have way to many boats as they   
 
Need more people to make any money. 
 
 
Over the years ships have pulled out of various ports including Cayman for numerous reasons but mainly   
 
For financial reasons.  
 
More than anything they are looking to cut down overhead to make more profit where this will at some point  
 
 
More likely sooner than later effect Cayman with a dock, what will we do with a huge dock if the ships do   
 
Not come in? Because at some point they will put to government that the departure tax on the passenger  
 
 
Needs to be cut down and once they get that they will go back at it again and again as they have done to  
 
 
Water sports operators over the years. Until they are paying pennies. Then who will be making up the lost 
revenue. 
 
I believe if the store owners and the Cayman’s port / Caymans Future truly believe in the port project then  
 
They should put up the money to finance at least a 1/3 of the cost up front.  
 
 
 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 
 
 
 

The  EIA  documentation is available online at www.doe.ky,  or  hard copies  can be  reviewed at  the 

following locations: 
 

1.   Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2.   Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted: 

 

1) in writing at the meeting, 
 

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky, 
 

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or 
 

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman. 

 

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Kevin Solomon           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:     

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? YES 

Where were you born?   Not Relevant      

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? All my life (41+ Years) 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Lower Valley 

What is your interest in the Project? Love for my country 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

X 
    

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

There is little point in changing the Cayman Landscape and environment to cater to the masses who will 
find our already high prices shocking. Our focus should be on the more exclusive luxury liners which are 
much smaller ships. Has any effort gone into determining what would be necessary to extend the Spotts 
dock to cater to these class of ships.   
 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

   

X 
 

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Do you have any other comments? 
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Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Nadine S. Holness    Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Client Accountant    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born? GT, Grand Cayman        

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here?  

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  West Bay Rd 

What is your interest in the Project? 

 

 

 

 

 

 



I am a young Caymanian wanting only the best for my country. This project, although necessary in my 
opinion, isn’t necessarily best for the proposed GT location. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and  

3. Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

I started reading through the EIA earlier this week so I'm not sure if aspects such as infrastructure capacity (i.e. the 
downtown GT area), increased congestion, increased garbage and noise pollution, increased frustrations from cruise 
passengers as well as residents are addressed in it but these are my biggest concerns, aside from environmental 
impacts. 

I strongly believe this project will present a far greater strain on an already over-utilized asset (the downtown GT 
area) during those days where 3 or 4 mega ships are docked. Cruise ships typically don't stay over therefore they are 
docked only during business hours during the daytime, and downtown GT is the main business hub of the country. 
So why insist on mixing that with an increasing cruise tourism product? 

Aren't there other locations for such a project that could be deemed far more beneficial, sensible, less strenuous on 
the surrounding infrastructure? And what of the costs for such a major development? Can we actually afford the 
debt or to be enslaved by some foreign investor for 100 years after the development? I think my unborn children 
would dislike this very much ;-) !!! 

In any event, please don't get me wrong, I do see the need for berthing facilities and a better cruise disembarking 
experience, but this need doesn't mean that we drop these facilities in a location such our strained harbour! 





I only ticked the 3rd option because I haven’t completed the entire EIA, but what I have read so far has given me 
some comfort in knowing environmental concerns were at least addressed. My previous comment about 
infrastructure capacity strain and increased congestion is what I’m looking for to be addressed next. Also, it would 
be an even greater plus to see an economic impact assessment done for this proposed project.  

I believe we need to dig deeper into the true feelings of our own residents (in the form of a short-term study of some 
sort – possibly surveys published at various times of the year to assess attitudes towards cruise tourism growth in 
the Cayman Islands), as a means of adding to that socio-economic impact assessment. For example, what will 
happen to the employees of the tendering businesses? We need to know how these projects will directly affect our 
residents because it is not only about the visitors. But from my point of view, this project is not great idea for the 
current GT harbour location. 

Thank You! 
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4. Do you have any other comments? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

Many thanks for allowing me this opportunity to share my opinions about the proposed cruise berthing facilities. 

I've personally been out there on cruise days, questioning both residents and cruise passengers, even stay-over 
passengers regarding the idea of berthing facilities here in the Cayman Islands, and the reviews are mixed. One one 
hand, we have cruise passengers strongly advocating for the development as this would make their disembarking 
experience faster and more positive. On this same hand we also have some residents that agree with these 
sentiments. But on the other hand, we have a greater number of residents that are in firm opposition to it for a 
number of reasons; a major factor being environmental and economic. 

A fear among residents is that despite the promises of job-creation for Caymanians, most understand this isn't 
always the case. Although there are a number of Caymanians being employed by tourism businesses presently, this 
number compared to that of other industries here is a rather insignificant in my opinion. We really need to have a 
wholistic approach to this proposal, which will include in-depth analysis of all aspects, i.e. affordability of this 
project (fiscal impacts), reliable investors assessment, traffic/congestion impacts, economic impacts, socio-
economic impacts, environmental impacts, and any other possible category of studies where there may arise some 
form of impact. 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky


From: Shane Willis
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed cruise ship wharfs
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 1:29:51 AM

To who it concerns:
I lived on Grand Cayman for 8 months in 2011 and are a diver currently back living
in New Zealand. 

I have traveled a bit and your island will stay with me as being one of the most
beautiful places  I have visited.

I cannot conceive of any reason to build access for the cruise ships that visit apart
from having easier access for the visitors.
Currently they moor offshore and transport to the island.  Why does this have to
change and affect the entire island?
The current situation works fine.  Why change it?

Easier access will lead to unwanted problems & issues to numerous to describe here
that GC will need to address.

Please reconsider and leave this special place as untouched as it can be.

Regards
Shane Willis
Rotorua
New Zealand

mailto:sancwillis2@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Nancy Taylor
To: DOE
Subject: Cayman Cruise Ship Project
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 8:14:31 AM

Dear Sirs,
My family and I have been traveling to Grand Cayman for over 10 years, at least once per year and
sometimes twice. We travel to see your beautiful island and the friendly people of Grand Cayman, but
most of all we travel for the pristine underwater world of SCUBA. The clear waters of your island
provide an incredible diversity of sea life. Providing more access by the cruise ship industry will create
irreversible change to the underwater world, in addition to the negative changes brought on the surface.
These "improvements" to the island will be irreversible. Fouling the clear, fertile waters and harming all
the various forms of sea life will bring about a huge reduction in the number of recreational SCUBA
divers traveling to your island. My family comes to stay 10 days each year, as we own a time share on
the beach. We rent a car, locally. We shop for groceries, locally. We visit restaurants only once or twice,
because we prefer to meet the local people and support the local people not so much as a "tourist" but
as an islander. To use the SCUBA mantra "take only memories and leave only bubbles" is how we treat
the beautiful island you have. We enjoy this vacation and support the Caymanians in their way of life.
Turning the island into a huge cruise ship port will not be appealing to families such as mine. We will
not longer desire to travel to such a highly developed, commercial cruise ship port of call. The flavor of
Grand Cayman
will be lost.. Much development has come in the last few years and these changes show the lack of
concern for the health of the island and it's waters. More of these changes will cause Grand Cayman to
look like every other Caribbean island that has succumbed to the pressure of the cruise line companies:
not a place I wish to travel!
Please reconsider these developmental changes being considered. It is tragic.
Sincerely,
Nancy Forbes Taylor
21453 Cheri Lane
Bristol, Indiana 46507
USA
Sent from my iPad

mailto:hwee@mac.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Julie Soar
To: DOE
Subject: Cayman Cruise Ship Project
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 8:51:50 AM

I'd like to express my concern regarding this project.   The coral reefs and wrecks of Grand
Cayman are why many individuals vacation here.   To upset the balance of the ecosystem,
move the reef and the wreck does not make sense.   Tourism from the cruise ships only
make up for 23% of the revenue generated in tourism.  It's hardly worth the disruption,
dredging, and killing off of so much precious marine life of this area and to maintain.  

Please do not approve this project!

Kindest regards,

Julie Soar
Windsong on Boggy Sand Road, Grand Cayman, BWI
www.MyGrandCaymanVacation.com 
1-345-923-3886 | 1-617-221-3185

mailto:Julie@windsong.life
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://www.mygrandcaymanvacation.com/


From: Deni Boyer
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship berthing facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 9:10:29 AM

I am OPPOSED the construction of a new cruise ship berthing facility.

Denise Boyer, Scuba diver
Frequent visitor to the Caymans since 1981

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:denibs@verizon.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Ann Ricciardi
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship dock
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 9:04:16 AM

Please.........no cruise ship dock........construction and operation of such a facility will destroy everything
that Grand Cayman is! 

Ann Ricciardi

Sent from my iPad

mailto:ricciardiann6972@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Barbara Sears
To: DOE
Subject: OPPOSITION to the construction of a proposed cruise ship berthing facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 9:12:11 AM

It is my opinion that the construction and operation of this facility will be devastating to the natural coral
reefs.  Damage will occur due to direct dredging action, turbidity and siltation on the living reefs near
Georgetown during construction and additional damage will likely be caused by the on-going dredging
required to maintain the berthing facility, as outlined in the June 2, 2015 Environmental Statement.  In
addition, in studying the data presented in the draft Environmental Statement, the actual economic
benefit to the Cayman Islands appears to be questionable, involving millions of dollars to re-locate a
shipwreck (the Balboa) and portions of the living reef with a result that there would still be a net loss of
living coral. 
 
Given that tourists arriving by air to the Cayman Islands (rather than cruise ship) account for 77% of
the tourist revenue generated there, it appears to make little economic sense to destroy the very fabric
of Grand Cayman's attraction to tourists, to accommodate a greater number of cruise ships ferrying
tourists who, according the Environmental Statement, spend an average of less than $CI 100 per
person on island.
 
 

Barbara Sears

Contract and Facilities Specialist
Trinity Home Health Services
17410 College Parkway, Suite 150
Livonia, MI.  48152
searsb@trinity-health.org
Phone: (734)542-8279
Fax: (734)542-8287
 

Confidentiality Notice:
This e-mail, including any attachments is the property of Trinity Health and is
intended for the sole use of the intended recipient(s). It may contain information
that is privileged and confidential.  Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or
distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete this
message, and reply to the sender regarding the error in a separate email.

mailto:searsb@trinity-health.org
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Cathleen Burns
To: DOE
Subject: berthing dock at Cayman
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 9:51:11 AM

Please don't destroy the fragile reefs by allowing a cruise ship dock to be built. 
Diving tourists bring in far more money than cruise ship day trippers!!
Cathleen Burns
435 N Ocean Grande Dr #105
Ponte Vedra Beach FL  32082
USA

mailto:burns.cathleen@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Barbara Rocci
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed cruise ship berthing facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 10:02:46 AM

I am writing to register my strong opposition to the proposed cruise ship berthing
facility in Georgetown.   My family and I have been coming to Grand Cayman
annually for almost 20 years. We spend a month here each summer, plus occasional
additional trips throughout the year.   We are avid divers and love the marine
environment in Grand Cayman.  Our son recently became certified to dive here as
well.  Part of the appeal for us is a quieter, more relaxed experience, so we spend
most of our time in East End.   However, we love coming to West Bay and the rest
of the island for diving.  The negative impact this project would have on the reefs in 
Georgetown does not justify the minimal increases in revenue that the island might
see.  It seems like the major benefit of it would simply be increased convenience for
cruise ship passengers in terms of getting on and off their ships.  

Cruise ship tourists come and go, spending minimal amounts on island, but divers
built the tourism industry in Cayman and many return year after year, even investing
in property here.  In addition, increased cruise ship traffic is very much a negative
for those of us who want to experience the island rather than a "Disney"  type
theme park as has been built with the turtle farm facility.  It is very disappointing to
think that the government would be short sighted enough to put the interests of
major cruise corporations ahead of those of loyal visitors to the island who come
here to find an environment that is increasingly rare in the Caribbean. 

We were already appalled at the construction of the two captive dolphin facilities on
Grand Cayman - also in response to pressure from cruise ships,  I believe, so that
they could offer more excursions to their passengers.  This proposed project
continues to highlight the fact that the island seems more interested in short term
profit rather than long term sustainability, and is no longer the type of place that
appeals to an environmentally conscious traveler.   It is my sincere hope that the
tide turns so that we can continue to enjoy our visits for many years to come.  As
much as we have come to love grand Cayman, however, we would rather find a
new, more authentic place to spend our time and money if it becomes obvious that
the island is more interested in a different type of visitor.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely, 
Barbara Rocci

mailto:rocci1.6po2@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Off The Wall Divers
To: DOE; Panton, Wayne; Kirkconnell, Moses; Rosa Harris
Subject: Proposed Cruise Ship Dock (long)
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 10:45:12 AM

Good evening to all, and hope this finds everyone doing well in the Cayman  Islands. 

It is via this communication mode I have chosen to write and let my feelings be 
know regarding the proposed cruise ship terminal that is on the agenda for Grand 
Cayman!

DO  NOT DO IT!  You will continue to ruin this beautiful piece of paradise.

Now that you know my position, please allow me to introduce myself.  While several 
at DoE know me, and I've met Mr. Kirkconnell on several "chances" and in passing, I 
hope that you will honestly take into consideration my comments (even though I do 
not hold a "vote").  

I am Thomas (Tom) K. Shropshire, 56-year-old son of the late James  (Jim) S. 
Shropshire.  My father Jim founded Caribbean Utilities Company (CUC) in 1966.  
Father ran the company, located on N. Sound Road, until 1975 (circa) when the 
company was sold.  He was not the only founder, but one of the "majors".

Having first come to visit the Cayman Islands in the late 1950s, Jim befriend the 
likes of Bruce Campbell, Beth and Frank Roulstone Jr and Frank Roulstone  Sr, and 
his wife Mimi, as well as many others. Many families named Kirkconnell and Bodden 
were part of our friends growing up.  Of course, the late Bobby Soto and Gerry 
Wilcox were the ones that taught me as well as my brother (also, Jim) to first dive.

Today, my brother Jim and I, along with Mr. Evangelos (Angel) Levas still own 210 
S. Church St. This beautiful private home is one of the original Cayman homes,  built 
in the 1930s and still standing today.  It was the late Dr. Edlin Merren that I often 
looked up to and visiting for "radio listening" in the 70s.

In 1995, after being in the airline industry in the US, I found myself unemployed, 
and decided to "do what I wanted to do, and not what someone wanted me to do".  
Thus, I got my dive instructor rating.  I was age 35.

Finally, 1996 rolls around and I was  hired by Red Sail Sports (Rod  McDowell).  I 
lasted here for only nine (9) months, wanting to see more of the industry, and 
moved away in 1997.

It was less than two (2) years later my childhood friend Greg Merren asked me to 
return to Parrots Landing.  Through several positions, including 8.5 years with the 
Aggressor Fleet, I once again left Grand Cayman in 2010.  It was not eight (8) 
months before I was back again to visit.  I had grown again, and now, why not buy 
a business.  

So I did!  I purchased the small dive operation of Off The Wall Divers.  This is 
currently where I am today.

Now, to the matters-at-hand. . . . the cruise ship pier.

mailto:fish@candw.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:Wayne.Panton@gov.ky
mailto:Moses.Kirkconnell@gov.ky
mailto:rharris@caymanislands.ky


I received the "environmental impact assessment", and got through the first part of 
it.  I also attended the meeting in Prospect in June.

To all involved, there is absolutely nothing good that can come of this situation, and 
there is no way that you can even consider "relocating" a reef or wreck like the 
Balboa.  Do not even entertain this issue because it is all based upon "hope", and 
"what if".  It can not be done.

The report stated that 85% of the tourism is provided by cruise ships.  If 85% of the 
$$$ were provided by cruise ship tourism, that would be great.  Even 50%.  Even 
30%. How about 20%.   I have no concrete information, but I bet that 15% or less 
of the tourism $$$ comes from cruisers.

I am not speaking of the "port tax" that the gov't gets, I am speaking of the actual 
$$$.  You see, there is something called "onboard revenue".  That is what the ships 
really want.  They want their guests onboard so they can make $$$.

Back in the 2001/2002/2003 era, up to nine (9), 10, or more cruise ships were 
allowed here!  After Hurricane Ivan, this number began to dwindle (there was not 
enough to do, etc, I often heard).  So, let's do a Trolley Roger, pedi-cabs (no longer 
used), two (2) dolphin "abusement" parks were permitted (0 should be allowed - 
they are trapped animals and should not be)

It use to be that cruise ships were "unique" to Cayman.  The cruisers needed to be 
a) clothed (women were required to be covered up top - no bikini tops and men 
needed to wear shorts - no bathing attire in downtown.  This has all changed).  

Have QUANTITY is not always a good thing.  The cruisers only bring $$$ to the 
gov't, but not additional business to the downtown area.  Maybe not even to the 
dive community or to the Stingray City (SRC) tours.

The numbers that were shown in the EIA were not concrete.  When someone 
questioned the $20M needed to "relocate" the reef, this was just a "guesstimate".  It 
was said that most like, the amount required will be on the hight end (that number 
was $100M+.).  See above, as it is absurd to think you can even pull this (reef 
relocation) off and expect any of the environment to survive.

(This has set in my DRAFT box for a day, and I can write, and write, and write.  So, 
I'm going to end it here).

To all involved, I honestly feel there is not enough know about  the damage this 
project will do.  

The tours that are currently operated in and around the port - everywhere 
from Sunset Divers (their house reef), to Don Foster's (their house reef, 
where cruise ship training currently takes place, but WILL NOT if a port is 
buit) to Eden Rock/Devil's Grotto (divers and snorkelers daily from 
stayover guests and cruisers), to Divers Down (snorkeling on the Cali) (oh 
yes, the wreck of the Balboa in the harbour) to the quiet, scenic setting of 
Rackams and Da Fish Shack, and on toward The Lobster Pot Dive Center 
(Soto's Reef - which also accommodates cruise activities). . . and further 
North.  ALL OF THIS - DESTROYED.



Please, do not let GREED take over. 

Currently, I'm a "permanent resident, with the right to work". I do not have 
the right to vote, and do not hold "status". I've never asked the government of the 
Cayman Islands for anything, until today.  I ask you to forego any further 
consideration of this ridiculous project and work towards bettering 
the island with "stayover tourism".

All the best-

Thomas (Tom) K. Shropshire
Thomas (Tom) K. Shropshire
OFF THE WALL DIVERS
P O Box 30176 SMB
Grand Cayman  KY1-1201
CAYMAN ISLANDS
Cell: 345-916-0303 (CI #)
US #: 859-575-3635 (best after 6PM)
Skype us @ otwd3483 or shrop3483
E-mail: fish@candw.ky
Website: www.grandcaymandive.com
Facebook: OFF THE WALL DIVERS
Comments/reviews can be posted 
on any of the following:
www.cruisecritic.com
www.cruisemates.com
www.scubadviser.com
www.scubaboard.com
www.scubadiving.com
www.tripadvisor.com
www.undercurrent.org

mailto:fish@candw.ky
http://www.grandcaymandive.com/
http://www.cruisecritic.com/
http://www.cruisemates.com/
http://www.scubadviser.com/
http://www.scubaboard.com/
http://www.scubadiving.com/
http://www.tripadvisor.com/
http://www.undercurrent.org/




From: Elizabeth Silleck
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – EIA Consultation June 2015
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 10:49:29 AM

Dear Sir/Madam:

I am an avid SCUBA diver, snorkel enthusiast, world traveler, and environmental
lawyer from the United States. One of my first, and most memorable trips for
underwater exploration was to Grand Cayman, albeit several years ago, and I will
never forget the abundance and diversity of reef life I explored with snorkel gear off of
Cemetery Beach. Grand Cayman was also the site of my daughter's first experience
with snorkeling, and she has since become SCUBA certified and is pursuing a career
in Environmental Studies, largely as a result of her deep connection to nature through
contact with Grand Cayman's thriving marine ecosystems. 

To date, I tout the Cayman Islands as a premier dive destination, specifically for its
historically outstanding attention to sustaining the integrity of its natural resources,
unlike many of its neighboring nations whose marine ecosystems are severely
degraded. 

The current plan for building an extended pier will destroy acres of coral reef, which
absolutely cannot be cut up and transplanted somewhere else, and other habitats
and resources will be put at risk due to turbidity, sedimentation, and changing water
flow during and after construction of the planned pier. The ecological integrity of coral
reef habitat cannot be maintained through the dissection and transplant of these
corals--as your scientists must understand and acknowledge, coral reef
ECOSYSTEMS are what create the productivity and ecological services that make
tropical diving so irresistible. 

Ironically, construction will do immeasurable harm to Grand Cayman resources and
therefore the very tourism it is meant to support. 

Please take the long view, and consider your responsibility to balance the bottom-line
interests of the conventional tourist industry with the need to sustain your precious
ecological resources. 

Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Sincerely, 
A SCUBA-loving tourist and conservationist,
-- 
Elizabeth Silleck
(914) 391-4250

  

mailto:elizabeth.silleck@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://www.linkedin.com/in/elizabethsilleck


From: Dianne Bloch
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 11:11:44 AM

Gentlemen:
 
I understand that there is a proposal in place to build a cruise ship berthing facility in Georgetown. 
Why?  I can see no valid economic reason for this facility, and only destruction for your beautiful reefs. 
I have been visiting Grand Cayman for over 30 years, and have noticed enough change just from on
island construction.  Now you want to damage the underwater environment which is the source of so
much revenue.  I own an Scuba Diving Shop in Rochester, NY - Aquatic Center of Rochester, Inc.  I
bring groups to your island almost yearly.  One of our favorite resorts is the Sunset House.  We love
the shore diving!  I do not want to see this and so many other dive sites silted out for the sake of
cruise ship convenience.  Eden Rock is a treasure, and the place so many divers began their journey. 
How can you be so short sighted about your treasured reefs?
 
Please do not go forward with your plans to build a Cruise Ship Berthing Facility.
 
Dianne Carrington-Plano
President
Aquatic Center of Rochester, Inc.
2725 East Henrietta Road
Henrietta, NY 14437 USA
 

mailto:oaquatic@rochester.rr.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Gus Fordyce
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility - Comment
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 11:26:43 AM

To whom it may concern,

I wish to add my voice to the multitude of people opposing this plan. I'm sure they
have said everything that I could so I will be brief.

Such a construction will destroy acres of healthy, functional reef which is fast
becoming a rarity. From a purely biocentric point of view, this should be enough
reason to scrap this plan, or to at least place greater consideration on how it can go
ahead without destroying a threatened ecosystem. Whilst I'm sure consideration has
been paid in this regard, the rallying call of several coral scientists would suggest
that this has not been enough.

From a utilitarian point of view, the tourism industry would surely benefit more from
tourists taking up residence in the Grand Caymans and visiting local dive centres,
restaurants and shops? Tourists from cruises seem unlikely to contribute as much to
these aspects of the local economy, instead they would live on and spend money on
the cruise ship. I do not know what the economic benefits of each type of tourism
are to your community, but these need to be weighed against each other.

I hope you take my opinion, and the likely more valuable opinions of others, to
heart and reconsider destroying some of your fantastic natural resources.

Kind regards,

Gus Fordyce

Scientific Coordinator
Underwater Africa

mailto:GusFordyce.2011@my.bristol.ac.uk
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

Christi Linardich 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: graduate research assistant at the International Union for the Conservation of 
Nature Marine Biodiversity Unit    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? no 

Where were you born?  USA       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? n/a 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  n/a 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I was notified of the potential negative impactthat would occur for coral reef environment if the 
project were to go forward. I wanted to notify the parties involved of the risk in removing coral 
reef habitat in such a unique biodiversity hotspot, especially for fishes.  
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

    3   

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

Neither agree or disagree 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

Neither agree or disagree 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

Please consider that there are small, restricted range reef fishes that occur only in the 
Caymans and may already be experiencing decline due to predation by the invasive lionfish. 
For example, three species of gobies were very recently described from Grand and Little 
Cayman and were assessed at an elevated risk for extinction according to the IUCN Red List of 
Endangered Species. Follow these links to iucnredlist.org or search the following species 
names to view further details: Elacatinus cayman, Elacatinus centralis, and Tigrigobius harveyi  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

http://www.iucnredlist.org/details/68309086/0
http://www.iucnredlist.org/details/68309149/0
http://www.iucnredlist.org/details/68309114/0
http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 









From: Deja Lizer
To: DOE
Subject: Port Extension for Cruise Ships
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 11:42:51 AM

To Whom It May Concern,

I oppose the proposed extended cruise/port pier. The Environmental Impact Statement is very clear, it
will destroy acres of coral reef and the indirect impacts remain questionable.

Grand Cayman's nearshore reefs are surprisingly healthy (relatively speaking) and still have fish, sea
turtles, sharks etc. This is why people flock to the area, and divers like me, have the Cayman's on their
'must see' list. That would not be the case if not for the local, nearby, easy to reach, healthy coral reef
communities. The plan mentions coral transplants and relocation as mitigation - but you cannot
transplant or relocate entire reef structures (this is not just a few coral heads). The reef will be
destroyed, and the way things are looking with increasing ocean acidification, rising sea levels, and the
amount of stress and likely sedimentation that will cover the areas near the construction, it is very
unlikely the coral communities would survive the relocation.

Please deny this hazardous and problematic construction project.

Thank you for your consideration and time.

Sincerely,

Deja Lizer
Asheville, NC
USA

mailto:dayjah219@aol.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Nancy Huntington
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship opposition !
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 11:50:20 AM

To whom it may concern ! 

I urgently request processing my statement to the Cayman Islands
Department of Environment (DOE) by the July 3  deadline OPPOSING the
construction of a proposed cruise ship berthing facility.

As an avid scuba diver / open water instructor , many in our community
depend on your prostine waters , filled with marine life , corals and other
specials treasures unlike no other place in the world ! 

If your waters become a gateway for cruise ships ( complete with oil ,
waste , seeage rinoff , etc ) your huge diver tourism populations will
eventually become a faded memory . 

We come to dive 365 , please stop the insanity - cruise ships fo not belong
!! 

Sent from my iPhone
Nancy T. Huntington BS, RN-BC

rd

mailto:nthrnnicu@icloud.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Jerry Lucas
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Ship Terminal
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 12:02:22 PM

As a diver who frequents numerous islands throughout the Caribbean, I am deeply
disturbed by the proposed building of a cruise ship terminal in Grand Cayman especially
after having read the environmental impact study summary.  The destruction of reef and in
little confidence in successful remediation does not seem to warrant the risk.  In addition, I
did not see a reference to partnering with the cruise industry, implying that you hope that
‘if we build it they will come’ philosophy?

Jerry Lucas

mailto:deeptexasdiver@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Jeffrey Dubinsky
To: DOE
Subject: Cayman Islands Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 12:13:03 PM

I'm writing in Opposition to the Cayman Islands Cruise Ship Berthing Facility

The construction and operation of this facility will be devastating to the natural coral
reefs.  Damage will occur due to direct dredging action, turbidity and siltation on the
living reefs near Georgetown during construction and additional damage will likely be
caused by the on-going dredging required to maintain the berthing facility, as
outlined in the June 2, 2015 Environmental Statement.  In addition, in studying the
data presented in the draft Environmental Statement, the actual economic benefit to
the Cayman Islands appears to be questionable, involving millions of dollars to re-
locate a shipwreck (the Balboa) and portions of the living reef with a result that
there would still be a net loss of living coral. 
 
Given that tourists arriving by air to the Cayman Islands (rather than cruise ship)
account for 77% of the tourist revenue generated there, it appears to make little
economic sense to destroy the very fabric of Grand Cayman's attraction to tourists,
to accommodate a greater number of cruise ships ferrying tourists who, according
the Environmental Statement, spend an average of less than $CI 100 per person on
island.

Please do not allow this permit!

Jeffrey Dubinsky
16944 Apache Drive
Greenwell Springs, LA 70739-6201
USA

mailto:jeffrey.dubinsky@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: mesulind@comcast.net
To: DOE
Subject: Oppose the construction of a proposed cruise ship berthing facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 12:25:53 PM

I have been a yearly visitor to Grand Cayman since the mid 1980s. 
Those giant cruise ships are an abomination to the beautiful ocean and
the islands of Cayman.  They are polluters of the environment. 
Everything anyone can want is provided by the ship in their all-inclusive
prices.  The tourists from these ships thus do not support the economy of
Cayman, spending little, if anything on their disembarkation.  They clog
downtown & keep residents & visitors like me from visiting downtown
because of their disruptive presence.
 
PLEASE oppose the construction of a proposed cruise ship berthing
facility
 
Thank you
Linda Paolucci
USA

mailto:mesulind@comcast.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Sam Scuba
To: DOE
Subject: GEORGETOWN HARBOR CRUISE FACILITY
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 12:38:38 PM

July 2, 2015

Department of Environment
Environmental Centre
580 North Sound Road
George Town, Grand Cayman

To whom it may concern:

I am a frequent visitor to your beautiful island having been there over 30 times.
 Besides the
fabulous diving and safe feeling, the flavor of the island keeps bringing me back.

I've dove in the harbor quite a few times when the cruise ships weren't there and
enjoyed
every moment there. 

I feel the adding of a huge facility and the destruction of the reef, the wrecks and
the 
waterfront of Georgetown will NOT benefit the island or people.

Please keep the waterfront beautiful and leave the ocean to the fish and divers. The
cruise
ships have brought people to the docks with tenders for decades and can continue
to
do so.  With the wonderful reputation of Cayman compared to places like Jamaica,
St.
Thomas and others, your destination will be safe without a massive facility.

Thanking you in advance I am

Sam

mailto:samscuba7@aol.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

Page 1 of 5 

 

Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Ellen Cuylaerts          Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate): 25-52 x 

 

 

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  Belgium       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here?6,5 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Northside 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I'm concerned about the future of our children on this planet and the future of the children here 
in Cayman. 

Apart of the destruction of some reefs and the negative press worldwide this will get (and is 
getting already), I know that tourists make a more responsible choice when booking a trip. 
Cayman is an expensive destination but is worth it mainly because our marine  beauty. If we 
don't take proper care, if we destroy reefs, why would  people even make the effort to visit! 
Resulting in less work in watersports, taxi's and tours, leaving an empty port in the end. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

1. 

 Strongly disagree 

An informed tourist is well aware why we work with tenders. The other tourists are not the 
spending ones. You don't even want them on the shore. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

4. Agree & Disagree (2) 

The study seemed legit but I don't believe in the numbers for the gains. Since I do believe that 
cruise ships will stay away from Cayman more and more (difficult to get here with weather, 
beautiful Cuba opening up, expensive destination, no more close by great dive sites if we get the 
port). Having a longer air strip makes much more sense! 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

I'm an underwater photographer, won different world awards with images from Devil's Grotto 
(UK, Asia, United Nations), I tried to be the best ambassador. This port even being discussed 
and planed aches me and I would beg on my knees not to do this!  

Doing the right thing in a different way is possible, make eco-friendly choices, create a niche 
product and get the tourists you want, spending lots of money and admiring the choices the 
cayman Islands has made! 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
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Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

mailto:doe@gov.ky


From: Julianne Ziefle
To: DOE
Subject: Cayman Pier - Divers Disapprove
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 1:13:25 PM

Hi, my name is Julianne, I am writing as a member of non-profit, DEMA and Blue Ocean and The
Women Divers Hall of Fame.

My first dives were in Cayman.  My husband and I have now visited over 60 times.  Now for the past 20
years we’ve brought many other divers.  Please save Cayman!  Cayman is such a great dive destination. 
Making any more changes to its environment will take a toll and put Grand Cayman as a inferior dive
destination  That coral reef and ecosystem brings in millions a year and many jobs would be affected. 
Divers are going to go to different destinations. 

SAVE CAYMAN’S CORAL REEF!  NO PIER.

THANK YOU,

FREQUENT VISITOR AND DIVER,

Julianne Ziefle
2 Winterfield Place
Durham, NC 27705
919-384-9207

mailto:uwfotogal@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


Submitted by:  Peter Davey. pmdavey@candw.ky. 916-7144     

    

Comments on the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility EIA. 

Disclaimer: The following comments reflect my personal views and do not necessarily reflect 
the opinions of any organization, public or private, that I am associated with, such as The 
National Trust, the DoE, or any jewellery or watersports  business in George Town.  

Error: Appendix A. Page 10. Table 2.1 

According to this table, preferred Option 7d requires 728,000 cubic yards of dredging. 
According to 4.1 ‘Project Overview’, this same  Option 7d  requires only 333,000 cubic yards of 
dredging. Which figure is correct? 

Table 2.2. Project Layout Alternatives.  

Whereas Project layout 4B scores a desirable 2.35, it has not been properly considered. The  
points-weighting of the dredge volume is grossly understated in my opinion, and the necessity 
of dredging  only 12,000 cubic yards,  vs 330,000  for option 7, with the least damage to the 
reefs and dive sites, makes me wonder why this option was overlooked. The result of choosing 
option 7D has been to frighten the public with overstated estimates of potential damage to the 
reef, and so prejudice them against what is a vital addition to Cayman’s infrastructure. 

The EIA is misleading, because the cost estimates of the various projects are stated excluding 
any coral translocation costs. Were these figures included, then option 4B would look even 
more attractive by comparison, the initial construction costs being greatly reduced by the 
minimal coral translocation expenses.  

In addition, the risk of ongoing turbidity, expected from positioning  the cruise ships’ bow-
thrusters close to shore in Option 7D, is largely avoided with Option 4B, yet this is not properly 
weighted or even mentioned in Table 2.2, ‘Project Layout Alternatives.’ One of the main 
arguments against Option 7D, ‘the preferred layout’, is  the on-going  loss to the dive industry 
caused by the possible destruction of dives sites and turbidity in general, yet  Option 4B  would 
largely avoid these losses, estimated by Baird  to be ‘$120 to $200’ million over the next 20 
years. (Incidentally, in my opinion this figure is greatly exaggerated.) 

With Project 4B,  ‘increasing the transit time for watersports and dive operations,’ is assigned 
a damaging level 5 score at a 2.5% weighting, yet the reduction in dredge volume of  96.4% 
over Option 7D (333,000 cubic yards.) is given points that total only five times this value.  In the 

mailto:pmdavey@candw.ky


real world, this weighting could reasonably be 1,000 times greater, leading me to think the 
scoring system is distorted and in some respects arbitrary to the point of having little value. 

The overall report underestimates the proportion of annual revenues generated in George 
Town from the cruise ships. It is obvious to me, under ‘Project Impacts -Operation Phase’  
18.2.1, Positive, that  Baird was unable to get sales figures from the big retailers in GT. Had 
they been given total annual sales, and not the less-than-2 million-dollar figure they work from, 
they would most probably have found that over 70% of revenues derived from cruise ships. 
Total sales would have been closer to $100 million rather than $50 million per annum. 
Obviously, most owners are secretive about their retail operations, and this is clear from the 
report. 

In my opinion, Baird has understated the reef’s natural ability to restore itself over time,  
especially with  human intervention and encouragement along the way. They fail to discount 
realistically their figure of 6.5-9 million dollars in annual losses, on account of the reef restoring 
itself. An amortization period of 10 years would be more realistic, changing the overall financial 
argument. 

I have seen the stupendous waves of both Hurricanes Ivan and Michelle churning up GT 
Harbour, as well as countless Nor’westers, yet Baird’s report describes the corals as being in 
generally good condition. This militates against the financial calculations which derive from 
Baird’s opinion that reef damage will be permanent with minimal recovery. 

Baird fails to note that the popular wrecks arrived here by chance. Similar wrecks, positioned 
intentionally, would eventually create new dive spots. Think of Truk Lagoon and the WW2 
wrecks, now covered in mature corals. 

Baird chooses not to address the potential for Cayman to take a leadership role in creating a 
new reef substrate nearby, for attachment of the transported corals. This substrate could be 
designed with elevation, caves and many interesting features, that would eventually become 
more interesting to divers than what we offer now. (See Falmouth cruise ship terminal project 
in Jamaica, by marine experts, Boskalis.) 

The most disturbing aspect of the EIA is the false and unrealistic comparison between what 
Cayman will gain from an expanded port with cruise piers, against what we will sacrifice if we 
do nothing. George Town could be a ghost town within ten years without action, and yet 
Cayman will still face the decision to expand the commercial port, requiring another EIA. The 
incentive to proceed with the planned restructuring of George Town, will largely disappear.  

The EIA has not fairly represented this predictable and catastrophic decline in business. Cuba is 
getting up-to-speed. The Dominican Republic is building piers now. Jamaica has recently 



completed a cruise terminal at Falmouth, using state-of-the-art damage mitigation techniques, 
with great success. The job losses in the retail and catering industries, which offer livings to so 
many non-professional Caymanians, will be high, driving more crime and frustration in our 
society. The cruise industry does not stand still. If we do, we will be left behind in a very short 
time, certainly not by 3% per year. 

The retail industry is seeing a decline in the quality of the passengers, while  the cruise lines 
build dazzling new ships which we cannot accommodate, and send us their ageing and cheaper 
vessels instead. Despite the increase in cruise visitors this year, sales are down. The projected 
decline of 3% per-year, if we fail to build the piers, is nonsense, as is the prediction that we 
will enjoy a mere 3% compound increase over 20 years. Consider this: every week, two Oasis 
Class ships pass by Cayman. If just one of them visited us weekly, with 6,500 passengers, it 
alone would increase our visitor numbers by roughly 20%, and spending potential by 25%. 
These increases will be rapid, rather than incremental.  

I believe if we make damage mitigation our priority, and focus on a design that causes so 
much less damage than Option 7D, the Government will find a compromise that goes a long 
way towards pleasing all stakeholders. If a less convenient design layout is chosen, then all 
those who use it can be proud that these sacrifices were made in the interests of the integrity 
of Nature’s ecosystems. (This should eventually be a marketing position taken by ships: “yes, 
it’s a bit of a walk to shore, but look down at the wonderful corals Cayman has worked so hard 
to save for us all!  If it’s too far, you can take the shuttle”.) 

The parallel upgrades to George Town itself are self-evidently necessary for the success of the 
Cruise Piers. Therefore, the manner in which these two projects unfold and mesh should be the 
subject of the most intelligent and creative planning possible. This may well prove to be the 
most demanding aspect of this complex, dual-project. The consequences of poor planning for 
all stakeholders, both on land and sea, could be extraordinarily damaging, even putting people 
out of business. In the meantime, we must get from ‘here’ to ‘there’ without falling off our 
temporary, narrow and inconvenient, ‘bridge-to-the-future.’  

Thank you for considering these points. They are a result of my strong understanding of 
conservation as well as owning a jewellery retail operation in George Town. For  25 years I 
created jobs for 6 to20 employees, predominantly Caymanians . Over this period, I paid over 4 
million dollars in import duties and other fees to Government.  

Peter Davey 
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From: Risa Dickens
To: DOE
Subject: International Diver deeply opposed to the proposed cruise shipping berth
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 1:30:58 PM

I have loved visiting the Caymans because of the incredible diving, and spoken highly when traveling
internationally about Cayman's efforts to protect their maritime heritage. I am writing because I am
deeply concerned about the construction and operation of this facility. I believe it will be devastating to
the natural coral reefs.  Damage will occur due to direct dredging action, turbidity and siltation on the
living reefs near Georgetown during construction and additional damage will likely be caused by the on-
going dredging required to maintain the berthing facility. 

Please reconsider and protect and celebrate Cayman as an international destination for nature-loving
tourists. 

Thanks,
Risa Dickens

mailto:risa.evelyn@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Divers Depot
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Pier
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 2:00:49 PM

I oppose the Cruise Ship pier you have planned.
I have been traveling to Grand Cayman since 1978.
Your reefs have been protected all these years and the fishing ban? WHY! So you can
destroy what you have built?
Your banking industry put you on the map, but the scuba diving industry put your name into
tourism!
I know cruise ships bring a lot of $$ to the island but we only have one earth and you want
to wreck your reefs for some $$$.
SHAME ON YOU! 
GREEDY, GREEDY, GREEDY

NO CRUISE SHIP PIER. DO NOT DESTROY DEVIL'S GROTTO , BEST BEACH DIVE IN GRAND
CAYMAN.

STOP THE BUILDING OF A PIER THAT WILL RUIN YOUR REEFS.

cu u/H20, Sally Sowell 
Diver's Depot

 

mailto:divers_depot@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Julianne Parolisi
To: DOE
Subject: Cayman Islands Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 2:20:21 PM

Dear Cayman Islands Department of Environment,

I was appalled to read the Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed cruise
berthing facility, and implore you NOT to move forward with this proposal.

It is clear from the report that the construction and operation of this facility will be
devastating to the natural coral reefs.  Damage will occur due to direct dredging
action, turbidity and siltation on the living reefs near Georgetown during construction
and additional damage will likely be caused by the on-going dredging required to
maintain the berthing facility, as outlined in the June 2, 2015 Environmental
Statement.  

In addition, in studying the data presented in the draft Environmental Statement, the
actual economic benefit to the Cayman Islands appears to be questionable, involving
millions of dollars to re-locate a shipwreck (the Balboa) and portions of the living
reef with a result that there would still be a net loss of living coral. 

Given that tourists arriving by air to the Cayman Islands (rather than cruise ship)
account for 77% of the tourist revenue generated there, it appears to make little
economic sense to destroy the very fabric of Grand Cayman's attraction to tourists,
to accommodate a greater number of cruise ships ferrying tourists who, according
the Environmental Statement, spend an average of less than $CI 100 per person on
island.

PLEASE DO NOT MOVE FORWARD WITH THIS PROPOSAL!!

Signed,
Julianne Parolisi
A very concerned resident, diver, and lover of the Cayman Islands

mailto:aurorable@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky










From: Amy Lambert
To: DOE
Subject: Grand Cayman Cruise Ship Berth
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 3:57:51 PM

This is a very bad idea, I have never been to your lovely Island but it is in my future
plans.  The only ones to profit from this will be the cruise lines.

And don't forget this regarding the sea life and coral:

When it's gone, it's gone.

mailto:seqwiz@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Mitch Yahoo
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship dock
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 4:04:35 PM

Please don't build this!  We love grand cayman for diving and are losing such incredible places at an
alarming rate!
Thank you!
The staff and owners of Test The Waters Dive Center, North Pole, Alaska

mailto:brucemitchosborne@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Lois Hatcher
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship dock
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 4:13:53 PM

Dear DoE,

Although I am not necessarily opposed to a cruise ship dock being built in George
Town Harbour as it has been talked about for years.I am strongly opposed to the
current plan that has been presented.

The Cayman Islands cannot afford to lose any more coral cover and as we all know
the silt from the dredging could go well beyond the projected area. 

Besides all the coral there would be all the eco-systems and communities in the sand
and substrate that would be killed or very badly disturbed.All important parts of the
coral holobiont.

The trickle down of other potential damage resulting from the dredging could be
enormous.

As someone who has worked on two restoration projects in Cayman, the Masdam in
1996 and the ongoing Carnival Magic, I know first hand how difficult it is to relocate
corals.
Easier said than done.

I think overall this project would benefit very few and the long term environmental
impacts could be disastrous.

Once it is done, it can't be undone.

Regards,

Lois Hatcher

mailto:lohatcher@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Ruth O"Keefe
To: DOE
Subject: Please do NOT dredge
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 4:47:59 PM

To Whom It May Concern:

In light of the grievous environmental impact predicted by the official assessment
presented to public on 9th of June, 2015 we, the hereto signed, respectfully petition to
the Cayman Islands' Cabinet Members to please say NO, but thank you for the
tremendous effort! We truly respect the great deal of good intentions, expense in time
and resources that have gone into preparing this long-awaited proposal, but we believe
the long-term cost to the environment is too great for the [anticipated] relatively short-
term [economic] gain for many reasons, a few of which are listed here.

The Environmental Impact Assessment indicates that dredging and its silt plume will destroy
much of the unique, thousands of years old reefs that we currently earn over $9 million/year
from and upon which numerous watersports operations are primarily dependent. Soto's South will
certainly perish, but the deadly silt plume will likely affect all of the reefs in the harbor to various
extents, including Soto's Central, Soto's North and Eden Rock. There are no alternative reefs with
similarly high profile from 30' bases up to 8' depths on their tops, in calm, clear water anywhere
else in Grand Cayman for future glass bottom boat and snorkeling tourism. Several species of
corals will prove to be least silt tolerant, thus the death ring will be even wider for those,
including two beautiful branching Acropora species that are on the IUCN Red List as critically
endangered. Endlessly, the pit will constantly refill with sand, which the ships' thrusters will turn
into sediment clouds, spoiling the clarity of the harbor for hours every day. Physics ensures that
this aspect will never end, irregardless of maintenance dredging. Once done, the damage can
never be reversed. Street traffic in the harbor will become intolerable. Over night visitor numbers
will likely drop and those who come (as well as Caymanians) will likely be repulsed from visiting
the down town area. The view from town will be dominated by the ships and murky water
emanating from their thrusters. The silt cloud will spoil the wreck of the Cali as one of our most
accessible and fishiest snorkeling experiences. Increased polluted rain run-off from busier streets
and the new concrete surface will adversely affect the health of whatever corals may survive the
initial siltation. Constant re-silting from ships' thrusters will gradually kill an ever widening swath
of weakened corals over time as well as stain the aesthetics of the harbor's currently crystal
clear status, curtailing many of today's glass bottom boat, snorkeling, diving and submarine tour
sites. The wide gap between intact reef structures created by dredging will act like a fire-break
to the normal migration of reef fish between Seven Mile Beach and Jackson Point, reducing
effectiveness of the Marine Park. We object to the project as presented.

Please, please, please, DO NOT DREDGE

-- 
Ruth Anne O'Keefe, MD
12209 Eastridge Dr. NE
Albuquerque, NM  87112
Home:  505-332-0297

mailto:ruthintheq@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Eddy Raphael
To: DOE
Cc: eddyunderwater@coralwave.com
Subject: Planned cruise ship dock expansion
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 5:08:01 PM

Good afternoon,

As a coral restoration and rehabilitation professional, scientific diver, former resident and
worker in Grand Cayman- I   have read through the EIA from Baird & Assoc., and it
appears that the whole project will wipe out the reefs and businesses which the cruise
companies are actually utilizing during their visit to Cayman. Further it appears that the
impact of cruise ship companies building these ships bigger and bigger each year is
forcing governments to painfully enlarge their ports, destroying the very thing that
governments and the people value the most [besides money] and that governments are
subsequently in fear of losing their share of the cruise market. Q. Could the walkways
and dockside be extended out further to sea to lessen the impact on the nearshore and
local reef? In any event the inevitable sediment and silt created will not only kill all coral
and nearshore habitats [flora and fauna] in the vicinity, but will do so on either side of the
proposed areas reaching much farther along the coast than indicated. [Silt curtains are
useless as proved on countless occasions]. The dredging machinery in this case will
most likely be a cutter suction dredger which creates the finest silt imaginable, as
demonstrated in my home country in Bimini by the Niccolo Machiavelli IMO #9200043.
see below image-

I cannot believe that Grand Cayman will loose Devil's Grotto and all the critical
nearshore reefs that service the cruise ship market and tens of thousands of repeat
divers; it doesn't fit. The habitat and nearshore environment will suffer catastrophic
termination, not to mention that the additional wave energy released from removal of this
reef (removed solely for this project) will open up the port and local shoreline to coastal
erosion and hurricane damage. 
Overall tourism, local water based companies and dive shops will go bankrupt - is there
no feasible alternative? Surely the Cayman government is wise enough in its years to
see that this is a backwards step. Clearly my faith in the Cayman Islands government has
been shaken, I was firmly under the impression that Cayman was leading the way in the
Caribbean, never falling for the usual development catastrophes which so many islands
have succumbed to. Be strong and let the cruise ship companies work FOR YOU - not
the reverse. Otherwise you will lose what is most precious to you in a short space of time
with no sympathy from the Cruise Ship companies, and there is no getting the reef back
after they coldly move on.

Yours faithfully,

Eddy Raphael
1-954-607-6950 USA
1-242-442-8298 cell
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Dear Department of the Environment, 

I wish to submit my written objection to the proposed cruise ship berth in George Town. 

My principal concern is the impact to the environment, I am a resident and have been a core 
volunteer on the reef restoration project that has been taking place since 2014 in response to a 
section of reef destroyed in front of Don Fosters by a cruise ship anchor.  Additionally I am a regular 
recreational diver and am fully aware of the losses Grand Cayman will face should this project be 
allowed to go ahead. 

It seems crazy that the very reason tourists are attracted to Grand Cayman (the environment, crystal 
clear sea, stunning reefs and abundance of marine life) is what will actually be forever destroyed. All 
this to be gambled on the possibility of financially breaking even 20 years after construction!  Who’s 
to say that the bottom will not have fallen out of the cruise ship industry by that stage?  That tourists 
are not trending towards other styles of vacationing?  This is a massive gamble with the WORLD’s 
natural resources, to potentially line the pockets of the relative few. 

The driving force behind the project is economic and so I would like to address that first.  In the EIA 
report it is stated: 

“Approximately 85% of these visitors to the island arrive 
by sea, predominantly by cruise ship ……….. Based on feedback from the cruise industry, it was 
identified in the SOC that this declining trend is likely to continue unless a berthing facility is 
constructed to facilitate the movement of passengers to and from the cruise ships.” 
 
However, as it is revenue generated by the tourist trade that is clearly driving the proposed cruise 
ship berth, surely the following statistics, showing that per person a far greater amount of money is 
fed into the local community from stayover visitors, demonstrate a need to focus on the stayover 
industry rather than the cruise ship industry.  It seems minimal in comparison and the stayover 
visitors benefit a far greater spread of local businesses than the few who monopolise the earnings 
from the cruise ship tourists.  Cruise ship tourists stay a far shorter period and therefore only 
distribute their spending to a minority of businesses within reach of George Town. 
 

 



Within the EIA report itself this is also recognised, so surely adhering to the demands of the cruise 
ship industry is not the way forward for Grand Cayman: 

“The SOC noted the following benefits of the project: 
 Visitors who remain on the island for longer periods have more opportunity to spend in the local 
economy.” 

Additional to the minimal increase in revenue from the cruise ship tourists, up to $20 million per 
year of income currently generated from the reefs within the impact zone will be lost.  How can this 
be justifiable?  It is well known that the preservation of the World’s natural resources and wildlife 
carries a far greater value in revenue than its destruction. 

The impact to residents will be substantial, George Town is already an area of congestion when the 
cruise ships are in so imagine life for the locals once more start to arrive.  The EIA report already 
identifies this as a problem: 

“Given the proximity of the cruise berthing facility to the central business district of George 
Town, there is potential for increased vehicular and pedestrian conflicts.” 

The eye sore that will be created by the construction site will drive residents and tourists alike away 
from frequenting the bars and restaurants which look out across the bay in George Town.  Once 
construction is complete the additional eye sore and barrier to the magnificent view of the coastline 
will be forever present in the form of massive cruise ships.  Surely this will detract from the appeal of 
the island for tourists? 

There are a multitude of reasons to support the opposition of this project and they are cited within 
the EIA report under environmental and socio-economic concerns.  My principal concern is the 
impact to the environment.  The reef system is a fragile system that supports a wealth of marine life 
and serves as a natural protector to the island.  It has been growing for hundreds and thousands of 
years and cannot be relocated, once gone it is gone!  Should this happen, beautiful sites such as 
Devil’s Grotto and Eden Rock will be lost forever.  The silt generated from the project, which will 
continually be deposited across the zone through ongoing maintenance that will be required once 
construction is complete, will continue to choke and kill greater stretches of reef.  What will be the 
appeal of Grand Cayman?  The stayover tourists that bring a far greater revenue to the island will no 
longer have the opportunity to shore dive beautiful reef systems and will be faced with an 
overcrowded and ugly George Town.  Grand Cayman will lose its beauty and will become known as 
the destination which sold itself out to the cruise ships and transformed itself from a unique and 
stunning location to a cookie cutter tourist destination with no appeal. 

The EIA report states: 

“ Design and construction must limit negative impacts on the natural environment;” 

Yet this is not going to be the case so how can this be permitted? 

I hope that the opposition to the proposed cruise ship berth is taken seriously and that the 
organisations involved can realise the importance of not giving in to the cruise ship industry and are 
wise enough to realise that long term the reefs will guarantee interest from the wider tourist 



industry, not the destruction of them.  It is our responsibility to take care of the World’s natural 
resources and we should all step up as ambassadors to this effect. 

I thank you for your time and attention. 

Best regards, 

Samantha Cook 

 



From: Kate Winters
To: DOE
Cc: Kate Winters
Subject: comments to cruiseship EIS in Cayman islands
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 5:35:28 PM

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. I worked with the US Military regarding
dredging coral rich areas for wharfs, and as a coral biologist/enthusiast, it is very
hard to see reef be torn up when there is a limited amount and it is being torn up in
a lot of areas...especially when United States is one of the only countries with
environmental regulations such as NEPA to help properly assess the impacts and
management. However, there is no mitigation or management sufficient/efficient
enough to replace reef once it is gone...we can't replace it as quickly as we can
damage it... Some of my comments may be addressed in the full document, so I
apologise for the extra work, but I don't have the time to read the whole thing, so
here are my quick glance comments;

1) RE: "Based on feedback from the cruise industry, it wsa identified in the SOC that
this declining trend is likely to continue unless a berthing facility is constructed to
facilitate the movement of passengers to and from the cruise ships."
Comment: It is extremely biased to rely on the cruiseship industry to make
judgements on tourist industry of the Cayman Islands, as this project would only
benefit them. I would like to see some surveys of other individuals in the land-based
tourism industry to identify if they feel the same way. Is there any survey or
questionaire identifying whether there are other strains on the tourism industry that
may be more beneficial to bring attention to than that of the cruiseship industry?
Cruiseships can get glass boats and shuttle folks over that reef with a marine
biologist pointing things out and make that a special feature of the area (free glass
boat shuttle to island) and that would be a better solution than tearing up the
reef...?!

2) RE: "...tendering itself is considered to be a "high-risk, negative passenger
experience by cruise lines and passengers alike"". 
Comment: Evidence? Have passengers actually been surveyed or is this just from the
cruise lines? Has an alternative been looked at to boosting tendering safety? Maybe
supplying some larger boats from shore? Something that includes the locals and
provides some income to the locals?

3) RE: "...visitors may have to wait for long periods to come off the ships and also
have to queue and return to their vessels much earlier time than if berthing..."
Comment: Has an alternative been looked at regarding other areas cruise ships can
hang out off shore and tender folks in? There are other areas in which a small boat
dock could be a better solution with significantly less impact to the reef...in which
ships could stager across island and not cram up in one spot...again providing some
potential for local boatman participation to help shuttle folks.

4) Comment: Has anyone gathered numbers of how many folks come on and off of
the cruiseships and compared that to the potential for local participation in tendering
these folks? Also, there are plenty of things to do on the cruiseships of these sizes to
keep folks occupied while waiting for tender...and what about making a market at
the boat ramp, in which locals may benefit to sell their crafts while guests wait in
line...??

mailto:katelwinters@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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5) RE: Other jurisdictions in the Caribbean region have developed dedicated cruise
berthing facilities in order to capture a greater share of cruise tourism..." 
Comment: Has anyone looked at the tourism trends in correlation to these berthing
facilities? Was there in fact an increase? What were the socioeconomic impacts to
the construction etc? Is reef loss from the construction of these facilities being
considered in the accumulative impacts? Has consideration been made that this
project may cause a decrease to those areas? Will tourism actually increase, or will
an increase be seen here where there will be a decrease elsewhere...ie stealing
tourism from another area?

6) Comment: How many more ships are expected to come if there is berthing? Will
this increase be an increased number of cruises, or just redirect traffic to this island?
Accumulative impacts may been seen if there are increased number of cruises, as
cruiseships have the highest mortality for sea turtles...getting sucked up in the
rudders... So if there is an increase in ships cruising in the caribbean, don't forget to
look at increased impacts to ESA sea turtles...

7) RE: "...no other sites were considered as part of this study."
Comment: I find it hard to imagine that no other sites are being considered...There
are plenty of other areas that could have less coral impact and should be
considered. What about an area where you would not be building and dredging
coral, such as south of the Wendy's in Savannah, or East of Half Moon Bay, or near
Old Man Bay. Is there a report that identifies other areas that were first considered
and then dismissed for purposes detailed to the reader? A site selection
analysis/report?

8) Comment: It is very difficult to figure out what the economic reef loss is in
comparison to cruise tourism gain. Is there assessment of alternatives that would
not include berthing facility to see if there are other options to increase tourism in
another way? Increase employment by building a higher end tender shuttle dock
and better boats provided by the locals? That would increase employment, increase
efficiency and increase cruiseship visitors, while not depleting the reef resources...?

9) Comment: Again, where are the alternative sites analysis/assessment?

10) RE: Option A. Comment: Thanks for putting a very dramatic depiction of what
could be...to help skew the viewers from the impacts that will be.

11) RE: Option B and B refined. 
Comment: Where are the images to depict indirect impacts? Are you considering the
fact that the "pilings used to support the piers would not impact the connectivity" is
false because it will create an attraction for larger fish which could impact the
crossing of smaller fish. Per current research, there are studies demonstrating that
the presence of a pier, no matter how 'open' underneath, impacts the natural cross
reef connectivity of various species. Sorry, but no time to write out citations for
those studies, you'll have to search for them...

12) Comment: Have you taken into consideration that reef damage increases
predation because corals emit pheromones when in distress/damaged, that bring in
predators? This would impact the surrounding areas if more predators are coming in
due to the damage of construction.

13) Comment: Did you know that coral transplantation is not considered mitigation



by NOAA or any other regulatory agency...it is considered avoidance measure?
Thereby, transplantation cannot be part of your mitigation plan. Also, the monitoring
of the transplants is significant, and apart from Acropora species, there is a very low
survivor-ship to the corals transplanted...including reasons pertaining to my
comment #12. Please do not think that coral transplantation is a solution...it is a
scapegoat.

14) Have you considered impacts associated with sedimentation such as the fact
that if certain species are damaged from construction or berthing disturbance, other
'weed' species may begin to take over? Are you assessing individual species of coral
and impacts individually to those species? Certain species may struggle more to the
changed environment from construction as well as berthing operations, where if you
are only looking at coral cover, other weed species may recuperate just fine. This
would impact reef diversity in corals along with associated reef fish and other
invertebrates. An example of this type of 'weed' species overtake would be in Apra
Harbor Guam with Porietes rus, and Molokini crater with a Montipora species. Lower
diversity in coral species will impact diversity of habitat and thereby have greater
potential for ecosystem shifts.

That's all I have for now. Thanks again for the opportunity to comment.

Kate Winters
Coral Reef Ecologist
Hawaii, Great Barrier Reef, Mariana Islands, Gulf of Mexico
USDOI, USDOD, JCU
katelwinters@gmail.com
307 200 1932
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July 2, 2015 
 
Cayman Islands 
Department of Environment 
P.O. Box 10202 
Grand Cayman KY1-1002 
Via Email: doe@gov.ky 
 
Dear Sirs: 
 
On behalf of the Diving Equipment and Marketing Association (DEMA), I am writing to you in regard to the 
proposed cruise ship berthing facility planned for Grand Cayman Island.  DEMA strongly urges the government of 
the Cayman Islands to cease plans to build a cruise ship berthing facility in George Town Harbor. 
 
DEMA is a non-profit trade association (501 (c) 6) based in the United States, representing the diving consumer and 
business interests of the recreational scuba and snorkel diving industries all over the world.  DEMA’s mission is to 
promote sustainable growth in safe recreational scuba diving and snorkeling while protecting the underwater 
environment.   
 
DEMA speaks on behalf of diving businesses around the world, including in the Cayman Islands and the US, and 
represents millions of divers, thousands of whom visit Grand Cayman every year to enjoy the clear waters and living 
reefs currently found there.  Many of these divers arrive in Grand Cayman by air and some by cruise ship, but all are 
interested in participating in recreational diving and enjoying the Cayman Islands’ natural underwater environment, 
one of the jewels of the Caribbean. Grand Cayman is one of the birthplaces of recreational dive travel and has long 
been a premier location for divers from the US seeking a destination close-to-home. In fact, in the 2014 annual 
Reader Survey conducted by on-line diving magazine, Scuba Diving, the island garnered 11 Top 100 Readers 
Choice Awards, including No. 1 for Overall Best Destination in the Caribbean/Atlantic. 
 
DEMA is very concerned about the environmental impact of the proposed cruise ship berthing facility as portrayed 
in the Environmental Statement dated June 2, 2015.  From the projected requirement to destroy living coral reefs and 
the uncertainty regarding environmental and geologic impacts of the facility, to the lack of increases in 
disembarkation rates per hour even with the new berthing facility and loss of recreational diving, it appears that this 
project is not in the best economic interest of the diving or tourist industries in Cayman.  
 
DEMA has at least two overarching concerns regarding this proposed facility; the overall economic impact to the 
diving industry in the Cayman Islands, and the direct environmental damage caused by the destruction of Cayman’s 
most precious natural resource, its coral reefs. We fear the environmental damage will irreparably harm Grand 
Cayman’s reputation (and future) as a premiere diving destination.  
 
Economic Concerns 
In discussing the marine ecology of the project site the Environmental Statement clearly indicates that, “The 
nearshore reefs are economically significant to the Cayman Islands, as they represent an important component of the 
water sports industry (snorkeling and diving) that brings cruise and overnight tourists to the Cayman Islands.”  
DEMA strongly agrees with this statement.   
 

Diving Equipment and Marketing Association · 3750 Convoy Street · Suite 310 · San Diego, CA 92111 · 858-616-6408 
· www.dema.org · www.BeADiver.com · www.DEMAShow.com · 
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Although predictions contained in the Environmental Statement indicate an overall increase in cruise ship passenger 
revenue by $CI 245M over a 20-year period if the facility is built, these predictions are based on minimum growth 
projections of 1% per year for cruise ship passengers, which may not occur after the coral reef in the George Town 
Harbor area is effectively removed and replaced with a cruise ship berthing facility.  
 
During the same 20 year period the revenue loss from water-related tourism is projected to be at least $CI 6.5M 
annually, for a net present value over 20 years of more than $CI 120,000,000, not including a similar annual revenue 
loss over the three year construction period (a total net present value of almost $CI 140,000,000). The reason for this 
loss, as stated in the Environmental Statement, is the degradation of the very coral reefs that are currently attracting 
all visitors, including cruise ship visitors.  It seems likely that the projected annual growth of cruise passengers will 
be similarly affected, reducing the projected 1% per year growth as a result of building the cruise facility. 
 
How Much Do These Visitors Spend? 
Recent data from the Environmental Statement seems to indicate that the average visitor arriving by cruise ship 
spends far less than visitors arriving by air, which air travel includes the majority of divers visiting Grand Cayman: 
 

Cayman Visitors per year 
Number of 

Visitors 

Percent 
of 

Visitors 
Spending During 

Cayman Visit 

Percent 
of 

Spending 
Average Spend per 

Visitor 

Cruise Arrivals 1,400,000 80%  $CI 115,000,000.00  23%  $CI                   82.14  

Air Arrivals 345,400 20%  $CI  381,000,000.00  77%  $CI              1,103.07  

Total Cayman Visitors 1,745,400 100%  $CI  496,000,000.00  100%  $CI                 284.18  

 
It appears that 20% of the Cayman visitor population – in this case, the population arriving by air – accounts for 
(almost) 80% of overall Cayman visitor spending.  An increase in the outreach to those tourists arriving by air, 
especially divers, could result in a significant increase in tourism-related revenues, with fewer construction and 
dredging requirements.  This is indeed possible because the diving consumer is typically affluent, spends significant 
time at a destination when traveling to dive, and is attracted to the natural resources currently available in the 
Cayman Islands. 
 
DEMA’s own research studies indicate diving consumers from the US who visit land-based resorts such as those 
found on Grand Cayman have the following demographic characteristics: 
 

 More than 38% have a yearly household income greater than $US 100,000, compared to only 15% of all US 
households.  These visitors have the money and time to spend on visits to Grand Cayman. 

 More than 24% have children between the ages of 11 and 17 compared to 18% of all US households, 
furthering the opportunity for the Cayman Islands to attract an audience whose family members will visit 
time and again throughout their lives.  A total of more than 42% have children younger than 17 years. 

 More than 50% have a net worth between $US 1million and $US 2million, compared to less than 8% of all 
US households. 

 More than 84% are homeowners compared to 77% of US households, with 29% of these homes having a 
market value in excess of $US 500,000.  By comparison only 10% of US households have homes with a 
similar market value.   

 
DEMA’s full analysis of divers visiting land-based resorts can be found here.  A summary “infographic” of this 
diving visitor appears below. 
 
 
 

http://c.ymcdn.com/sites/dema.site-ym.com/resource/resmgr/For_Download/Resorts2014Analysis_Finalweb.pdf
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It should also be noted that, in addition to the data available from the full analysis of the resort-based diver, among 
some 24,000 divers worldwide also surveyed by DEMA in 2014, the Cayman Islands was ranked number three 
among those diving resort locations visited in the previous 12 months.  The data for the top 10 destinations is shown 
below: 
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To where have you traveled on your INTERNATIONAL OVERNIGHT dive 
trip(s)/vacation(s) during the PAST 12 MONTHS? 

Rank Answer Options Response Percent 

1 Cancun-Cozumel 32.9% 

2 Bahamas 25.2% 

3 Cayman Islands 22.0% 

4 Belize 16.7% 

5 Mexico (other than those listed) 16.5% 

6 Honduras 15.8% 

7 Bonaire 14.6% 

8 Virgin Islands (US) 11.0% 

9 Turks and Caicos 10.5% 

10 Jamaica 9.6% 

 
According to this same 2014 DEMA research, the average diver spent seven nights on their latest overnight, 
international land-based resort dive trip: 
 

 
 
Since the affluent individual described in the demographic profile of the diving consumer visiting the Cayman 
Islands, as presented herein, is concerned with the environment and with the sustainable use of natural resources 
(Source:  Murch, Arvin. 1971. "Public Concern for Environmental Pollution." Public Opinion Quarterly 35:100-
106), it should be a very real concern to the Cayman Islands that any environmental degradation, especially of the 
magnitude being described in the proposed berthing facility Environmental Statement, is likely to have a negative 
impact on the perception of pristine diving which the Cayman Islands now enjoys in the minds of diving consumers.   
 
While we understand that the George Town Harbor area will receive the greatest impact, and other dive sites remain 
available, with the destruction or re-location of Soto’s Reef, the re-location or destruction of the Balboa, and the 
destruction of Devil’s Grotto, it is likely that the number of divers visiting the Cayman Islands will dramatically 
decline as public perception develops regarding this project’s environmental impact, resulting in an immediate and 
adverse economic impact.  Assuming most divers arrive by air, a decline of even 10% in diving visitors to Cayman 
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for a single year would result in a projected loss of more than $CI 38,000,000 in tourism revenue.  In effect, the 
Cayman Islands will be trading the current affluent and sustainable diving consumer for a cruise consumer who 
spends far less on average per visit than the diver traveling to Cayman by air.  Such a trade could have devastating 
impacts on the number of divers visiting the Cayman Islands, with a resulting impact on the Cayman economy, as 
well as on DEMA member businesses based in Cayman.   
 
In summary of this point, the diving consumer from the US visiting Grand Cayman is affluent and interested in 
diving in the type of world-class and pristine diving environment that is currently found in the Cayman Islands.  
These divers are known to stay an average of seven hotel nights on a dive vacation, and according to the 
Environmental Statement, those arriving by air generate an average of more than $CI 1,100 per visitor.  In our 
opinion, there is considerable doubt that this affluent visitor will continue to visit the Cayman Islands for 
recreational diving should that world-class diving be degraded due to construction and operation of the 
proposed cruise berthing facility. 
  
Direct Environmental Concerns 
DEMA agrees with the Environmental Statement which states that, “The development of the proposed project will 
have a significant impact on the marine ecology within George Town Harbor, in particular the coral reefs and 
associated habitat surrounding the project site…Key ecological impacts would include coral destruction, habitat 
fragmentation and reduced biodiversity.”  The Environmental Statement projects the following impacts: 
 
Construction Phase Impacts: 

 Direct impact on approximately 15 acres of coral reefs and marine habitat within the project footprint. 
 Indirect impact (increased stress on and degradation of) additional 15 to 20 acres of coral reefs and 

associated marine habitat located within approximately 200 meters from the project footprint due to elevated 
turbidity and sedimentation levels, particularly during dredging and land reclamation works. 

 Elevated risks of spills and pollution associated with construction traffic, material storage and operations, 
and site runoff.   

 
Operations Impacts:  

 Sediment re-suspension caused by cruise ship traffic to and from the facility will result in elevated turbidity 
and sedimentation levels on adjacent reefs. 

 Increased runoff, with associated increase in sediments and other pollutants. 
 Increased risk of pollution due to accidental discharges and spills (cruise ship sewage, bilge water, etc). 
 Increased risk of introduction of invasive species from ballast water. 
 Turbidity and sedimentation associated with maintenance dredging operations (if required). 
 Increased risk of marine incidents, and associated potential for damage to nearshore reefs. 
 Currently cruise ships arriving in the Cayman Islands drop anchor in an area that has been in use for this 

purpose for more than 30 years.  Thus, this area’s reefs have long been damaged by these anchors, and are 
likely not at risk for further significant damage.  However, one positive impact of a cruise berthing facility 
may include the reduced need for using an anchor on an offshore reef.   

 
Turbidity, Silt, Dredge Debris and More – As described in the Environmental Statement, there have been no true 
investigations of the makeup of the material in and around the proposed berthing project site.  Before such a project 
is considered or launched, there should be no doubt as to the makeup of this subsurface material as it will have an 
immediate impact on the type of dredge and the mitigation techniques required to prevent total destruction of the 
diving sites near George Town Harbor. 
 
 

http://www.cruiseresearch.org/Cruise%20Control.pdf
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In addition to the fate of the reefs being considered for removal, DEMA is gravely concerned about the health of the 
reefs not marked for direct destruction by dredging but impacted by the action of the sediment suspended in the 
water and settling on the reef during the dredging operation.  Further, as outlined in the Environmental Statement, 
the surrounding reef will be impacted by the need for periodic future “maintenance” dredging, as well as dredging 
which is required following significant storm action.  This maintenance action will further endanger living coral and 
risk additional future economic problems for those in the watersports industries.  
 
Land-Based Concerns - An additional problem raised in the Environmental Statement is the fact that the 7.7 acres of 
new land created by the dredge tailings as part of the facility are subject to liquefaction, should additional 
earthquakes take place on or near Cayman.  Although perhaps not as prominent or frequent as hurricanes, 
earthquakes are still devastating in and around the Caribbean.  Cayman lies very close to an active fault line (the 
Gonave Microplate) and along with other islands in the Caribbean has suffered major earthquakes in the past.  A 6.8 
magnitude earthquake took place near Cayman in December 2004 three months after the Cayman Islands were hit by 
Hurricane Ivan.  A 7.0 magnitude earthquake in Haiti in January of 2010 killed an estimated 230,000 people, injured 
some 300,000 more, and made a million people homeless in one of the world’s ten deadliest natural disasters.  A 
week later, the Cayman Islands experienced a 5.9 magnitude earthquake.   
 
Although these earthquakes and others near and around Cayman have traditionally caused only minor damage in the 
Cayman Islands, the presence of a new and artificial spit of land that is subject to this liquefaction phenomenon 
represents a real danger to those who are present when the earthquake strikes, and important to this discussion, 
presents the risk that additional reef damage will occur during the dredging required to re-build the berthing facility 
following an earthquake.   
 
By way of historical reference, some of the greatest damage that took place in the City of San Francisco in the 1906 
earthquake was in the areas of that city subject to this same liquefaction phenomenon. 
 

 
The Gonave Microplate and Jamaica, with parts of Cuba and Hispaniola showing relevant plate 

boundaries - red dots represent past epicenters 
Source: University of the West Indies 

 

http://geomaps.wr.usgs.gov/sfgeo/liquefaction/effects.html
http://geomaps.wr.usgs.gov/sfgeo/liquefaction/image_pages/fill1906.html
http://www.mona.uwi.edu/earthquake/quickinfo.htm#epicentre
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Epicenter of the December 2004 Earthquake near Cayman (Magnitude 6.8).  Note proximity to the red fault line. 

Source: US Geological Survey Website 
 

 
Epicenter of the January 2010 Earthquake near Cayman (Magnitude 5.9).  Note proximity to the red fault line. 

Source: US Geological Survey Website 
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Impact of dredging material disposal – The Environmental Statement calls for 169,000 cubic yards of material to be 
dumped in an area 1.25 miles offshore (west) of the project site.  Any such dumping should require at least the same 
environmental impact study as is required to intentionally sink an artificial reef made from any material.  There 
seems to be little information as to how the proposed dumping site links to the shallow reefs, and without this 
information on the continuum of biodiversity and the web of interaction, the results of simply dumping debris could 
be damaging to both areas.  Apparently no such study has been undertaken. 
 
Since the proposal calls for underwater areas close to popular dive sites to be transformed to accommodate the 
berthing facility, even a partial failure to create the economic benefit projected in the Environmental Statement will 
be devastating to the long term environmental and economic survival of the Cayman Islands.  Once the damage to 
the underwater environment is done, there is no turning back.  In our opinion, any potential economic upside of this 
project is inadequate when compared to the greater risks involved with the potential for failure of this project to 
create positive economic benefit, and the long-term environmental risks involved. 
 
In conclusion of this topic, even though the Environmental Statement suggests several possible mitigation 
measures for both construction and operation phases of the facility, the Statement also indicates that such 
enormously expensive mitigation measures as relocating whole sections of coral reef, “will not achieve a ‘no 
net loss,’ and success is not guaranteed.”  With the natural coral reefs being perhaps Cayman’s greatest natural 
resource and the primary asset that attracts diving and non-diving (cruise) tourists, the willful destruction of this 
coral reef to create a cruise ship berthing facility seems a short-sighted plan and potentially a horrific blow to the 
long term economic and environmental survival of the people of Cayman. 
 
Conclusion 
The Cayman Islands has a unique and irreplaceable resource in their natural coral reefs.  These same reefs have 
attracted visitors for many years, and are the basis for the attraction of recreational scuba divers and snorkelers to 
Cayman, as well as cruise-conveyed visitors.  This attraction is so strong that Cayman became one of the first 
locations sought out for dive travel by participants in the recreational diving community during the fledgling years of 
the sport. 
 
The loss of 15 to 30 acres of living reef which will no longer be available to attract diving or cruise visitors will be 
irreversible and devastating to Cayman and to the world diving community at large.  DEMA strongly urges that the 
Cayman Islands Government cease plans to initiate this project due to the high potential for negative environmental 
impacts and their adverse economic results.  Such negative impacts could be detrimental to the people of Cayman 
and devastating to the recreational diving community visiting the islands. 
 
We would be pleased to help in any way you deem appropriate and stand ready to assist.  Thank you for the 
opportunity to provide input on this critical issue. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Tom Ingram 
Executive Director 
tingram@dema.org 
858-616-6408 
 
 

mailto:tingram@dema.org


From: Andre Webber
To: DOE
Subject: Do not destroy your natural resources NO PIER
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 6:20:00 PM

Please deny permits for the proposed cruise ship pier. Do not destroy the underwater beauty of the
island that is irreplaceable.
This is your only chance to preserve what Cayman is famous for.

Sincerely,

Pam Balash

Sent from my iPad

mailto:andre@stthomasdivingclub.ocm
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Caryn Bing
To: DOE
Subject: Opposed to the piers!
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 6:44:34 PM

I am past (and hopefully future) visitor to GC and the Cayman Islands.  I have been a
'cruise passenger' several times, and also visited as a diver on a liveaboard dive boat
for a week in 2013. I know first hand the challenges that tendering can present to the
cruise passengers, and I also know first hand how pristine and healthy the reefs are
due to careful practices to protect them (except for the recent anchor accidents that
damaged reefs in GC.)

Please do not build cruise ship piers.   This will destroy the beauty of your island,
above and below the water line.  The damage to the reef will most certainly be more
wide spread than the estimates already indicate.  

Find some other way to accommodate cruise ships.   And maybe limit the number
that can be in port on any given day.    

Just say NO to the piers.
 
Caryn Bing
Las Vegas, NV

mailto:carynbing@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Steve Weaver
To: DOE
Subject: Stop the cruise ship berthing facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 7:46:33 PM

To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing to you on behalf of the Colorado Scuba Retailers Association.  We are a group of DIVE 
RETAILERS working together to promote scuba diving in Colorado.

We recently heard that the Cayman Islands Department of Environment was considering building a cruise 
ship berthing facility in Georgetown.  This news is very disturbing to our members and the organization as 
a whole.  We are adamantly opposed to the plan.

Being a land locked state we all do a significant amount of travel to dive destinations around the globe.  
We also influence the decisions of our clients advising them where they should go to experience the best 
coral reef diving.  The Cayman Islands has long since been one of our most popular destinations.  We 
organize group trips to the islands and send individual divers there on a regular basis.  Mainly due to the 
healthy coral reefs and abundant marine life.  Also because the Cayman Islands government has always 
been on the forefront of coral reef preservation efforts, making the islands very appealing to 
environmentally concerned divers.

The proposal, if approved would be in direct counter indication of what the Cayman Islands have worked 
so hard to preserve.  Intentionally approving a project the destroys the very thing you have worked so hard 
to protect is not only inconceivable but also irresponsible.  The message this sends to the dive industry as 
well as the divers at large is that the Cayman Islands cares more about potential revenue from cruse ships 
than they do from divers.  It will surely have a negative impact on divers traveling to Grand Cayman in the 
future.  Speaking for myself and my fellow CSRA members, we would be disillusioned and disappointed if 
this project moves forward and it would forever taint our image of the Cayman Islands.  PLEASE do not 
approve this project!

Sincerely,

Steve Weaver – Vice President
Colorado Scuba Retailers Association
www.divecolorado.com

mailto:steve@weaversdive.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Morgan BPD
To: DOE
Subject: No To the New Docks
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 7:48:01 PM

 Good afternoon, 
 
My name is Morgan Dixon, 
I am a 19 year old guy who cares very much for the island I grew up on.
I became a certified diver on 19-Oct-2014 and as such I became part of the world wide
group of 
divers who are also known as the ambassador's for the underwater world, upon which we
go and we take what 
we learn and what we experienced and we educate others on how delicate and important it
is to protect 
what little is left of our Islands natural and most beautiful reefs.
It breaks my heart thinking about all the damage that may be done to all the marine life and
how it will effect the 
people who so love to dive in the Cayman waters.
I very rarely ever use the word "hate" but I do very much hate the idea of this "Cultural
Improvement".
There is nothing that building this new dock will improve besides how much money the
cruise lines can make 
in return of destroying thousands of corals for this unsightly Project.
I am greatly disappointed that destroying the reef was even thought of and even more
disappointed in 
Cayman for not taking a stand for something so big.
I waive against this project and do hope this shows that its not only the reefs that will be
effected
but young Caymanians like myself also.

Best Regards, 
    Morgan Dixon
 
 
 
 

mailto:morgandixon1996@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Robert Kuehl
To: DOE
Subject: No Cruise Ship Berth!!
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 7:53:34 PM

My family and I (which has grown to 30+ people now, with another baby expected any day)  have been
coming to Cayman since 1970.  We have not missed a year, and often come several times a year
between us.  We COME TO DIVE, and have already seen your unmatchably pristine waters greatly
affected by the cruise ship business.  We fear Cayman building the new cruise ship berthing facility will
irrevocably damage the underwater environment that draws us there year after year, and will seek new
countries to visit should that happen.

Thank you for listening, as we hold Cayman dear in our hearts and minds.

Sincerely,

Bobbie Kuehl
Kansas City, MO
USA

mailto:rjkuehl@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Christine Pervaiz
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship berthing in Cayman Islands
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 8:02:32 PM

To whom it may concern,
As an avid diver, I am opposed to the creation of cruise ship berths in the Cayman Islands.  I
understand that the Cayman government is probably trying to increase their tourist trade; but, by using
cruise ships and the dredging it would require, it would destroy the very reason people visit this
island...the gorgeous coral reefs.  With so many coral reefs around the world in jeopardy, please do not
allow this facility to be built and ruin such a precious treasure.  This would be a loss that could not be
undone or recovered.

Thank you for your time,

Christine Pervaiz

Sent from my iPad

mailto:cpervaiz@icloud.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Taylor Johnson
To: DOE
Subject: No Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 8:21:30 PM

To Whom it May Concern,

My family and I (which has grown to almost 30 people now, with another baby
expected any day)  have been coming to Cayman since 1970.  We have not missed a
year, and usually come several times a year between us. 

We COME TO DIVE, and have already seen your formally unparalleled pristine waters
greatly affected by the cruise ship business.  We fear if Cayman builds the new
cruise ship berthing facility it will irrevocably damage the underwater environment
that still draws us there year after year, and will seek new countries to visit should
that happen.

Thank you for listening, as we hold Cayman dear in our hearts and minds.

Sincerely,

Taylor Johnson

Des Moines, IA 

USA

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:taylorjohnson3@me.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Robert Daniels
To: DOE
Subject: No Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 8:28:30 PM

To Whom it May Concern,

My family and I (which has grown to almost 30 people now, with another baby expected any day)  have
been coming to Cayman since 1970.  We have not missed a year, and usually come several times a year
between us. 

We COME TO DIVE, and have already seen your formally unparalleled pristine waters greatly affected
by the cruise ship business.  We fear if Cayman builds the new cruise ship berthing facility it will
irrevocably damage the underwater environment that still draws us there year after year, and will seek
new countries to visit should that happen.

I just got married on the island in May, we love it how it is, this facility would be detrimental. Thank
you for listening, as we hold Cayman dear in our hearts and minds.

Sincerely,

Robert Daniels

Des Moines, IA

USA

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:daniels.robert1@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Gary Howze
To: DOE
Subject: Re: Lionfish Pole Spear License Renewal
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 8:34:41 PM

Will do when we return. Just left and will be back early September. Still use the spears.

Gary and Darla Howze

-----Original Message-----
From: DOE <DOE@gov.ky>
Cc: Johnson, Bradley <Bradley.Johnson@gov.ky>; Gibb, James <James.Gibb@gov.ky>
Sent: Thu, Jul 2, 2015 2:46 pm
Subject: Lionfish Pole Spear License Renewal

Dear Lionfish Culler
 
It has come to our attention that your Lionfish Spear License is out of date.  Please contact
Bradley Johnson on bradley.johnson@gov.ky or James Gibb on james.gibb@gov.ky at your
earliest convenience to organize a time to renew your license or return the Lionfish Spear
issued to you if you are no longer using it.
 
Note that we need a recent (within the last 6 months) police clearance to complete the
application.
 
Please see the attached renewal form  for full details and requirements.
 
Many Thanks,
 
Cayman Islands Department of Environment
Office: (+345) 949 8469
Web: http://www.DoE.ky

mailto:garyhowze@aol.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: John Gordon
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Birth
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 8:35:17 PM

Dear Officials,
I want you to know as the Director of the Colorado Underwater Photographic Society I do
not support the destruction of any coral reef anywhere. I have led groups to Grand Cayman
and have been to Little Cayman. If the is put in I will no longer recommend any of your dive
locations and I will loudly lobby against anybody going there.
Sincerely,
John T Gordon
Director 
CUPS  

mailto:jgdiver51@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Chris Burrowswood
To: DOE
Subject: how to destroy Cayman
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 8:37:13 PM

easy build a dock

Say no to the dock

mailto:burrowswood@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Neil van Niekerk
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 9:15:48 PM
Attachments: NeilSignature.png
Importance: High

Dear Fellow Conservationists,

After calling the Cayman Islands home for more than a decade, having made my 
living in the Dive Tourism Industry on all 3 islands, this subject is difficult for me to 
approach. 
I've served the tourism industry as President of the Sister Islands Tourism 
Association and Environmental Director of the Cayman Islands Tourism Association 
touching many environmental issues from Grouper SPAG to Lionfish and the NCL.
I have been exposed to all sides of this argument both for and against and I cannot 
believe we are faced with this decision as last available viable option. 

To be clear, the greatest natural resource the Cayman Islands has to conserve, is 
below the water. 
It's a fragile environment that is reliant on near perfect conditions to exist and these 
conditions are either not present or have been destroyed by other islands competing 
for tourism dollars.
Water quality being the most important factor to preservation of this environment is 
evident in the stark difference in marine life between Little Cayman and Grand 
Cayman.
No heavy industry, no cruise industry and no runoff contribute to the near perfect 
conditions for the marine ecosystem to persist and the Cayman Islands boast the 
healthiest marine park in the Caribbean because of this.
These very same conditions would exist in Grand Cayman today as they did in 
previous years, however the tourism machine in Grand Cayman has exploited this 
most precious resource to the point of destruction and once again threatens what 
little is left.

At what point is enough, actually enough?
Sustainable development by definition is: the economic development that is conducted 
without depletion of natural resources.
The proposed does not meet the most basic criteria of sustainable development and 
I cannot in good faith support anything which I believe to be failing in this most 
basic requirement.
The scope of the destruction planned is too great to address in this email, the 
purpose of which is to provide a staunch NAY vote to the proposed cruise 
berthing facility.

I beseech you as the stewards in charge of this, our most precious of resources, to 
do all in your power to find an alternative to the proposed.

Yours Sincerely,

mailto:manager@southerncrossclub.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky





From: elly wray
To: DOE
Subject: Opposition to Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 9:48:49 PM

Dear Sirs and Madams,

My name is Elly Wray. I was very fortunate to have spent nearly seven years of my
life, from 2007 into 2013, living on Grand Cayman’s East End. I was first introduced
to the beauty of Cayman’s reefs as a tourist, falling in love with the crystal clear
waters, the dramatic walls, and the abundance of coral and sponge life on the reefs.
I was so moved as to pursue a career in diving, earning my PADI Open Water Scuba
Instructor certification, and moving to East End to work as an instructor and as
Photo & Video Pro at Ocean Frontiers. I earned my living introducing thousands of
tourists a year to the beauty of Grand Cayman’s underwater environment, capturing
memories for visiting divers to take home with them from their visits to Cayman. I
now find myself worried that much of what I recorded through the lens will be only
that—memories.

During my time on island, I witnessed Cayman’s reefs struggle to survive through
periods of coral bleaching, algae overgrowth, white ring disease, black band disease,
the onslaught of the invasive lionfish. I’ve documented divesites in their full
resplendent abundance, and watched the same sites wither and decay. Sites located
on the East End, supposedly ‘free’ of the pressures that the west side divesites have
been subjected too. When it was proposed that a cruise ship dock be constructed in
East End, I partnered with Stephen Broadbent of Ocean Frontiers to produce a video
to oppose dock construction, rallied with locals at Lover’s Wall, and fought to
preserve our reefs. 

I write to you now as a plea to preserve the reefs of Georgetown and the whole of
the west. The dive industry has been the backbone of tourism in the Cayman Islands
since the early days of Bob Soto’s in the 1950s. These diving tourists are the ones
who return, year after year, even bringing their children and grandchildren.  They
are the constants, continually supporting the eco-tourism Cayman has to offer. They
stay on-island, patronizing local businesses, supporting Cayman’s economy. Cayman
depends on this kind of tourist. Even in my time on Cayman, many such divers
would exclaim, “Oh, but you should have seen it 10, 20, 30 years ago.” I wish I
could have. I wish that my children, and my children’s children will have a chance to
know the beautiful underwater world that has shaped my life. What Cayman has to
offer is unique. As the motto goes, “He hath founded it upon the seas.” The only
way to preserve Cayman’s underwater environment, its integrity as a worthwhile
dive destination is to actively fight to preserve its reefs. Please, do not construct this
dock and destroy the reefs of Georgetown. The environmental pressure is too great,
and our struggling reefs will not recover. Sustainable tourism will founder, and all
that will remain are the artificial remembrances of a wild, beautiful, sea of palest
emerald.

mailto:wrayphoto@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


With sincerity and hope,

Elly Wray



From: John Ferguson
To: DOE
Subject: Oppose
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 9:54:16 PM

I absolutely oppose any construction of a cruise ship berthing post!

Please! Dont let this happen!
John Ferguson

Sent from my iPad

mailto:fergsplates@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Brad Nelson           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Owner/Operator of Cayman University Divers    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes, and a registered voter 

Where were you born?  USA       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 27 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  West Bay 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I own a Scuba Diving operation in which I make my living. I also worked at Bob Soto’s Diving for 
17 years and have dived many times in the area designated to be destroyed.  

Any “non-water (snorkeler/diver)” person can look out to sea and know nothing about the 
topography or eco-systems that reside there – all they see is a bunch of water. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

   AGR EE  

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I AGREE that it would be a convenience for the ship’s passengers – however, I can come up with 
several options that allow a berthing facility without having to do all the dredging that will 
destroy the areas in question.   

1) Tee the docks parallel to shore out at the edge of the wall. It’s 70-100’ deep out there so 
no dredging – only pylon placement. The cruise shippers would have to walk farther but 
there could be areas that they would stop and look down on the wreck and the reefs that 
would still be there. Sell them fish food and cameras! 

2) Put floating extensions on the proposed docks that span out over the wall. They don’t 
offload passengers from the stern so the ships don’t need to come all the way in - no 
dredging required.  

Just a couple of quick, simple ideas where everyone can be happy. 

 

 

 

1. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 
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2. Do you have any other comments? 

I, like everyone else should, worries what will actually happen to the West side of the Island if 
this should somehow be approved and acted upon.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

http://www.doe.ky/
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2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

mailto:doe@gov.ky


From: Elaine McLeod
To: DOE
Subject: Docking Facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 10:13:19 PM

Please do NOT destroy that beautiful reef for the sake of some overbearing cruise ship companies. It's
not worth it and the natural beauty of Cayman is what makes it special.

Leave it be. The cruise ships will figure it out.

It took so long for Mother Nature to make this beautiful underwater habitat don't let it be destroyed!

Sincerely,
Elaine McLeod,
Email: etmcleod@shaw.ca
Canada

 
Sent from my iPhone

mailto:etmcleod@shaw.ca
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Duncan
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 10:43:45 PM

As an active scuba diver and a property owner in East End, Grand Cayman, I strongly object to the
proposed construction of a berthing facility that, in construction and later dredging will destroy the reefs
that make Grand Cayman a world class dive destination.

The revenue from the day tripping cruise ships is small in comparison to the week to month long
vacations of tens of thousands of divers each year.

Duncan Seibert
Compass Point #205
East End, Grand Cayman
Sent from my iPad

mailto:duncan@seibert.cc
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: jeverettparkinson@gmail.com on behalf of John Parkinson
To: DOE
Subject: Comment on Proposed Cruise Birthing Facility
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 10:58:26 PM

Greetings,

The proposed cruise birthing facility in the Cayman Islands was recently brought to
my attention, specifically with regard to damage that will be done to coral reefs in
the area (6 hectares of reef habitat).  The environmental impact report states that
coral transplantation can be used as a mitigation technique.   I am a marine biologist
who has been working on coral restoration throughout the Caribbean for several
years, and I can tell you firsthand that coral transplantation is not sufficient to
ameliorate the environmental impact of destruction of this scale.  Not by a long shot.

While great advances in transplantation and restoration have been made recently,
the reality is that even with the most current technology and scientific theory, we
have very little capacity to predict how well corals will survive when moved to a new
area, even when trying to match the new environment to the original environment. 
In some cases, every single coral has died.  Of course, other projects have been
(modestly) more successful, but losses are incurred at every step, and second-order
effects are difficult to predict.  There will be no way to know, for example, if fish
populations will migrate to the new area, assuming the corals survive.  If instead
they simply leave for reefs elsewhere, you're talking about more than just damage to
the diving tourist economy, but to the fishing economy as well.

Although I am a conservationist and I would personally place reef health over the
temporary economic benefit provided by cruise lines, my goal here is not to make an
appeal to your conscience regarding endangered species, coastal protection,
sustainable fisheries, etc.  I am sure others will make those arguments.  My goal is
simply to inform you that the environmental impact report is flawed in its
presentation of coral transplantation as a viable method for reducing the impact of
the facility's construction (as is it's proposal of adding compensatory habitat to the
marine park--if we were good at creating coral habitat, we would be doing it).  You
cannot simply 'move the reef.'  You cannot expect to have the same degree of
economic goods and services that the reef currently provides.  I am sure you are
willing to accept some loss, but you will not be able to predict in advance how much
of a loss you will incur.  It's an absolute gamble..

John Parkinson

These comments present my own opinion, and do not represent that of any
institution I am affiliated with.

::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::

John Parkinson, Ph.D.

Dept. Biol., Chem., & Mar. Sci.
University of the Ryukyus
1 Senbaru, Nishihara
Okinawa, Japan 903-0213

mailto:jeverettparkinson@gmail.com
mailto:jparkinson@psu.edu
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


email: jparkinson@psu.edu
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: PR and Outreach Coordinator/ Trust administrator    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  USA       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? Since birth; Caymanian parents 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside? George Town  

What is your interest in the Project? 

As a young Caymanian, I am concerned about the ecological, social and economic health of the 
country that my generation and those younger than me will have to inherit. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

*     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

We need our security- we do NOT need a berthing facility 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

This proposal is backwards, short sighted, and self destructive. How shameful of us to even try 
and talk about eco-responsibility, tourism and sustainability when we are so keen to push 
projects that jeopordise what makes us distinct and attractive to visitors in the first place. 

How do we teach respect for the law when the development of such a project is to be 
conducted in a marine park? We pass the NCL, pat ourselves on the back then push this? 

Do not do this.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 



View this email in your browser

Copyright © 2015 Cayman’s Port. Cayman’s Future., All rights reserved.
You are receiving this email because you opted in at our website.
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From: Cathy Church
To: "Cayman’s Port. Cayman’s Future."; michael.tafoya@trc-cayman.com
Cc: DOE; McTaggart, Roy; editor
Subject: Re: Cayman’s Port. Cayman’s Future - Know The Facts, Be Informed
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 11:09:18 PM
Attachments: PastedGraphic-3.tiff

Dear Mr. Hamaty, (forwarded via Michael Tafoya)
Dear. Kirkconnell brothers, (I do not have email addresses for the Kirkconnells, so I hope that you can forward this to them.
Dear Hon. Moses Kirkconnell,

Your organization sent me your ad — I am Cathy Church. Do you realize that I am in the dead zone as indicated on page 134 of the EI report?

Since you did not realize how many of us may suffer dramatically with this project, since you say that our being ruined is scaremongering, I added in some names of a few companies who depend on clear water but who operate in the predicted dead zone. You say 
we are inaccurate — If this map is inaccurate, tell the people who made this report. This is THEIR image of the worst case scenario, which they freely admit is just as possible as the least problematic possibility. Rackhams is listed because (I think) they (or another 
shoreside restaurant) encourages shore diving from their establishment and a lot of people go there to visit the Cali and enjoy the restaurant afterwards.

We are NOT advocating Status Quo. Why do you keep saying that?? We advocate using a different way to deliver cruise passengers to your door and it will NOT make “the economic future of the Cayman Islands shut down.” Now YOU are scaremongering! Our 
future IS important and that is why we know that this island needs to protect its natural environment so that cruise visitors can enjoy a great time snorkeling at Eden Rock, Paradise, wreck of the Cali and Scuba dive at Sunset House and Fosters and off Lobster Pot 
and enjoy the submarine ride in front of Sunset House. 

WHY do people from Kansas book a trip to the Caribbean?? Not to shop—they can do that anywhere. They come here for the climate, the water, the snorkeling, the diving, the beach… sure, they will pick up a souvenir or a beautiful piece of jewelry, but getting 
them here is the lure of the clean water and beautiful reef. Selling them stuff once they are here, is your job. Would Cozumel destroy their ruins, would Jamaica wreck its water falls? I am sure they would never do that. Would Cayman silt out their 
BEST snorkel spots? Evidently you think it is no big deal. Have ANY of you been down there and looked at this stuff? Are you really deciding the future of something you have never personally experienced??

No one says you need status Quo. What we ARE saying is that you can spend less money more effectively by building good dock side amenities with proper, secure enclosures for immigration that satisfy the cruise lines. Get more and better tenders that provide a 
free ride on the ocean, that can accommodate wheel chairs, and that are decorated in a fun way. It will add a lot to the experience and will not slow down disembarkation when done right. Then, work on the down town area so that you can encourage all visitors 
and local residents and more to come to your wonderful stores and spend even more money. It can be done. 

You cannot go forward with this plan and not do a lot of damage. Everything the report lists as a possible way to avoid, mitigate and offset environmental impacts were clearly not possible, as discussed during the question period and in person, and the costs if 
attempted are not included in the costs of the construction. This is a fact. I can get you more experts who know more about this than the folks making up this report.

How do you plan to compensate those whom you hurt? Our plan does not hurt anyone. No one will suffer unless you proceed and then you guys will suffer, too, during the construction phase. What a mess that will be for you. But your troubles will eventually end, 
while ours go on for a much longer time. Silted, dead coral, and silted dead sponges can rarely get a new foothold when each ship stirs up fresh silt several times a day, four days a week, forever as witnessed every time a ship leaves Jamaica. (I use that example 
because that is where I was able to watch the huge silt plume from our thrusters a few months ago.)

And in no way tell me that this plan will increase jobs. We all know that every country in the world has some unemployment. We are no different. If the huge development at Camana Bay did not eliminate unemployment, nothing will, because in every country there 
are a small number of people who just want a free ride from their parents, their spouse, from the government, whatever. And we all know that most restaurants use expats because that type of work is not culturally acceptable to many young Caymanians who need 
it the most. When you raise your kids to disrespect good honest work, you reap the consequences. Most young Caymanians do not want to work in a janitorial, gardening, or waitress or even some construction jobs as they consider it demeaning —in other words 
entry level jobs that we all started in are not available to many new workers here. A massive dock project will not change that.

As you say -- opinions vary. We have the investigation, we have the facts, so, lets sit down and make a new plan that is good for EVERYBODY. We can be better than those other destinations. We can be small, friendly, comfortable, clean, fun, and SPECIAL. Ships will 
not stop coming. They will love us!! And we will grow and prosper.

sincerely
Cathy Church
cchurch@cathychurch.com

at the Sunset House Hotel
PO Box 479
Grand Cayman KY1-1106
Cayman Islands
(345) 949-7415 phone
(607) 330-3504 U.S. direct
www.cathychurch.com

The photo experts in the Cayman Islands since 1970!

On Jul 2, 2015, at 4:56 PM, Cayman’s Port. Cayman’s Future. <caymansfuture@gmail.com> wrote:
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From: Norman Linton
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed cruise port plans
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 1:54:59 AM

I am absolutely opposed to the massive destruction of our reefs.

Our reefs not only bring divers to these islands they are a vital environment for fish
and other marine life. 

In my opinion the cruise industry provides limited income to these islands and has
contributed to the destruction of George Town as a working city. It is now just a
collection of jewelry and t shirt shops. A place for locals to avoid. 

There are cheaper, non destructive means of bringing cruise ship passengers back
and forth. Such as better designed tenders.

Norman Linton

mailto:nlinton@mortgage-investments.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Kimberly Ferran
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – EIA Consultation June 2015
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 4:40:42 AM

Dear Sir or Madam, 

As a practicing Marine Biologist for more than 20 years, I have worked in the
Caribbean extensively. I would argue that the benefits of cruise ship tourism are far
outweighed by the long term negative impacts.
There have been rigorous studies that detail the physical damage done to the
natural resource base such as destruction of the reef complex, including mangroves
and seagrass that cannot be replicated. The coral reef ecosystem supports the entire
human socioeconomic system with food production, physical protection, and yes,
tourism. 
As well the vast numbers of tourists that the cruise ships bring into a sensitive
ecosystem without consideration for carrying capacity also carry negative impacts. I
implore you to consider these long term negative impacts against short term
economic gain. 
Please take the time to aggressively research other cruise ship terminal projects that
invested heavily only to not see the projected economic return at the cost of
irreplaceable natural resources and continued negative environmental impacts.

At the very least, please consider modifying your existing plans and refrain from
destroying existing coral reef. 

Kimberly G. Ferran
Florida Atlantic University
Department of Geosciences
Doctoral Candidate

mailto:kferran@my.fau.edu
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Andrew Pederson
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Facility
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 6:55:04 AM

Several studies at various locations worldwide show the addition of cruise ship ports
add little value to the local economies. Those tourists' expenditures are spread out
through their entire voyage, and they spend much less than those who fly in and
stay at hotels, resorts or condos.

In building this facility acres of fertile reef will be either destroyed or severely
damaged / negatively impacted. You can't just state there will be relocation or
rebuilding of complex reef systems and magically make it happen. It would take
centuries.

Andrew Pederson
Underwater Photographer ~ www.reefheart.com
425-449-0658 in Seattle

mailto:andrew@reefheart.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://www.reefheart.com/


From: Billie Jo Malyk
To: DOE
Subject: Port
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 7:49:16 AM

Good morning, I want to go on record that I support the Cayman Islands Government Cruise
Berthing Facility. 
 
Kind regards,
Billie Jo Malyk (Mrs)
(345) 925-9736
Liftech Forklifts
 
Confidentiality Note: This message is intended only for the named recipient and may contain confidential, proprietary or legally privileged
information. The information is intended for the use of the individual or entity named above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this information is
strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please advise the sender by reply e-mail, and delete this message and any
attachments. Thank you.
 
 

mailto:platinumbj@candw.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

Sherrie Hall 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years:x 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:   housewife  

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? yes 

Where were you born?    US     

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 1.5 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Raleigh Quay 

What is your interest in the Project?  Enjoy snorkelling in the Georgetown area, interested in  

Georgetown improvements. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

 xxxx     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

Disagree: I think the tendering process works well, but would like to see improvements to the current 

facility. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

   x  

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

Agree: I felt the EIA was very thorough and honest 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

I feel the berthing facility OBC has far too many definite, unavoidable negatives which are not at all 

mitigated by the small and uncertain positives.  The income expectation deemed “reasonable” by Baird 

wouldn’t even cover the known costs and losses, even if we could be certain costs would not grow.   

Unfortunately, we know they would, as Baird admitted the budgeted coral remediation costs alone were 

half of the minimum required.  The multi-year construction process would cause at least some cruises to  

skip us completely during that phase, and businesses downtown would be harmed, some irreparably. 

I also feel that priorities could perhaps be better set: what good does it do to have a berthing facility 

if downtown will still smell like Mount Trashmore?  People don’t come to Cayman to see a dock, they  

come to see the beaches, water, and reefs, and may even come to see Georgetown if we focus our 

efforts on improving the town instead of the docks.  Make the shoreline beautiful, with plants, flowers, 

and places to sit, expand and improve the museum, and expand beyond the typical souvenir 

and duty-free shopping into a unique shopping experience with stores with a local flavour and items 

unlike what people are seeing at every other vacation stop.  I hope you won’t build according to the OBC 

but I pray blessings on you and this island regardless. 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky


From: Gary Davis
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 8:20:34 AM

Hi,
 
My wife and I spent a really enjoyable two weeks diving on Grand
Cayman with DiveTech last year. Whilst I appreciate that you need the
business generated by cruise ships, I’m sure you also need the business
generated by divers like my wife & I that visit independently of the cruise
ships. The reason we come almost 5,000 miles (London to Grand
Cayman) is the quality of your reef system and abundant wildlife. If you
start dumping thousands of tons of sand, a large proportion of your reef
system will be stressed not to mention thousands of fish.
 
Please reconsider this plan.
 

Gary Davis
 

mailto:gary@coxandallen-builders.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): AMBER BOTHWELL           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years:  

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:  TEACHER   

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? YES 

Where were you born?   GRAND CAYMAN      

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  WEST BAY 

What is your interest in the Project? 

Concerned citizen. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

 

    

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

The process of tendering tourists from the ships seems to work well and adds to the ‘Cayman 
experience’ for them. Improvement of the experience of disembarkation and embarkation should 
come from measures such as: improved facilities within the port for persons with disabilities 
(increased wheelchair access points, disabled bathrooms, ramps/lifts, etc.); fewer ships in port 
per day in the busy months (e.g. limit of 3 per day); making parts of central George Town 
pedestrian only, at least at certain times; more public parking on the peripheries of central George 
Town. Such measures will improve congestion of pedestrian and vehicular traffic, and result in 
shorter wait times for tenders and easier access to town.  

Furthermore, as acknowledged in the EIA, stayover tourists spend more than cruise tourists but 
stayover tourists are deterred by increased cruise ship presence (traffic, noise, etc.). We should 
not be seeking to increase either the size or number of the ships coming to Cayman. Instead, we 
should be focusing our tourism product on the increasingly lucrative eco-tourism sector and 
branding ourselves as such. 

Perhaps the main attraction of a berthing facility would be the protection of the marine 
environment from anchors and anchor chains, but the EIA suggests that the project will be 
counter-productive with major negative impact on the environment there. Anecdotal evidence 
from other jurisdictions also seems to suggest that immediate and long term damage is caused by 
such projects. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  
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1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

   

 

 

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Do you have any other comments? 
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Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky


From: Dana L
To: DOE
Subject: Opposition to the Cayman Islands Cruise Berthing Facility
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 9:25:34 AM

I am writing to respectfully request that you stop any plans for the Cayman Islands
Cruise Berthing Facility. 

I have been diving for over 40 years and just one dive from Sunset House has
convinced me that the Cayman Islands water is the best in the world. 

Please review once again the environmental reports as the irreversible damage to
the reefs and surrounding waters that will be done both during construction and
operation on this facility. 

The world can not afford to lose another square meter of reef. 

Thank you for your consideration.  

-- 
Dana Polites
Dive Industry Association
832-247-5316

mailto:dana@diveindustry.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: david arnold
To: DOE
Cc: spalumbi@stanford.edu
Subject: EIS cruise/port pier
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 9:28:10 AM

The Cayman Island corals are struggling for survival. Enclosed are two photos of Bonnie’s Arch off the west shore of Grand 
Cayman. 

©Paul Humann 1980
]

mailto:northwester@comcast.net
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:spalumbi@stanford.edu


©David Arnold 2012

In a coral environment already stressed to the breaking point, a mitigation program is likely to fail spectacularly. When as a 
species do we stop ruining others?

Respectfully,
David Arnold
A Boston USA resident and frequent Cayman Islands visitor



From: Paula Wythe
To: DOE
Subject: New cruise ship dock proposals
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 9:46:37 AM

Dear Sir/ Madam,

I am strongly opposed to the new dock plans as I feel they will be detrimental to the diving which is
one of the reasons people come to visit Cayman. Wiping out a natural attraction like Devils Grotto
would be unthinkable. I believe more thought needs to be out into the docking proposal as more people
fly in then come on the cruise ships and these divers would be the ones who would suffer. As a keen
diver and environmentalist I would plead for the government to come up with an alternative site / plan.

Regards

Miss Paula Wythe

Sent from my iPad

mailto:p.wythe@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Peter Davey
To: DOE
Subject: FW: My letter of yesterday re port EIA
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 9:47:41 AM

Dear Sir,
 
Having put so much thought into my response to the EIA which I emailed yesterday, I now discover
that design 4B was the first one the cruise lines rejected. Why it was included as an option in the EIA
without making it clear that is was unworkable, I don’t know. The values assigned to the negatives
by Baird did not appear to rule it out, which I find misleading.
 
With regard to my comments on the recovery time of any damaged corals, my argument should be
clarified by adding that whereas I recognize that hard coral take decades to return to their original
state, the diveabilty of recovering corals restores itself more quickly, so the dive sites will regain a
commercial value well before full recovery takes place.
 
Kind regards,
 
Peter Davey.

mailto:pmdavey@candw.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Paula Wythe
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship plans
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 9:48:19 AM

I don't think the proposed plans are a good idea. The expensive consultation
supports this. The negative impact on the reefs and the affect on the beautiful
underwater environment that attracts divers will be destroyed and lost for future
generations to enjoy. There are better alternatives and I think these need to be
explored further. Once it's gone there is no going back and if we don't have the dive
spots people will stop coming here. Many of the divers that come to Cayman choose
to dive Devils Grotto with or without the silversides and this can't be moved or
recreated. It's a natural wonder that we should be celebrating and protecting.

Regards

Paula Blane

mailto:onedogatatimeky@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Craig Putnam
To: DOE
Subject: Comments on the proposed cruise ship berthing facility
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 9:55:53 AM

To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing to you today in opposition of the proposed cruise ship berthing facility.

There are many things about Grand Cayman that attract my wife and I, but the
most important attraction for me is the diving. Compared to other locations where I
have dove, the reefs in Grand Cayman are in much better shape. But they are not in
great shape, and anything that can be done to help protect them should be done.

Economic arguments have been made for why the berthing facility should be
constructed. I find these arguments specious. Yes - it's possible that a few more
passengers may come ashore and spend a little bit more money if the berthing
facility comes to pass. But by far the majority of visitors to Grand Cayman arrive by
air and contribute much more to the overall economy of the island than cruise ship
passengers. And passengers arriving by air are not directly contributing to the
destruction of the reef ecosystem that is such an important draw for tourists like
myself.

Suppose the berthing facility as proposed is built. We all know that cruise ships are
only getting larger. This will inevitably lead to pressure in the future to enlarge the
berthing facility to accommodate these larger vessels. More dredging and more reef
destruction will ensue, not to mention how all of those additional passengers coming
ashore will change the character of Georgetown.

For all of these reasons, and many others, I plead with you to not proceed with this
proposed facility.

Sincerely, Craig Putnam
59 Rangers Dr.
Hudson, NH

Sent from Outlook

mailto:cbp952@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
http://taps.io/outlookmobile


From: Neil Cox
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Port and Berths in George Town
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 9:59:40 AM

Hi,
I support the Government’s intention to develop the berthing facilities in George 
Town.
Kind regards,
Neil T. Cox
ntcox@candw.ky
525 1119
reg voter

mailto:ntcox@candw.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:ntcox@candw.ky


From: Dr. Mikki McComb-Kobza
To: DOE
Subject: OPPOSE CRUISE SHIP DOCK
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 10:12:37 AM

Dear DOE Team,

It is with great dismay that I write this letter regarding the proposed Cruise Ship Dock in Grand Cayman. It is clearly a 
disastrous move that will destroy the foundation of Cayman tourism. 

The underlying economy of the Caribbean is tourism and the economy of the Caribbean basin is in real peril due to ill-
conceived decisions to destroy the environment as a short-term means to propping up the economy. The environment IS 
the economy. It is why tourists go to Cayman and all other destinations in the Caribbean. 

It is shocking to me that in a day when Cruise ships are under serious scrutiny for their overall negative impact on society 
and the environment that this development would even be considered. There are countless studies that show that cruise 
ship income to island destinations comes at a very high cost. The studies that show a positive impact are those that are 
funded by cruise ships and those governments who want to build a case for cruise ships at their destination. 

Cruise ship numbers give the illusion of a healthy tourism destination by counting bodies, not dollars/person or destination 
impact from a cruise ship skewed economy. At any destination there are a limited few that financially benefit, but at the 
long term cost of their own sustainable income. 

Cruise ships are known as the "bad boys" of tourism. Cruise ships devalue a tourism destination in more ways than one. 
When a destination government recognizes only the income from cruise ship stop-overs, they fail to factor in the negative 
social, environmental and economic impacts of cruise ships such as: 

Local residents being overwhelmed by the sheer number of passengers; local businesses having to give their offerings 
Walmart-style discounts to be in the running for cruise ship business; cruise ships encouraging passengers to spend their 
lunch money on board, and their spending money at cruise-ship approved retail outlets; insufficient infrastructure to 
effectively handle cruise traffic or waste streams; insufficient value placed on postcard moments such as quaint harbours, 
scenic waterfronts and pretty snorkeling sites that will be destroyed forever with a mammoth cruise ship facility, and; the 
direct destruction of reefs and the ongoing sedimentation that has the ability to destroy dive tourism along the calm west 
coast of Cayman.

Why would a government like Cayman - that has always been a role model for protecting the environment as an integral 
part of its high-end tourism product - make this about-face? It's akin to killing the goose that laid the golden egg. The 
ripple effect of this ill-devised decision has the potential to cut a wide and unforeseen swath through the Cayman 
economy. Even the status as a tax haven will be affected by the wealthy who no longer want to visit the now-ugly and 
over-run destination where their money is sheltered. They will take their money and their real estate investments 
elsewhere. 

In my business I help businesses sell responsible dive travel to customers all over the world. This is not a fad but a very 
strong and growing trend in tourism. Tourist are looking for and will pay to enjoy travel experiences that are responsible 
and sustainable. The marine tourism industry - on which Cayman's tourism is based - relies on a pristine ocean, healthy 
reefs, teaming marine life, beautiful unimpeded ocean views and post card moments. More and more, people vote with 
their dollars, and will not put money into places that lack environmental integrity or sustainable development. 

In all fairness and due diligence, I would not be able to recommend Cayman if this cruise ship dock goes ahead. It is 
irresponsible, unsustainable and will destroy the reefs on which the Cayman tourism economy ultimately relies upon. This 
is a business decision. It is also an environmental decision: They are inextricably linked.

mailto:mikki@oceanfirstinstitute.org
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


 
Dr. Mikki McComb-Kobza 
Executive Director
Ocean First Institute
3015 Bluff Street
Boulder, Colorado 80301
303-956-7885
Mikki@oceanfirstinstitute.org
www.oceanfirstinstitute.org
Blue the Dive Team Leader
www.BlueTheDive.org

mailto:Mikki@oceanfirstinstitute.org
http://www.oceanfirstinstitute.org/
http://www.bluethedive.org/


From: Alan Jackson
To: DOE
Subject: the reef
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 10:16:59 AM

Hi,
 
I can’t believe the thinking behind burying the very reef that we wanted to come and visit soon.
 
Why would we come now that you are messing it all up?
 
Please don’t, please stop
 
Divers look after our sees, so should you
 
 
 
 
Alan Jackson
PADI Dive Master #333659
Emergency First Response Instructor
Mob: 07879 646881
E: alanjackson10@icloud.com
 
 

     
 
 

mailto:alanjackson10@icloud.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:alanjackson10@icloud.com
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

Trudi Y. Myles 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Banker    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  Right here in the Cayman Islands       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  George Town 

What is your interest in the Project? Against the proposed cruise berthing facility 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly disagree 2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

√√√√√√√√ 
    

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

This will destroy the environment, decrease jobs for “Caymanian” boat operators, fishermen, 
tourism in so many ways and yet the cruise ship passengers spend little to no money when on 
the island for a few hours.  And so much more… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

 
   

√√√√√√√ 
Please provide additional comments/explanation: 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 
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0Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):Andrea C. Bothwell           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:     

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  West Bay, Grand Cayman       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  West Bay 

What is your interest in the Project? 

As a citizen and resident of the Cayman Islands and one who is very interested in what happens 
to my home. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

 
 

    

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I do not agree that the Cayman Islands needs a cruise berthing facility and the EIA strengthens that 
belief. After reading the assessment, I am even more convinced that a facility like that outlined, would be 
very detrimental to Grand Cayman. 

Why we should run the risk of losing any of our natural beauty I cannot comprehend! No matter how 
small the chance is. Once any beauty of the harbour and surrounding area is lost, it is lost forever! 
Why do we have to be like everyone else? People who take a cruise are just like all travellers, they 
want to see the different places they visit, to learn a little about its people and customs, to have an 
adventure.  

I have interacted with some cruisers after they have visited Grand Cayman and they were not very 
complimentary. However their grievance was not about having to use a tender to get ashore! They 
complained about the crowds (there were multiple ships in port), lack of service in the stores (caused 
by the crush of people), the lack of shelter and therefore the heat, and the cost.  

I have also taken cruises myself and in Alaska, Norway and the Eastern Caribbean I disembarked on 
a tender without any difficulty. 

It appears to me that the reason for this facility is greed! It is being pushed by persons who 
have no real interest in what happens to Cayman! And a political agenda that is supposedly 
wanted by the people.  It is being touted as a project that will bring jobs to Caymanians, which 
seems to me to be ‘pie in the sky’, since we already have thousands of persons on work-permits and 
native Caymanians are already outnumbered. As far as I can see only a precious few will benefit if 
this project comes to fruition. 

Why can we not see that Cayman is a small place, with natural beauty, that can be enjoyable to all, 
visitor and resident alike – IF we take care of it. The first tourists came here not for the ease of access 
– but because of the serene beauty and the friendliness of the people. Now they only see other 
tourists and they rarely interact with native Caymanians. 

I would much rather see permanent moorings and a general spruce-up of George Town. Make the 
Town more accessible, improve wheel-chair accessibility, perhaps more pedestrian areas, more 
seating and shaded areas.  
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2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

    
 

 

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Do you have any other comments? 
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Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky


From: Bob Stowe
To: DOE
Subject: Cayman Islands Crusie Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 10:42:50 AM

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed berthing facility in the Cayman
Islands.  I do so as a concern for the environmental impact on the existing coral reefs and
the future of them.  In my admittedly limited research of the issue, it is my belief that more
harm would come to the people of the Caymans than good.  I am neither an
environmentalist or activist in any cause but I feel a need to speak out on this extremely
important matter.  Please do not approve the Cruise Ship Berthing Facility.  Thank you.

Bob Stowe

mailto:mragave@live.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Tara Dolan
To: DOE
Subject: Comment on the Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 11:30:11 AM

Dear Department of Environment,

I would like to submit my comment on the Environmental Impact Statement for the
Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility,

Although it may seem that such a facility will benefit the economy of the Cayman
Islands, in the long run, the economic leakages resulting from a shift in the
composition of the tourism market will be detrimental to the economy. Cruise ship
tourists spend on average far less money on the island than land based tourists. The
best thing the Cayman Islands can do for it's economy is to encourage the growth of
locally-owned tourism businesses such as day guides, hotels and bed and breakfast
facilities. Cruise-based tourists generally do not stray far from port. The cruise
industry contracts with organizations that are owned overseas and takes jobs away
from locals. 

From an environmental perspective, coral reefs are far more valuable to the Cayman
Islands than a cruise port. Coral reefs, mangroves and seagrass beds are essential
habitat for numerous species of fish which are critical to the diving, sportfishing,
restaurant and commercial fishing industries. Coral reefs, mangroves and seagrass
beds protect the island from storm damages. 

Coral reefs are themselves a major tourism draw. There are many islands in the
Caribbean. As a tourist myself, I am selective and have chosen to visit the Cayman
Islands above other islands based on its reputation for healthy coral cover, delicious
locally-caught seafood and  environmentally responsible government practices. High
end diving, land-based tourists like myself are a long term sustainable market. 
Catering to cruise ship tourists will destroy Cayman Islands reefs and Cayman
Islands local businesses, leaving it bereft of all the attractive features that high end
tourists look for when choosing a destination.  If this port expansion takes place, I
will personally no longer visit the Cayman Islands, and you can bet many people in
my market sector will feel the same way. 

Sincerely,

-- 
Tara E. Dolan
M.S. Marine Affairs & Policy
University of Miami

mailto:dolan.tara.e@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: pjballs79@gmail.com
To: DOE
Cc: Carolann Balls
Subject: New Port - Personal Statement
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 11:54:00 AM

Dear Sir or Ma'am

I am totally against the idea of the new port.

 I believe this will have a much greater affect than predicted to our environment. I am about progress,
but not if the cost is about destroying our delicate ecosystem.  

Generations of Caymanians have learned to snorkel at many of the south western dive sites. We need
to keep this tradition going and not destroy it.

Placing the boats so close in the will still stir up the surrounding area with slit and debris. Constantly!!!
Not just the building of the project.

Look at our own harbors for this effect like Morgans Harbor and Yatch Club area if Govenors Harbor. I
have done many cruises out of Ft. Lauderdale and Miami. You can see the silt and dead affect there.
Seven mile pristine water will be jeopardized too.

I hope we allocate another place for the port.

We will be a lost for both locals and sea loving tourist. Weather they dive or not.

I think it's a big mistake

Kind regards
Peter John Balls
Caymanian

 From The Sunny  Cayman Islands

mailto:pjballs79@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:carolann.balls@remax.ky


From: Kasey Johnson
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 12:17:45 PM

My family and I (which has grown to almost 30 people now, with another baby
expected any day)  have been coming to Cayman since 1970.  We have not missed a
year, and usually come several times a year between us. We COME TO DIVE, and
have already seen your formally unparalleled pristine waters greatly affected by the
cruise ship business.  We fear if Cayman builds the new cruise ship berthing facility
it will irrevocably damage the underwater environment that still draws us there year
after year, and will seek new countries to visit should that happen.

Thank you for listening, as we hold Cayman dear in our hearts and minds.

Sincerely,

Adam Steen and Kasey Johnson Steen 

Des Moines, Iowa

USA

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:kasey.johnson@me.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Andre Saldanha de Oliveira           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:     

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? YES  

Where were you born? BRAZIL        

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 8 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  South Sound 

What is your interest in the Project? 

ISLAND DEVELOPMENT ALIGNED  WITH ENVINRONMENT PROTECTION 

 

 

 

 

 



 

There is paramount that Cayman expand the current cargo terminal and build berths for the 
Cruises Ships. But at what cost ? This is a long discussion but for the first time a company hired 
by government presented on June 9 to the public a study about the benefits and impacts and 
how such impacts can be accounted and or mitigated concerning this endeavor. 

There is out of doubt that we cannot put a price on the prestige waters from our island and the 
environment that under each resides. 

However putting ourselves as analytical and rational men let’s try to use Baird report to 
quantify this decision in the best way as possible. 

We actually have 11 different designs for this new project and I want to focus my argument in 
the so called “Proposed Design” (as like this one is the definitive one by somebody agenda) and 
Designs 4A and 4B. 4A and 4B are not perfect but are the best from the 11 even more than the 
so called Proposed Design (or MM Option 7D). 

I will start by how Baird & Associates quantifies the “best” options in the “Table 2.3 - Project 
Layout Alternatives – Comparative Evaluation (From IR2)” from the Appendix A using the 
follow Evaluation Criteria: 

• Functional Performance 40% 
• Environment Impact 45% 
• Socio-economic Impact 15% 

The overall rank 1 is the best ranking under every criteria and 5 is the worst. 

The proposed design scores the top on most dreading volume, meaning the worst, scores 5, 
meaning all the impact that we already aware that will destroy for ever our unique 
environment. 4A scores 2 and 4B got the best option with 1. 

There is so much emphasis on the “land reclamation area” by Baird & Associates that it 
weighted this as 5% on the scale of importance. The land reclamation is not a plus but is a 
minus on this project. More land reclamation represents more dreading and more material 
needed to build this area at cost of more underwater destruction. For what? The optimal 
project have a grade 3 in the “Visual Impact (aesthetic)” criteria where remember 1 is optimal 
and 5 is the worst. More land area will be excellent for a Duty Free area meaning there is ZERO 
Customs&Duty income for Government and deeply damaging all regulars retailers in the island 
that paid Customs. 



Under Direct Impact on Reefs (7.5% of importance for Bard) Proposed option scores almost the 
worst 4, where 4A and 4B scores 1 the best. 

But in order to “tame” this report Baird & Associates creates a criteria to downgrade the more 
Environment Efficient Layout 4A and 4B. 

As read on – “Table 2.2 – Project Layout Alternatives – Summary of Key Advantages and 
Disadvantages (From IR2)” on pag. 8 of the Appendix A, regarding Layout 4A and 4B under 
disadvantages: 

• Significant distance from north pier berths to shore 
• Increased transit time from dive shops to reefs on opposite side of project 

This made design 4A and 4B to score 5 (the worst). Now let’s be honest, we that leave in Grand 
Cayman. After Proposed pier layout construction the effects of dreading and daily turbulence, 
even with the most optimist and “kind” projections from Baird & Associates there will be NO 
marine live left on south to attract Dive Shops from north to south, thus nobody will waist time 
traveling around the pier howsoever, this criteria is useless to not mentioned that is at least 
ludicrous.  

And what is considered a disadvantage could become an opportunity. The distance from north 
pier berth may discourage those that may planning to go back and forward to the ship to save 
on meals and avoid our cultural cuisine as well promote local restaurant industry.  Also there is 
potential business and employment re-engineering (for those sailors that will lost their jobs on 
the tender boats) in the format of shuttles drivers and assistants. And by the way again another 
“disadvantage” misplaced and overrated by Baird. Those that had travel abroad knew how 
much a visitor may walk on Miami airport from Airplane Gate till Immigration and most of the 
big berths in the Caribbean include long walking distances on some berths like Bahamas and 
Saint Maarteen.  

Also notice that in the same “Table 2.2 – Project Layout Alternatives – Summary of Key 
Advantages and Disadvantages (From IR2)” on pag. 8 of the Appendix A, regarding under 
advantage of Layout 4A is the only to have this: 

• Potential for fifth berth for smaller cruise ships (LOA ~ 500-600 ft)  

How many points in Baird & Associates criteria table? None. There is no points for and extra 
berth. 

How much operational for Cargo Operations? Second place for Proposed design and the winner 
is 4A and 4B.  



 

 

Now let’s talk money. 

Proposed design 116.5 to 137.2 (Ci$ Millions) 

Design 4A 123.5 to 147.8 (Ci$ Millions) 

Design 4B 126.4 to 145.5 (Ci$ Millions) 

Now please allow me to clear the real numbers for Proposed Design.  

I’ll refer to the page 34 of the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility, Grand Cayman #12214.101 
under  

14.3 Mitigation Measures  

14.3.1 Coral Relocation Program 

• The cost of coral relocation programs undertaken for other projects in the Caribbean and 
elsewhere varies from US$250 to $1,800 per square meter (CI$20 to $140 per square 
foot). Previous court cases in the Cayman Islands, as well as guidelines included in the 
Florida Coral Reef Protection Act (2009) have defined a value in the order of CI$1,000 per 
square meter (CI$90 per square foot) of damaged reef. 

• The proposed project footprint covers 15 acres (650,000 square feet) of coral reef, with 
this area being more or less evenly split between patch reefs and spur and groove 
formations. The spur and groove formations include significant three-dimensional 
features with high vertical relief and rugosity. 

(…) 

• Relocation of the Balboa shipwreck should be considered as part of the coral relocation 
program (also refer to Chapter 15). 

• Based on the information presented above, the estimated cost of a full coral relocation 
program for this project would be in excess of $CI13M. Should the project proceed, the 
objectives, scope and budget for the coral relocation program would require further 
discussion with the CIG and DoE. 

Again Baird very timid and committed when is regarding environment impact but let’s give the 
benefit of the doubt and play with their own reported numbers. They used ridiculous Ci$ 20 per 
square foot to reach the Ci$13 Million, where the on Cayman the previous court cases defined 



Ci$ 90 per square foot therefore the correct number should be (90 x 650,000)  = Ci$ 58.5 
Millions. 

So let’s adjust the new price of the proposed design in order to “try” to save the reefs: 

Proposed design 116.5 to 137.2 (Ci$ Millions) plus 58.5  

New value for Proposed design 175 to 195.7 (Ci$ Millions). 

Let’s stay in the same report now moving forward to page 46 under  

18.0 SOCIO-ECONOMIC AND BUSINESS DISTRICT IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

18.1 Project Impacts - Construction Phase 

18.1.2 Negative 

• Estimated economic loss in the order of CI$6.5-9M/year (based on current spend rates) 
related to direct and indirect impacts on marine ecosystem goods and services within 
GTH caused by project construction, in particular due to the loss of coral reefs and 
associated business for local watersports operators, plus indirect impacts to employees’ 
incomes and purchasing power. This corresponds to an estimated economic loss in the 
order of CI$16-27M over the anticipated 2.5 to 3 year period of construction. As noted 
above, these estimates are based on a preliminary marine resource valuation, and are 
subject to some uncertainty. Also, these estimates do not consider the anticipated 
diversion/displacement of activities from within GTH to other locations and/or 
activities/attractions in George Town and around Grand Cayman Island. 

Now let me emphasize that Baird cannot be certain about the future of dive economy after the 
proposed project but we can attain to the numbers above since according to the meeting 
Government may compensate the affected industry after so many complains. 

Another adjustment  

Proposed design 175 to 195.7 (Ci$ Millions) Moving the Reefs plus Bailing out Diving Industry 
16-27 Millions 

New value of Proposed Design 191 to 222.7 (Ci$ Millions)  

Now comparing back to 4A and 4B that don’t carry same environment impact cost of Proposed 
Design becomes inefficient and unnecessary 

Design 4A 123.5 to 147.8 (Ci$ Millions) 



Design 4B 126.4 to 145.5 (Ci$ Millions) 

Taking in account just numbers the Proposed Design is not the best option neither in cost nor 
on the environment impact. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

   XX   

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

CURRENT TERMINAL WILL NOT SUFFICE CARGO SHIP DEMAND FOR ISLAND ON COMING 
YEARS.  

RISK OF ANCHORAGE DAMAGE BY CRUISESHIPS WITH CURRENT SYSTEM  

NEED TO COMPETE WITH OTHER ISLANDS FOR CRUISE LINES 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

REPORT BY BAIRD MINIMIZE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, IT’S NOT ACCURATE AND VERY  

UNCERTAIN ABOUT FUTURE OUTCOMES. 

THERE ARE FEW NUMBERS VARIANCES ACROSS REPORTS AND APPENDIXES 

VALUES FOR DIVE INDUSTRY ARE UNDERRATED 

VALUE FOR POSSIBLE REEF TRANSPANTATION ARE TO LOW AND NOT REFLECT REALITY 
(Ci$20 PER SQ FOOT? COME ON!) 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

PROPOSED DESIGN IS NOT THE CHEAPER AND IF ALL THE CONSIDERATIONS AND  

  PREVENTIONS TO MITIGATE SOCIOL-ECONOMIC AND ENVINROMNETAL IMPACT BE  

CONSIDERED THE PRICE INCREASE TO MUCH MORE THAN 137 MILLONS. 

THE RISK OF DIRECT IMPACT ON THE ENVIROMENT ON GEORGETOWN AREA ARE TO HIGH 

AND THE FUTURE QUALITY OF WATER AS WELL. DUE TO THE DREADING AND THE  

CONSTANT TURBILITY BY PROPELERS THE WATER WILL NEVER BE THE SAME ON  

GEORGETOWN. 

CAYMAN NEED A PIER BUT NOT ON THE PRESENTED TERMS. OPTIONS 4A AND 4B  

ARE MUCH OPTIMAL. I KNOW THE CRUISE SHIP LINES DON’T LIKE BUT EVEN IF WE BUILD 

THE BEST PIER THE WAY CRUISE LINES WANT, WHAT WILL STOP THEY FOR ANY OTHER 

REASON, LIKE THE OPENING OF CUBA, TO SHIFT THE ROUTES? 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 



 

 
03 July, 2015 
 
Cayman Islands 
Department of Environment 
P.O. Box 10202 
Grand Cayman KY1-1002 
Via Email: doe@gov.ky 
 
Dear Sirs: 
 

On behalf of the Professional Association of Diving Instructors (PADI), I am writing to you in regard to the 
proposed cruise ship berthing facility planned for Grand Cayman Island. PADI strongly urges the Cayman 
Islands Government to cease plans to build a cruise ship berthing facility in George Town Harbor.  

PADI is the world’s largest recreational scuba diving training organization, with offices in the Americas, 
Europe/Middle East/Africa, Asia Pacific, Japan, China, Brazil and Russia. The PADI membership is comprised 
of more than 6200 dive centers and resorts and 136,000 professional members, including divemasters and 
instructors, around the world who have issued more than 23 million scuba diving certifications. In addition to 
this, each year, PADI issues nearly 1 million diver certifications globally. PADI Divers are passionate 
underwater enthusiasts who have a passion for underwater exploration, dive-travel and coral reef conservation. 
This group actively engages in the organization’s affinity groups including PADI’s Facebook page, with nearly 
1.2 million fans; ScubaEarth.com – PADI’s online community with more than 200,000 members; and the 
PADI Diving Society – PADI’s consumer affinity program with 175,000 members. For many years members 
of the PADI Diving Society have traveled to Grand Cayman and have fallen in love the local reefs and natural 
underwater beauty in the area. 

In reviewing the environmental impact study dated 2 June 2015, the PADI organization is concerned regarding 
the projected destruction of living coral reefs near George Town. The further uncertainty regarding additional 
and ongoing environmental and geologic impacts of the facility on coral reefs outside of the project footprint 
are additional cause for significant concern. These reefs are diving heritage sites and are a big draw for scuba 
divers around the world. 

On Grand Cayman, there are currently 34 PADI Dive Center and Resort members who are estimated to 
conduct tens of thousands of dive experiences, tours and training programs annually. PADI conservatively 
estimates the revenue generated by dive tourism directly benefiting the Cayman Islands economy to exceed 
$30 million US annually. This estimate takes into consideration the following factors: 
 
 

 Dive tourism numbers reported in the 2012 Cayman Islands Tourism Report 
 Average length of a diver’s stay (seven nights) as reported in the Dive Equipment & Marketing 

Association (DEMA) 2014 Diver Survey 
 Estimated PADI certification and experience program revenue generated in 2014 
 Estimated local meal expenses over a seven-day period  

 



 

 

 

 

 

PADI Position: Cayman Islands Cruise Ship Berth – page 2 

 

According to a 2013 reader survey conducted by Sport Diver and Scuba Diving magazines, divers ranked the Cayman 
Islands as the number one dive destination visited in the Caribbean, and the number two dive destination visited in the 
Caribbean and Central America combined. The iconic dive sites that attract these divers to Grand Cayman include Devil’s 
Grotto, ranked divers’ third favorite dive site in Scuba Diving magazine’s 2015 Reader’s Choice Top 100 Gold List, and 
Eden Rock which, along with Devil’s Grotto, were reported to be the two most popular dive spots in Grand Cayman by 
the U.S. News and World Report. These reefs, along with Soto’s Reef, Cheeseburger and the Balboa wreck have a 
decades-long legacy in diving’s history and the growth of the sport in the Cayman Islands, and are revered as global 
heritage sites within the dive community. All are noted in the environmental impact study as “high-impact areas in the 
vicinity of the dredge footprint where corals will be exposed to lethal and sub-lethal sedimentation and turbidity levels.” 
The destruction of these habitats will have a long-term, negative economic impact on dive travel to Grand Cayman, and 
cause permanent damage to Grand Cayman’s reputation as a premier dive destination.  

Further, PADI recently conducted a telephone poll of PADI Retail and Resort members on Grand Cayman regarding their 
position on new cruise ship docking berth. Of those members reached, 87 percent of these local business operators are 
against the build. Following are a few of the reasons cited: 

 “…the environmental impact will be devastating and for that reason, we are against it.” 
 “We’re opposed to the construction of the pier and the dredging of the reefs. Ongoing destruction from the cruise 

ships will last long into the future.” 
 “Anyone with an environmental mind should know how bad this would be.” 

As a membership organization, PADI supports the preservation and conservation of coral reef communities in concert 
with supporting our retailer and resort members and stands as an advocate for their best interests. A decline in the pristine 
nature of underwater heritage sites on Grand Cayman Island would negatively affect the economics of dive travel and 
tourism to the island. This in turn would clearly present a long-term, negative economic impact for PADI Divers and 
Members, and the many other on-island businesses that benefit from dive tourism. PADI implores the Cayman Islands 
Government to cease plans to initiate this project, and seek alternative solutions to mitigate the situation and not destroy 
the priceless natural underwater assets belonging to Grand Cayman Island. We would be pleased to help in any way you 
deem appropriate and stand ready to assist. Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on this critical issue. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

Drew Richardson 
President and CEO 
PADI Worldwide 

   



From: Sondra Lovett
To: DOE
Subject: Cayman"s Port
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 1:37:48 PM

Hi,
 
I would like to voice my opposition to the proposed port project.
 
Kind regards,
 
Sondra
 
Sondra Lovett
Head of Business Development
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3rd July 2015        VIA EMAIL: doe@gov.ky  

 
Department of Environment,  
P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002 
Department of Environment, Environmental Centre 
 580 North Sound Road 
George Town, Grand Cayman 
Cayman Islands 

 

To Whom It May Concern,  

 
The Chamber Council has reviewed the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) that 
was prepared W.F. Baird & Associates Coastal Engineers Ltd., Smith Warner 
International Ltd. and the TEM Network Ltd. and released by the Ministry of District 
Administration, Tourism and Transport on Tuesday, 9th June 2015 during a public 
meeting held at the Mary Miller Hall in Prospect. President Barry Bodden, Immediate 
Past President Johann Moxam, Councilor Derrington Miller and CEO Wil Pineau, CCE 
attended the public meeting on behalf of the Council. Chamber of Commerce Port 
Authority Representative Gerry Kirkconnell also attended the presentation. 

This response reflects the majority view of the membership based on the feedback 
received from members who decided to respond to an online survey. Members who have 
not responded to the online survey were also encouraged to submit their individual 
position on the EIA to the Department of Environment (DOE) directly as part of the public 
consultation. An online survey was developed and distributed via email to the main 
contacts of all members and a meeting was held with stakeholders in the cruise, 
stayover, coastal works and civil society to obtain as much information about their views 
on the EIA as possible.  

The online survey was released to the membership on 23rd June. The survey asked each 
member to confirm whether the organisation works directly with the cruise ship sector so 
that the results of the questionnaire can be measured into two groups: the businesses 
that are connected with the cruise sector and those that are outside the sector. 

Both groups were invited to select one of four responses:  

1. I support the construction of the cruise berthing facility as proposed.  
2. I support the construction of the cruise berthing facility but I want to see further 
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studies to make sure we are building in the best location with the best possible 
design to minimize environmental impact.  

3. I do not support the construction of a cruise berthing facility and support 
maintaining tendering operations and updating and improving shore side 
facilities.  

4. I am undecided at this time. 

The survey included a link to the EIA report and was distributed to the main contacts in 
each of the member businesses in an attempt to prevent multiple responses from any 
individual member. Three email reminders were distributed and the survey expired on 
Wednesday, 1st July, two days before the submission deadline for submission of 
responses to the DOE. All responses were reviewed by the Chamber office and some 
were evaluated to confirm legitimacy. Responses that were incomplete or could not be 
verified were deleted. 

 
Survey results 

67 member businesses completed the online membership survey 23rd June – 1st July 
2015. The industry sector responses reflected the diverse Chamber membership: 

 23.88% financial services 
 17.91% multiple sectors (health care, renewable energy etc.) 
 14.93% services 
 13.43% tourism 
 10.45% construction 
 8.96% retail 
 1.49% wholesale 
 1.49% manufacturing 
 1.49% utilities 

The majority of respondents (62.69%) classified themselves as the owner, president, 
managing director or chief executive officer of their organisations or senior 
representatives (10.45%) or managers (16.42%).  

Only 12 of the 67 respondents (17.91%) classified themselves as being directly involved 
in the cruise ship industry as a vendor, agent, duty free store or providing services to the 
industry. 82.09% or 55 respondents stated that their businesses did not have any 
connections with the cruise ship industry.  

The majority of the member businesses that 
were involved in the cruise industry who 
responded to the survey supported the 
construction of a cruise berthing facility at 
the George Town port. Three of the 12 



 
 

 
 

businesses indicated that they would prefer to see maintaining the tendering facilities 
and updating and improving the shore side facilities.  

Comments from these respondents included:  

More work needs to be done on the social factor of the EIA: “…if a cruise berthing 
facility is to be built, George Town, as proposed, is by far the best place to build it. There 
are mitigation techniques and technologies that can further reduce the environmental 
concerns. The full identification and mitigation impact analysis of all those techniques 
and technologies was outside the scope of the EIA as far as I can tell so it would be 
improper to interpret that the Environmental Statement (ES) already covers all the 
mitigation that can realistically be applied. The ES is good and to complement the 
information and environmental risk factors it identified, there are marine engineering 
experts that we can speak with that have several excellent practical ideas for mitigation. I 
have already discussed a few of those factors with them. The Government has followed 
and is following a very sensible path to provide themselves with the relevant information 
to make a sensible, rational decision on this. The Outline Business Case and preceding 
document from the Chief Officer for Tourism, and the Request for Proposal for the EIA 
and the ES together contain good information for two of the key critical success factors 
ie. economic and environmental. The third factor, social, still needs further development 
but key data inputs for that could be obtained relatively quickly from statistics readily 
available within individual companies.” 

Cayman could be a big loser: “Cayman is the only sizable cruise port in the Caribbean 
without berthing facilities. Competition amongst ports is getting more significant and 
Cayman is complacent that the cruise lines will keep coming here. A number of external 
factors will change the nature of the cruise industry over the next 10 to 20 years and 
Cayman could be a big loser. I understand the environmental concerns but they can be 
managed. A lot of area being taken by the piers is trashed coral and this is being ignored 
by people.” 

It is not worth the risk: “It is not worth the risk of losing portions of Seven Mile Beach – 
the number one beach in the world. Many have predicted this would happen.” 

Responses from businesses that are not involved in the cruise industry were mixed with 
the majority favouring maintaining tendering operations and updating and improving 
shore side facilities (24 responses) or seeking further studies to make sure we are 
building in the best location with the best possible design to minimize environmental 
impact (18 responses). There was also support for pressing ahead with the construction 
of the cruise berthing facility as proposed (10 responses) and three businesses that were 
undecided.  

Some of the 23 comments from 
respondents included:  

A Marine Protected Area should be just 
that: “Grand Cayman’s nearshore marine 



 
 

 
 

resources, its beaches, coral reefs and clear waters are vital to its economy and the 
quality of life of its residents and visitors alike. This plan will destroy coral reefs and put 
more at risk. It is bad for the environment, Grand Cayman as well as the cruise industry. 
Sustainable tourism in Grand Cayman must balance well-managed use with 
environmental protection, for loss of its natural resources will mean a loss of tourism and 
therefore jobs, economic revenue and the natural beauty that is the island. The current 
plan to build an extended cruise/port pier will destroy acres of coral reef and put at risk 
Grand Cayman’s invaluable nearshore marine resources, such as Seven Mile Beach. 
Whereas there has been some moderate success in transplanting individual and mainly 
branching corals, transplanting and relocating entire coral reefs and their all-important 
structure is not possible. Loss of coral reefs means loss of habitat, productivity and 
biological communities along with all economic revenue they bring in through tourism 
and recreation activity. Just say no to the current plan! A Marine Protected Area should 
be just that… a marine protected area in which destruction of natural marine resources is 
not allowed.” 

Focus more on long stay visitors: “Cayman’s focus should be more on long stay 
tourists. There is great competition and more coming from Cuba and so we need to 
greatly improve our tourism marketing, product and service to be known as first class – 
with all of the public working together to make tourists feel like royalty.” 

Support for lower volume, higher end cruise tourism: “I would only support a lower 
volume, higher end cruise tourism which may spend more per head and have lower 
environmental impact. The current level or increased levels are wrong for Cayman in the 
medium and long term (and right for a few select persons in the near term). The 
construction work will not be adequately policed to mitigate devastating pollution and 
disturbance and just as now, when there is an environmental incident during operation, 
the shore side operators and the cruise operators will not be held to account or choose 
to implement meaningful remedial action. While the economic power is heavily with the 
major operators, commitment to enforce stringent, verifiable environmental standards 
would be beneficial. Perhaps in conjunction with other progressive Caribbean ports of 
call. Those who want the low end, high volume, high negative impact tourism are 
welcome as we have other strings to our bow in Cayman.” 

Too many deleterious side effects: “I believe the bigger ships will still come if we get 
bigger, faster tenders and create an enhanced processing area for screening re-boarding 
passengers prior to boarding. I think that any dock proposal that I've seen so far will 
have too many deleterious side effects to the harbour’s reefs and long term clarity. My 
hope to revitalise our economy by restoring our reef fish population would have a big set-
back from this. Stay-over visitors will be 
repelled as well as Caymanians. If we do a 
dock, the harbour is the best place for it... 
but please find a way to invent the best silt 
retaining mechanism ever utilized on this 
planet. So far they have all failed to contain 



 
 

 
 

well enough to save the George Town reefs from the volume of dredging that is planned. 
I believe this would not merely be an internationally renowned ecological disaster, but 
also an economical disaster in the long term. The damage would be permanent. Please 
say no thank you.” 

Negatives far outweigh the small positive of a possible 1% increase in cruise 
visitors over 20 years: “I attended the public meeting to view the presentation and the 
negatives far outweigh the small positive of a possible 1% increase in cruise visitors over 
20 years. We must strive for QUALITY over QUANTITY and not sell ourselves for a few 
dollars. We have a pristine reef which makes us stand out from other islands. Tourists 
can snorkel, the glass bottomed boat and submarine takes tourists around and tourists 
even say they enjoy the tenders as it is different from all the concrete piers of other 
countries. Why not ask the cruise ship tourists to complete a questionnaire at the dock? 
Ask if they would prefer George Town to save its reefs instead of building the concrete 
piers? Don't forget that if it is easier for them to get off then it is easier for them to get 
back on again and they will do so to eat their free lunch rather than visiting expensive 
restaurants in George Town. Once we lose our reef, it is gone for good!” 

Concerned about the costs and future taxes: “Whilst not directly involved in the cruise 
hospitality industry, we are concerned as to the potential costs, including environmental 
rehabilitation/mediation that will have to be met by government, with the potential for yet 
further costs and taxes being levied. Given the relative contributions of tourism and the 
financial services industry to the exchequer, it seems likely that the finance costs and 
risks will be borne not by the businesses directly benefitting, but by others, with a 
disproportionate burden on the financial service industry - particularly if the project has 
detrimental impact on the stay-over tourism economy. It would seem to be a moral 
hazard issue of some scale here - those that potentially benefit are not meeting the 
entirety of the cost and risk, but sharing the same with the wider business community.” 

Concerned about job losses: “If they can build a facility without destroying the reef we 
can support it. The floating dock seemed to be a good idea but I haven’t heard much 
about it recently. If they put up the concrete parking lot in town and move those reefs, 
hundreds of boat, dive etc. industry will be out of a job.” 

An economic impact assessment is needed: “What are the true costs of this project? 
Is there an independent feasibility study? Is there an Economic Impact Assessment? 
Why were other venues not considered? There is not enough objective independent 
information to make a final decision. The George Town cruise berthing proposal should 
not be a top 5 priority for Cayman Islands Government as the costs and potential 
environmental risks are too high. They 
should focus on Airport redevelopment, 
fixing George Town dump, completing the 
John Gray High School and addressing the 
high costs of living & doing business in the 
country.” 



 
 

 
 

Evaluate all potential locations: “EIA should have been comprehensive to include 
evaluating all potential locations and best method to minimize environmental impact.” 

Risks outweigh the rewards: “Folks come to Cayman to experience our clear waters, 
dive sites and quiet/calm way of life. It is my understanding that the proposed dock will 
destroy 5 of those dive sites, cloud the waters for ever more and over crowd our streets, 
making it a very unattractive place to be, all for 20 million dollars over 20 years - oh really 
a whole million a year. Who would this undertaking really benefit? Would there really be 
more jobs on offer outside security positions. Stay-over tourists already avoid down town 
on cruise ship days and complain loudly about how beaches are overrun by cruisers - 
have a couple of mega ships stop by and we may not need an expansion to the airport.” 

Airport redevelopment should be top priority: “The Government should prioritize the 
redevelopment of the airport including the construction of jet bridges to better service 
stay over visitors rather than spending money on the cruise industry.” 

 
Additional information 

To further assist in the development of this response, the Council held discussions with 
various representatives from businesses that deal directly with the cruise ship industry as 
well as other stakeholders in the business community and civil society and have 
reviewed other reports and economic and statistical data.  

According to the EIA, tourism represents 24% of the Gross Domestic Product and 
provides significant employment and business opportunities. Approximately 85% of 
these visitors arrive by sea, predominantly by cruise ship. This is an important economic 
segment of the Cayman Islands’ economy and generates millions of dollars each year in 
Government and private sector revenue and provides hundreds of jobs to Caymanians 
and legal residents. Business investment in real estate development to cater to the 
needs of this industry along the George Town harbour front has resulted in a well-
developed duty free and consumer goods marketplace with many of the world’s leading 
jewellery, crystal, watch and leather and consumer goods brands and local crafts 
represented. Tour buses, taxi and watersports operators, restaurants and retail outlets 
rely on the cruise industry for their livelihoods with hundreds of persons benefitting.  

In addition to reviewing the findings of the EIA, the results of the online Chamber survey 
and participating in discussions with key stakeholders, the Council has also considered 
and debated the following factors:  

 Cruise lines want a berthing facility. 
They have made it clear to the 
Cayman Islands Government over a 
number of years that this is important 
for their continued support of the 



 
 

 
 

Cayman Islands as cruise tourism destination.  
 

 There is a threat that Cayman’s cruise sector will decline thereby negatively 
impacting many businesses and jobs, if the above cruise lines don’t believe our 
solution (berthing facility or some other alternative) is suitable. It is not clear 
whether this threat is quantifiable but it seems to be material. The Council has 
received indications from industry representatives that if cruise berthing is not 
introduced then the cruise lines will reduce the number of ships that call which will 
result in a significant decrease in number of visitors and a reduction in jobs and 
loses to businesses that serve the cruise ship market. 

 
 The current version of a berthing facility being considered will have a significant 

negative environmental impact on the George Town harbour area based on the 
EIA study but this is being disputed by some who say that the total area impacted 
will be much less than reported by the consultants. This needs to be clarified by 
requesting a measured area of the actual live living coral that will be required to 
be relocated from the 15 acres of coral reef as stated in the EIA report. People 
familiar with the area confirm that the red shaded zone in the report comprises 
areas of flat hard pan relatively barren area and sand seabed areas with both 
types of seabed conditions exceeding the area of live coral within the 15 acres.  

 
 Cruise ship passengers may have a lower economic impact than stayover tourists 

(in terms of average spend) but it has to be borne in mind that cruise ship 
passengers also indirectly contribute to the volume of stayover visitors. The 
former economic impact is quantifiable via previous studies but has not been 
quantified. Many stakeholders in the local cruise industry state that many visitors 
who arrive by air say they have decided to return to Cayman following a cruise 
visit.   

 
 There are alternatives (at least one—the floating concept) to the type of berthing 

facility currently being considered that have far less environmental impact but 
there does not seem to be a consensus on the  feasibility of this solution. The EIA 
also examined other reports that were conducted and reviewed the feasibility of 
alternate locations around the island to position a cruise berthing facility but 
concluded that the George Town harbour is the preferred location. 
 

 If the Government decides not to proceed with the cruise berthing project what will 
the socio-economic impact be for the other sectors of the economy that may see a 
significant reduction in demand such 
as the taxis, tour and watersports 
operators and other businesses that 
depend on the growth of the cruise 
sector? Can the Government 
appease the cruise lines to continue 



 
 

 
 

to confirm calls by improving the tendering services and installing security 
systems on shore and allowing them to open their casinos and stores while in 
port? Is this an acceptable fallback position?  

 
 Do the environmental risks with the project represent a greater impact to the 

overall economy and could it jeopardise the tourism product which may result in a 
decline in stayover visitors and investments along West Bay Road? The EIA 
states that the Seven Mile Beach stretch is a closed system for sand movement 
but there are others in our community that question this view. What will the 
consequences be to the overnight tourism product and investment if the impact is 
found to be significant? 
 

 The long term economic benefits of constructing a cruise berthing facility at the 
George Town port is significant and will firmly establish Grand Cayman as a 
cruise location of choice on the western Caribbean itinerary. It will provide the 
cruise lines with a direct incentive to commit to regular calls particularly for the 
Oasis class vessels. New jobs will be created. Infrastructure improvements will be 
made to accommodate the growth. Investment in real estate in George Town as 
part of the revitalization efforts will improve traffic flows and facilities.  
 

 Should the Cayman Islands be focusing on quality versus quantity to manage the 
tourism product? Should the focus be directed to improving infrastructure facilities 
for overnight visitors (airport redevelopment and including jet walkways in the 
redesign)? This position is supported in various tourism development plans that 
have been adopted by the Government over the years.   
 

 The existing cargo port facilities has been ignored during this discussion on cruise 
berthing. With the increasing population, there is a need for expansion to keep 
pace with the growth of the economy. Based on our discussion with key 
stakeholders, Cayman has one of the most under developed port facilities in the 
Caribbean next to Anguilla and Monserrat. The shipping lines have no alternative 
than to operate two smaller low draft vessels each week by each company which 
increases operating costs for the cargo services. The cargo port is also restricted 
to night time operations. The proposed cruise berthing facility has addressed the 
needs of the cargo port by creating a cargo port facility that can accommodate 
three vessels working simultaneously on any single night through any day of the 
week. This would eliminate shipping delays and port congestion which has 
occurred for quite a number of years and would allow the shipping companies to 
service Cayman with larger vessels 
to handle the country’s economic 
growth and reduce operating costs at 
the same time. 
 

 



 
 

 
 

Summary position 
 
The cruise ship industry and the cargo port are important economic drivers and 
contribute positively and substantially to economic development, attract millions of 
dollars in foreign exchange and provide necessary government revenue, jobs and private 
sector investment. The Chamber Council supports the further development of the cruise 
sector and improvements to the cargo port as essential infrastructure initiatives.  
 
The results of two separate online surveys in October 2014 (included in the EIA report) 
and June 2015 indicate that the majority of the membership who took the time to 
respond to these surveys support cruise berthing but want to be assured that any 
environmental damage caused by dredging can be reduced and mitigated and all efforts 
will be taken to relocate the living coral that will be impacted by this project. Based on 
this feedback, we recommend that Baird is asked to confirm the breakdown of actual live 
coral reefs versus the associated marine habitat and the nature of that habitat (hard pan, 
squab bottom/sand etc.).  
 
The EIA also omits the measured area of live coral to be relocated but it provides a cost 
of this relocation of coral but no details or breakdown for how this calculation was arrived 
at from an estimated area of live coral to be relocated. This is not even discussed in the 
EIA report. We would recommend that the area of live coral that will be affected is 
measured and confirmed so that a true cost for the mitigation can be properly assessed 
rather than estimated.  
 
Once these assessments are completed, mitigation strategies should be confirmed and 
costed so that the Government is given an accurate cost. We believe that before 
deciding to invest millions of dollars in cruise berthing facilities and cargo dock 
improvements, the Government must be satisfied that the environmental risks are clearly 
understood and all efforts taken to mitigate the damages.  
 
The Chamber Council believes that the development of the Environmental Statement 
and EIA are steps in the right direction and have instigated a national debate on the 
development of this industry sector. We believe the debate should continue so that the 
Government can determine the course for the Cayman Islands tourism product and to 
develop a national tourism strategy for cruise and stayover visitors.   
 
Cayman’s environment is critical to our long term success. Our coral reefs, clear 
aquamarine waters, fish life and white sandy beaches are the primary reasons why our 
visitors come here. We must do more to 
protect our natural environment to prevent 
further destruction. But we must also 
ensure that the Cayman Islands is 
competitively positioned to attract cruise 
visitors and improve our cargo port to keep 



 
 

 
 

pace with the Islands’ growing economy. The DOE will also need to determine how this 
project relates to the National Conservation Law that was recently passed.  
 
We trust that this submission provides the DOE with some useful feedback and 
recommendations that can be utilised to reach some level of consensus on this critical 
infrastructure project.   
 

Sincerely yours,  

 

 
Barry Bodden 
President 

 



Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):            Anonymous    

Heather Roffey          

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Account Administrator / Construction Industry    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? YES 

Where were you born?  YES       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? N/A 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  George Town 

What is your interest in the Project? 

Cayman has been discussing a port project for a long time. I have always been keen to know  

The long term environmental effects and full cost of the project. As a resident of George Town  

And a Caymanian, I cannot support the immeasurable destruction of our Harbour and its reefs.  

The financial cost of the project is something our country cannot afford.  

The environmental cost is far greater.  
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Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

Neither agree nor disagree.  

A facility that does not increase the total number of cruise passengers that can disembark in a  

Single day will have an overall benefit to this country. There would be an enormous financial 

And environment output for very little gain.  

The tender system is not unpleasant. It’s unique and could be marketed as such. I have 

Personally visited Cayman on a cruise on 2 occasions and did not hear an negative feed back  

About the experience.  

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

Agree the assessment was very extensive. There are two factors that could have been  

Addressed further; The cost of moving the reef to mitigate damage is listed at $13M, this is 

Based on the low end of the scale, the report could have listed that the full cost for no guarantee  

Success ranges from $13M-$91M.  

Additionally more work could be done to determine the potential long term effects on  

7 mile beach from the cruise ships thrusters constantly turning over, multiple ships per day.  

The effects / changes in wave action in GT harbour during storms was also not analysed  

Currently waves covered the road, will waves cause more damage to the harbour area?  
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

 

I am against the dredging and destruction of our tourist attractions and natural habitat reefs  

For minimal gain by GT merchants and Taxi drivers. The government might be better suited to  

Use the global attention and take a stance to say NO to big money cruise ships and jewellery/rum  

Sellers. Cayman should not sell out for a parking facility. The cruise companies have no vested  

Interest in the long term effects of the cruise port. Cayman needs to value the resources we have  

Which are the REEFS and underwater life. People have been coming here repeatedly to see  

And explore our oceans. We need to show the world that we value our tourism product.  

The congestion is GT is unpleasant enough with our current cruise load. Let’s focus our money  

On the people who want to come to Cayman for what it HAS to offer and not on the people 

Threatening to stop coming if we don’t provide them a port. Value your country, don’t dredge 

George Town 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 
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From: Courtney Platt
To: DOE; Panton, Wayne
Subject: Cruise Berth Objections
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 4:03:42 PM

Dearly beloved DOE and Cabinet Members (and I mean that truly),

I am not against cruise passenger arrivals, I am against killing our PRECIOUS reefs
as our poorest solution to predicted cruise losses.  There are better solutions, such
as new tenders and an efficient, comfortable security screening area for re-boarding
passengers.  This would also present us with an excellent opportunity to promote
CaymanKind and show them (in a variety of media) all of the
attractions/accomodations/restaurants that they might have missed in their brief visit
(to generate stay-over visits)... while they are processed through security.  If there
is concern about private interest, let Government buy, operate and make money
from the tenders.  This would be MUCH cheaper, with a far greater return providing
future flexibility and far less insoluble financial risk than building this cruise berth.  

In light of the grievous environmental impact predicted by the official assessment
presented to public on 9th of June, 2015 I ask the Cayman Islands' Cabinet
Members to please say NO, but thank you for the tremendous effort!  I truly respect
the great deal of good intentions, expense in time and resources that have gone into
preparing this long awaited proposal, but believe the long term cost to the
environment is too great for the relatively short term gain for many reasons, just a
few of which are listed here:

The Environmental Impact Assessment indicates that despite implementation of the
best mitigating devices, dredging and its silt plume will destroy much of the unique,
thousands of years old reefs that we currently earn over $23 million/year from and
upon which numerous watersports operations are primarily dependent. Soto's South
and the Cali shipwreck will certainly perish, but the deadly silt plume will likely affect
all of the reefs in the harbor to various extents, including Soto's Central, Soto's
North, Eden Rock and Devil's Grotto. All of these are extremely important tourism
attractions and are unique to the harbor (see images attached). There are no
alternative reefs with similarly high profile from 30' bases up to 8' depths on their
tops, in calm, clear water anywhere else in Grand Cayman for future glass bottom
boat and snorkeling tourism. Several species of corals, sponges and innumerable
other sessile organisms will prove to be least silt tolerant, thus the death ring will be
even wider for those, including two beautiful branching Acropora species that are on
the IUCN Red List as critically endangered and are currently recovering well in the
harbor (see images attached).   

Implementation of ALL of the environmental impact mitigations recommended in the
Environmental Study from Baird and Associates will open up the ceiling on the
projected cost of this project to astronomical potential.  Are you really prepared to
stand down the dredge while a marine biologist tells you to wait for the silt to clear
before continuing?  ...While the money clock ticks away?  Really? Please don't just
pretend.  If it had to be a choice of one or the other, I would far prefer to see
stoppage happen than to attempt to move the Balboa's Reef at a cost of over $13M
for what amounts to attempting the first brain transplant.  Because currents and
waves can be non-existent or minimal for lengthy periods in the harbor, the wait for
silt clearing could add up to be very long indeed.

mailto:courtney@candw.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:Wayne.Panton@gov.ky


During operations the pit will endlessly, constantly refill with sand, which the ships'
thrusters will turn into sediment clouds, spoiling the clarity of the harbor for hours
every day during. Physics ensures that this aspect will never end, irregardless of
maintenance dredging (at great and regular expense). Once done, the damage can
never be reversed.  Studies prove that constant re-silting, even in lesser amounts
will eventually kill and keep dead, a large area of the harbor with the ships in its
epicenter.  The epicenter of a silt cloud lasting several hours every morning is what
cruise passengers will arrive in instead of the crystal clear, live reef filled waters that
they see today.  And we will have to pay regularly to vacuum out the sand pit,
killing sand dwelling marine life at Government expense... forevermore into the
future.

Street traffic in the harbor will become intolerable. Over night visitor numbers will
likely drop and those who come (as well as Caymanians) will likely be repulsed from
visiting the down town area.  They will be less inclined to return for another trip. 
We already learned this lesson from the dive industry when we spoiled the dive
attraction by over-fishing, losing divers in droves (at least that can be reversed if we
act while you are still in office).  

The view from town will be dominated by the ships and murky water emanating
from their thrusters. The silt cloud will permanently spoil the wreck of the Cali and
Eden Rock as our most accessible and fishiest cruiser snorkeling experiences.
Increased polluted rain run-off from busier streets and the new concrete surface will
adversely affect the health of whatever corals may survive the initial siltation.
Constant re-silting from ships' thrusters will gradually kill an ever widening swath of
weakened marine life over time as well as stain the aesthetics of the harbor's
currently crystal clear status, curtailing many of today's glass bottom boat,
snorkeling, diving and submarine tour sites. Ironically, it is these specific reefs that
are currently the principal experience that cruise passengers have in our waters.  It
is incomprehensible logic to me that we would destroy the the very attraction that
brings the people we want to garner more of.  

Aside from the obvious destruction of marine habitat, which we need to preserve for
the restoration of our already damaged dive tourism product, the wide gap between
intact reef structures created by dredging will act like a fire-break to the normal
migration of reef fish (who naturally shy away from open areas) between Seven Mile
Beach and Jackson Point, reducing effectiveness of the Marine Park. I object to the
project as presented on the basis of the dredging required.  Attached images are all
from the high impact zone and represent only a tiny fraction of what is to be lost.

Assuming that you have seriously studied the EIA's environmental statement and
if you have looked at dredging failures elsewhere, you will already know all of this to
be true.  I've heard confusion regarding the total destruction of 15 acres by
dredging and 20 acres by siltation and wish to clarify the definition of "coral reef".  A
city contains much more than just the tallest buildings.  There are smaller structures
as well, parks, roads, side walks, gas stations, people, cats, dogs, birds, etc...  
Those who are currently searching only for large coral structures have not carefully
studied the environmental statement and have replaced the marine biologist's terms
with their own definition.   It is all part of the marine ecosystem as described in the
document and the environmental importance and economic value of the area cannot
to be scientifically refuted.  Any definition of coral reefs that only counts large hard
corals is not to be found in the lexicon of marine biology and ignores the
interconnectedness of all of the parts that make up a coral reef ecosystem.  Ask any



marine biologist... you'll find a few conveniently at the DOE.

Please, please, please, DO NOT DREDGE

Thank you for your patriotism and due diligence,

-- 
Courtney

Courtney Platt Photography
P.O Box 32326
Grand Cayman KY1-1209
Cayman Islands
(345) 945-3939, 916-1945 cell

(please "Like" my Facebook page)
Facebook.com/CourtneyPlattPhotography
www.CourtneyPlatt.com
courtneyplatt.blogspot.com
http://www.flickr.com/photos/courtneyplatt/sets/

http://www.courtneyplatt.com/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/courtneyplatt/sets/


From: Wayne Ross
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Berthing Facility
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 3:29:16 PM

I am 100% in favour of the cruise berthing facility as proposed being done as soon
as possible.

Wayne Ross
Cancarib Services, Ltd.
P.O. Box 2480 
Grand Cayman KY1 1104
Cayman Islands
Email: wross@cancarib.ky
Tel: 345-925-4052

mailto:wross@cancarib.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:wross@cancarib.ky


From: Cally Clark
To: DOE
Subject: cruise dock
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 2:11:33 PM

Hello
 
Just a quick note, because I know you are getting inundated with emails and calls, etc.
 
Here at Don Foster’s Dive, we sit adjacent to Eden Rock and Devils Grotto which is one of
the most requested shore dives that people ask about.  We can access the site by entering
the water at Foster’s.
 
We also maintain many contracts with the cruise ships and, as such, have a vested interest
in keeping them “happy”.
 
In speaking with the many cruise customers who visit our shop and snorkel/dive to Devils
Grotto, they are all so impressed with the pristine waters and reefs just in this area.  While
there is some coral damage (mostly due to ship traffic in the area) there is still much life and
new growth in front of our shop and by Eden Rock.  Dredging would not only destroy the
immediate area but the silt and water action would wash over our reef and certainly kill any
surviving coral as well as fish and the myriads of sea creatures that we find here.
 
I feel that our cruise passengers are willing to sacrifice a bit more convenience in getting off
the ship to save what we have left of our beautiful reef and especially Eden Rock and Devils
Grotto, home to the fabulous silversides in spring.
 
Please, please, please do not allow this to happen as it will destroy an area that is so popular
and will cause visitors to comment as they do about Jamaica, that “everything is dead”.
 
This is my opinion as a dive professional in Cayman for nearly 30 years.
 
Thanks for your time.
 
Cally Clark
Office Manager
Don Foster’s Dive Cayman Ltd.
Office: 345-945-5132
Hours:  8-4 Mon-Fri
Shop:  345-949-5679
Hours: 8-4:30 Mon-Sun

www.donfosters.com
 

mailto:dfd@candw.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Vassel G Johnson Jr. (Bud) 
PO Box 11148 

KY1-1008 
Grand Cayman 

 
Friday, July 03, 2015 

Department of Environment 
580 North Sound Road  
Grand Cayman 
 
BY HAND 
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
 

Consultation on the Draft Environmental  Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility 

This submission opposes the proposed cruise pier project in George Town in response to the EIA presented last 

month at the Mary Miller hall.  

This objection is formed from over 22 years of General Manager experience in tourism, tour operations, for both 

stay-over, and cruise visitors in Grand Cayman.  This objection is not to cruise tourism or to a cruise pier. To be 

clear, we should support cruise tourism in a managed way to ensure that all visitors have a good experience and 

feel that the destination provides value for money.  This project will involve significant negative environmental 

impacts, with questionable economic benefits, all in the absence of a "committed" comprehensive national 

tourism vision/policy.  

The EIA has not addressed the impact that this development will have on the whole island, and in particular the 

stay-over visitor experience. Rather it has singularly addressed the cruise arrival and George Town transportation, 

economic impact and marine ecological damage, without regard to the long term overall tourism direction. Grand 

Cayman has a "carrying capacity", and to be sustainable, we must implement a strategy to balance our cruise and 

stay-over arrivals to meet that capacity. Building this project before we have a strategy would be a short sighted 

decision. 

My understanding is that we are pursuing this project of building two piers for the following reasons: 

 Improved quality of experience for the cruise visitors 

 To attract the larger cruise ships which are being built, and those currently in service which are not calling 

to Grand Cayman 

 The cruise lines themselves prefer to use piers to disembark and embark their passengers. 

Grand Cayman is a small island with a high cost of living, (and doing business).  With these factors in mind, if we 

are to be a successful "sustainable" tourism destination, we need to manage our crowding to ensure a good 

experience for all, and thus be able to charge a fair price for our products.  Currently, there are many days in the 

middle of the week, when our island is over-crowded, and many of our visitors, both cruise and stay-over, leave 

with an unfavorable impression.  

In my opinion the EIA did not sufficiently address the long-term impact of the capacity constraints/issues on our 

stay over tourism. As a small island destination, with capacity constraints, it would be more prudent and 



sustainable to place priority on the stay-over visitor, and there arealready active projects to improve the Airport, 

and to construct hotels, so there is a high probability of increasing stay-over visitors.  

 What if we are able to increase our stay-over arrivals to 450,000 a year? What will the impact of 2.0 

million cruise arrivals have on the destination?  

 

  As more hotels are built on the seven mile beach, where will the cruise ship passengers who now take 

"beach breaks" go?  

 

  When the water related businesses which use the GTH can no longer do so, due to the ecological 

damage, where will those guests go? 

 

 The vast majority of our cruise visitors will be on island Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday from 8am to 

3pm.  Stingray city is already over capacity at those times. What will any visitor experience on Grand 

Cayman be.  

 

 EIA 18.2.2 states that we will have to upgrade our land based attractions to accommodate the additional 

and displaced guests. Where's the logic in this for a tourism destination that people visit for its renowned 

marine environment.  

 

The Cayman Islands are renowned for their pristine beaches and underwater marine life. We must soar with our 

strengths and not try to be something that we are not. Our unique features set us apart and we must be confident 

and sure in them. Where else in the world can you swim in the harbour? Where else in the world has a natural 

beach as beautiful as seven mile beach? Where else in the world do you get 1.5 million cruise ship passengers 

because you are safe, geographically located, and desired by cruise passengers, even though you don't have a 

pier?  

I humbly ask that the following be considered before going through with the piers as proposed: 

1. As mentioned before, we have a product that is the envy of many tourist destinations globally, yet we 

are ignoring these strengths and proposing to dredge our harbour with uncertain environmental impact.  

At the meeting the consultants did say that as far as their estimates were concerned, they would give 

them 70% confidence. What would a 30% deviation to the projections do to either the reefs 

surrounding the dredge site, or the seven mile beach? The reality is that we could lose all the reef life 

from Treasure Island to south of Sunset House. The EIA states that these reefs are "generally in better 

condition than most other reef systems around the Caribbean". Again in 14.0  the EIA states that "the 

near shore reefs are economically significant to the Cayman Islands".  We are choosing to destroy and 

put at risk, some very unique coral formations and marine life, with economic benefits for questionable 

benefits. 

 

2. Cruise piers will not change the seasonality of Grand Cayman's cruise arrivals. The cruise lines will still 

offer their Alaska, Europe, and Med cruises in the summer, and redeploy the ships to the Caribbean in 

the winter. Two cruise piers, in the summer will stand vacant as white elephants 5 or 6 days of the week 

from May to October. The weekly arrival pattern in the winter will not change as a result of the 

proposed piers - 4+ cruise ship visits will continue on Tuesday Wednesday and Thursday, and lower 

numbers on the other days. In addition, if the expected increased size of the ships materializes, we 



could experience 20,000 passengers per day for three consecutive days in high season.  This will 

negatively impact the experience of the stay-over visitor and residents alike during the winter, and leave 

us with no arrivals during the summer. 

 

3. In section 17.1.2 the EIA states that there will be "..no significant change in passenger disembarkation 

rate"... but with .."an increased passenger time ashore al be it with a significantly longer walk to 

harbour drive".  If the activities around the harbour are no longer available, cruise visitors will then have 

to take a bus or taxi to some distant attraction, the net result is less productive time ashore. 

 

4. Another issue that needs to be addressed is labour; how do we provide labour in the high season to 

accommodate the high numbers, and keep that labour gainfully occupied in the summer?  With 20,000 

passengers per day three days per week in the high season, where are the busses and labour coming 

from to serve these visitors?  What will labour and busses do Friday to Mondays in the winter and for 

the summer when the ships leave for Alaska and Europe?  We already employ more than 60% 

expatriate labour in tourism. Do we import more?   Is this not considered an "environmental" factor? 

 

5. The EIA's silence on future upland development is deafening. (EIA  4.1 and 17.2.3). If  George Town 

businesses are in decline, why are we reclaiming some 7.7 acres of land? Surely not to service a 1% to 

3% increase in cruise passengers and future port cargo activities. This acreage rivals the size of the 

entire Harbour Drive one block deep from the fish market to the craft market, yet there is no discussion 

of future use in the EIA. This should be unacceptable, and concerning, to existing property and business 

owners in George Town. 

There must be other solutions to our challenge of accommodating the large cruise ships which will suit our 

destination more favorably in the long term. It is my understanding, from reliable sources, that the Genesis class 

ships can be tendered, provided that security screening is performed on shore. Why is this possibility not being 

pursued at least in parallel? There are better options to accommodate the large ships and it is not in our best long 

term interest to settle for this two-pier option. 

We need a committed comprehensive vision for tourism for our destination first. The basis for this is already in 

hand between Vision 2008, the NTMP, and the revised NTMP, 2009 to 2013.  It simply needs updating 

commitment and implementation. 

In summary, this project will involve significant negative environmental impacts, with questionable economic 

benefits, all in the absence of a "committed" comprehensive national tourism vision/policy. I implore you not to 

proceed with this two pier project without further consideration of the overall impact on the long term tourism 

plan for Grand Cayman.  

Sincerest thanks for providing this opportunity to comment, and for taking the time to consider my concerns, 

Sincerely, 

 

Vassel G Johnson Jr. (Bud) 



3 Jul 15 

 

To Whom It May Concern: 

 

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed construction of a cruise ship 
berthing facility in George Town Harbor, Grand Cayman. 

 

Although I am a U.S. citizen, I had the privilege of living and working in the Cayman 
Islands for three years studying several aspects of coral reef ecology. Over the years, 
my work has taken me to a variety of locations, including the Florida Keys, the 
Dominican Republic, and others. I can say without hesitation that Cayman boasts 
some of the healthiest reefs in the Caribbean, and that is a direct result of strong 
marine protection laws and enforcement. Allowing the destructive impacts of the 
cruise ship berthing facility will be a major setback for Cayman’s admirable marine 
conservation efforts. 

 

I understand that there are multiple stakeholders with a variety of opinions and that 
this decision is far from a simple one. However, the bottom line is that building a 
cruise ship port is economically shortsighted. Although cruise ship tourism may 
initially increase, degraded reefs will result in decreased revenues from dive, 
snorkel, and ecotourism. The value of Cayman’s coral reefs must not be 
underestimated. There are many alternate avenues that may be taken to increase 
tourism revenue, but coral reefs are irreplaceable. 

 

I sincerely hope you will take my opinion and the opinion of other divers, scientists, 
and conservationists into account when making this important decision. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Kathryn Lohr 
Ph.D. Candidate, Restoration Aquaculture 
University of Florida 
kelohr@ufl.edu 
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Mark Hall          Anonymous   

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Software Developer   

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  United States, Boston  

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here?  Since 2013 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Raleigh Quay, Governors Harbour 

What is your interest in the Project? 

After moving here in 2013, my wife and I have become have become very active scuba divers and 
free divers.  We visit the reefs in and around George Town Harbour at least once a week to dive, 
sometimes twice.  The excellent and healthy reefs surrounding this gem of an island, particularly 
Eden Rock and Devil’s Grotto, are responsible for spawning our deep interest in the health of our 
oceans. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

X     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

From having read the EAI and from what I have heard from many, many dive and snorkel tourists 
who visit Cayman every year, the economic impact of installing a Cruise Berthing Facility in 
Cayman is a breakeven proposition at best.  At worst it is an utter rout of the Cayman tourist 
economy, not just immediately but forever.  Every tourist I have spoken to and heard from who 
visits Cayman at least once per year has stated categorically that destroying and damaging the 
reefs in and around George Town would undoubtedly effect their decision to continue to return 
to Cayman and spend multiple thousands of dollars per person here every year.  To quote one 
such tourist, “There is no loyalty with tourists ...they go where there is WARM weather, good 
flights, healthy corals and pristine waters. If you lose one of these then you lose the tourist. It 
won't matter how nice your piers are the people won't want to stop at Cayman just for the 
stingrays.”  Once Cayman loses its reputation within the dive industry as arguably the best dive 
and snorkel destination in the region from the Gulf and Atlantic to the Caribbean sea, it will never 
return.  Nor will the tourists.  It is a downhill slope from there.  Is Cayman really willing to make 
the gamble that cruise berthing is going to both grow the cruise tourist economy and sustain it 

long term? 

I also strongly doubt the cruise industry’s motivations in all of this.  Their stated goal is to build 
ships so large that they never have to visit an island again, unless it's the island resorts they 
own, like Labadee off the coast of Haiti.  They don't want to share their customers with us and 

have minimal interest in the long term wellbeing of Cayman. 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 
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   X  

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

I thought that Baird did an excellent job with the environmental assessment, both in the written 
summary and the presentation at Mary Miller earlier in the month which I attended.  I felt that they 
remained impartial and presented their opinion of the impact of the cruise ship berthing facility 
on the marine environment and economy in and around George Town. 

 

3. Do you have any other comments? 

Cayman’s crystal clear waters, healthy reefs and abundant underwater wildlife are unparalleled 
in the Caribbean.  This is the very reason why such a high percentage of overnight tourists come 
to this island, tourists whose per-capita economic value to this island is likely 3000% higher than 
the $90 per-head figure I have heard that the average cruise ship tourist brings to the Cayman 
economy.  The thought that Cayman would willingly destroy the very thing that sets it aside in 
world, let alone the Caribbean, is mind-boggling.  As government leaders, you are called to be 

stewards of the island’s environment and its economy.  

Honestly, the worst thing about this proposal is that it has set the two sides of Cayman’s tourism 
industry against each other – cruise vs. diving.  We’re buckling under the threats of a greedy 
cruise ship industry that has no genuine interest in our welfare. 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 















From: Judy Singh
To: DOE
Subject: I DO NOT SUPPORT CRUISE BERTHING IN GEORGE TOWN
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 2:48:33 PM

To whom it may concern:
 
I do not want to see our port or town destroyed by a cruise ship berthing facility.  I am not against the idea of a
dock facility possibly in another location but I do not support destroying our marine ecology systems, ruining
enjoyment of the port area nor risking any other unforeseeable consequences for this project.

I have spoken to many cruise passengers in my 10 years here in Cayman and not one has said they were
bothered by the tender ride or suggested it was a deterrent to their decision to disembark. I am strongly against
dredging the port for a cruise berthing facility and demand the government to acknowledge the many residents
and citizens of the Cayman Islands who share this view.

Judy Singh Hurlston

Be the change that you wish to see in the world
~Mahatma Ghandi

mailto:singh.judy@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Kim Johnson
To: DOE
Subject: No Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 2:59:01 PM

My family and I (which has grown to almost 30 people now, with another baby 
expected any day)  have been coming to Cayman since 1970.  We have not missed a 
year, and usually come several times a year between us. We COME TO DIVE, and 
have already seen your formally unparalleled pristine waters greatly affected by the 
cruise ship business.  We fear if Cayman builds the new cruise ship berthing facility 
it will irrevocably damage the underwater environment that still draws us there year 
after year, and will seek new countries to visit should that happen.

We were just on your island in May for our 3rd daughters wedding . . . all three have 
been married on your beautiful island.  We will be returning on August 8 in just a 
few weeks.

Please listen, as we hold Cayman dear in our hearts and minds.

Sincerely,

Kim Johnson

Clive, IA  

USA

mailto:kim.e.johnson@me.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Barbara Marotta
To: DOE
Subject: NO NEW BERTH
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 2:43:38 PM

 
I have cruised into Georgetown the last 10 years. They is no need for a new Berth.. Huge ships
are not needed, taking the tenders to port is scenic, and you will ruin the gorgeous reef around
the island.  Barbara Marotta 

mailto:bmarotta@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: jarrett nicholson
To: DOE
Subject: Objection to the proposed cruise dock
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 1:35:40 PM

Good afternoon,

I must write and express my objections to the proposed cruise dock that CIG is proposing in
the George Town harbor.
Some of my fondest memories of my father are on the reef structures of the harbor. My
father came here in the late 60’s to work for Bobby Soto, the Lobster Pot dive shop and the
reefs out front is where we spent our time after school and summer holidays. Later on my
father worked at Sunset Divers, my first dive was actually in the salt water pool there. My
point being, is that if the harbor project proceeds and what the EIA report says, comes true,
the places that I hold in fond memory of my child hood will be destroyed. How many people
will never be able to experience the natural beauty of the habour if this project is allowed to
go through? The thought of the Balboa and Cali being destroyed should halt the project
immediately . What happens if the EIA is wrng about 7mile beach? It’s common knowledge
that the sand on the beach moves back and forth with Northwesters and Southwesters. Dig
a big trench in town and where will the sand go in a big northwester?
 If this project goes through the damage can never be undone! This for a boost in cruise
numbers? While destroying one of the very things these cruise ship passengers snorkel and
dive on! Do the supposed benefits out weigh the damage and change that will be done?
Done forever!
Please, please, please do not do this to my island home. This cruise dock is not the answer
we are looking for!

Kindest regards,

Jarrett Nicholson.

Sent from Windows Mail

mailto:jaroo12@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: travel@oneworlddive.com
To: DOE
Subject: Opposition for Cruise Ship Berthing Facility
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 4:07:22 PM
Attachments: E53C813F-ED50-44CD-9871-4B9EFCD5DFC5[121].png

6803203D-41E0-41FB-A732-5FCE065948BF[121].png
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Importance: High

To whom it may concern,

I own a dive center in Colorado and we send numerous divers to the Cayman Islands each year.  We were 
the winners of the Cayman Tourism promotion, Tanks a Lot, Dive Rewards for sending the most divers to 
Cayman in 2015.  We love Cayman and love the diving in Cayman!  We feel that the Cruise Ship Berthing 
Facility will be devastating to the reefs.  The Cayman Watersports Association has done such an amazing 
job with maintaining the reefs over the years and to see them possibly destroyed by this project is heart 
breaking.  Unfortunately if this does go through, myself as well as many in the dive community will send 
our divers elsewhere.  I agree with DEMA’s opinion on the issue.

DEMA's opinion is that the construction and operation of this facility will be devastating to the natural 
coral reefs.  Damage will occur due to direct dredging action, turbidity and siltation on the living reefs 
near Georgetown during construction and additional damage will likely be caused by the on-going 
dredging required to maintain the berthing facility, as outlined in the June 2, 2015 Environmental 
Statement.  In addition, in studying the data presented in the draft Environmental Statement, the actual 
economic benefit to the Cayman Islands appears to be questionable, involving millions of dollars to re-
locate a shipwreck (the Balboa) and portions of the living reef with a result that there would still be a 
net loss of living coral. 
 
Given that tourists arriving by air to the Cayman Islands (rather than cruise ship) account for 77% of 
the tourist revenue generated there, it appears to make little economic sense to destroy the very fabric 
of Grand Cayman's attraction to tourists, to accommodate a greater number of cruise ships ferrying 
tourists who, according the Environmental Statement, spend an average of less than $CI 100 per 
person on island.

Thank you for your consideration,

Michelle Courington
Travel Specialist

One World Dive & Travel
Formerly Underwater Phantaseas, South
6860 S Clinton Ct, Ste M
Greenwood Village, CO  80112
303-220-8282
303-790-4658 (fax)
www.oneworlddive.com

mailto:travel@oneworlddive.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky





http://www.oneworlddive.com/facebook
http://www.oneworlddive.com/twitter


From: Jade Arch
To: DOE
Subject: Opposition to the proposed cruise dock
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 3:39:56 PM

Dear all,
 
I am writing in strong opposition to the plans for a cruise port in George Town.
 
As you know, the dock will have a potentially catastrophic impact on surrounding coral reefs, marine
life and local businesses. Environmentally, it is totally unsustainable and not worth the risk. From an
economic perspective, I genuinely believe that Cayman should focus on quality within the tourism
industry rather than the quantity of tourists coming into the country. The carrying capacity of George
Town is already being exceeded by far, we cannot support more people in and around George Town.
 
Please, please consider future generations. The environment is our main tourism product, if it is
compromised, then what will we have to attract to visitors in years to come? The focus needs to be on
long term, sustainable tourism practices. Cruise tourism is NOT the way forward.
 
Kind regards,
 
Jade
 
Jade Arch
Business Development Assistant

WALKERS
T +1 345 914 4287 | F +1 345 949 7886 | E jade.arch@walkersglobal.com
190 Elgin Avenue, George Town, Grand Cayman KY1-9001, Cayman Islands
www.walkersglobal.com 

British Virgin Islands | Cayman Islands | Dubai | Dublin | Hong Kong | Jersey | London | Singapore

 

WALKERS' DISCLAIMER: The information in this email is confidential and may be legally privileged. If you are not the intended
recipient, you must not read, use or disseminate the information. If you receive this email in error, please inform us immediately and
then delete it from your system. Due to the nature of email communication, Walkers and its affiliated entities accept no responsibility
for any viruses or for the reliability, security, inaccuracy, incompleteness, interception, corruption, loss or delay of information
exchanged.

mailto:Jade.Arch@walkersglobal.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Katie O"Neill
To: DOE
Subject: Preserve our George Town Harbour reef!
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 2:54:03 PM

Dear Dept of Environment,
I am writing today to say I am opposed to the cruise birthing facility if it means the massive plumes of silt 
that result from the project will destroy our precious reef in the George Town Harbour area. This area will 
no longer be the beautiful pristine reef that cruiseship visitors have been so easily able to access so close to 
where their ships anchor. I know I don’t have to tell you that this is a marine protected area… but I do have 
to say that the importance of preserving the beauty of our reef (our top tourism product)  far outweighs 
the expense and damage that building  a cruiseship dock will create. Everyone I have spoken to about this 
is very upset with the idea of the government simply proceeding because it was a campaign promise. The 
smarter thing to do is heed the Environmental Impact Assessment and put this to a national referendum so 
that the voice of the people may be heard.

Thanks you,

Katie O'Neill

mailto:katieoneill@candw.ky
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Gene Thompson            Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:   Developer    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands?   Yes 

Where were you born?   Miami Florida       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here?    51 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?     Canal Point, West Bay Road 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I have an interest in cruise tourism as we operate businesses that depend on this industry and also we 
have real estate holdings that benefit from cruise tourism in a significant way. 

Equally important are the large number of local operators and businesses that depend on the cruise 
industry and I would contend that more small Caymanian operators and businesses benefit directly from 
the cruise industry than stay over tourism.  Eg Taxi drivers, boat operators, food service, retail, tour 
operators, ect.  If these folks are not given an opportunity to earn an honest living, then the social impacts 
will be negative as they will have to resort to other ways to survive that may not be in keeping with good 
social order.  This would not be good for our country. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

    

 
 

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 
 

It is absolutely essential that we have a proper cruise berthing facility for the following reasons: 

• It will create a much better experience for our cruise visitors and studies show they will spend 
more time on shore and more guests will actually disembark. 

• It will provide a more manageable flow of guest getting on and off the ships as the current 
situation is less than acceptable and all one has to do is visit the port on a cruise ship day and 
you will understand. 

• It will provide better operation of traffic for transportation and tour operators. 

• It will allow a large amount of crew to get off this ships and this will have a positive economic 
impact. 

• The current cruise industry is very competitive within our region and it will be getting more 
competitive as Cuba opens up which is all be inevitable now with the rapid changes in 
relationship with the US. 

• The cruise industry has made in clear that unless we provide a proper birthing facility that they 
will reduce the number of calls and hence the number of passengers (and indications are this 
would be a million or less) and if this happens it will have a very negative effect on our tourism 
industry and the many people including the independent Caymanian operators that rely on this 
industry for their livelihood.  All we have to do is think back to 2010-2011-2012 when the arrivals 
were approx 1.3 million pax and the impact this had on the local operators. 

• The facility will provide a much safer place for the ships to dock. 

• It will improve and expand the cargo facility which will need an expansion in the not too distant 
future as Cayman continues to grow. 

• Will reduce the impact on the environment due to anchoring and with the use of proper mitigation 
it will reduce the amount of silt that is currently stirred up in town each time a ship leaves. 
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2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement 
and Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

  X 

 
 

 
Please provide additional comments/explanation: 
 
I think the report was reasonably complete and it did address the major concern regarding the 
environments impacts and ways to mitigate them.  One area that was clear is it will have no impact on 
7-mile beach and this was comforting to many.    

I think that the area regarding what is required to be dredged was not clear on how much coral was 
impacted vs. how much non coral bottom.    

This could have been better stated.   Also the statement of economic loss of $20 million if the coral in 
GT was impacted was a bit misleading as there are many other options for these activities along our 
west coast.  

In general I felt it was a balanced report that followed the TOR and provided a clear path forward and 
how to build the port with the least amount of impact on the environment while embracing the socio-
economic opportunities. 

 

3. Do you have any other comments 

In everything we do there has to be a balance and the info should always be based on facts not on 
emotional reaction and based on this I feel we should move forward with the proposed cruise port 
ASAP.  

George Town was chosen by our forefathers as the proper area for our port activities and we have 
been operating there for well over 100 years now.  

There has already been significant impact to the environment due to fact GT has been used as a port 
and what is currently proposed will enhance the port and not make is worse.   Just think back on when 
Mr. Berkley Bush proposed the current cargo port and what some said the impacts would be and what 
they really were.  Imagine if Mr. Berkley had listened to the sceptics of that time what we have done 
for a port...  

I would like to note one point is everything we do in life has an impact and so will this port both positive 
and negative and we have to be prepared to accept this as it is a part of growing as a country and 
people and we have to make sure the well being of our people is first and foremost.  

To put this in to perspective the plans for the port calls for some 1600’ on our coast line to be used for 
this project.    

If you put that against the 53 miles of coast line that we have it is approximately 06% of our coast that 
will be impacted and I contend this is acceptable bearing in mind the benefit to our Caymanian people 
and to our economy which cruise tourism is some 20% of our economy without the spin off benefits of 
visitors returning as stay over guests. 
 



Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

Page 4 of 4 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky


From: Will
To: DOE
Cc: Panton, Wayne; Kirkconnell, Moses; Rosa Harris
Subject: Proposed port project
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 1:21:11 PM

Dear Sirs,

I am writing to register my opposition to the proposed port project. I am firmly of the view that the
environmental risks far outweigh any perceived benefits, and that the Government should instead be
focusing on improving the airport, fixing the dump, and increasing the number of stayover tourists. The
inevitable destruction of the GT reefs which will be caused by both dredging and the silt cloud which
follows, simply is not worth it.

Yours faithfully,

William Jones

Voter number GT-3427

Cell: 925 0978
PO Box 871 KY1-1103

Sent from my iPad

mailto:w_i_l_l_j@hotmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:Wayne.Panton@gov.ky
mailto:Moses.Kirkconnell@gov.ky
mailto:rharris@caymanislands.ky


From: Mel Allende
To: DOE
Subject: Protect Cayman
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 2:38:04 PM

Protect Cayman 

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone

mailto:melallende@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
https://yho.com/footer0
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):Dean Murray            Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:     

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yea 

Where were you born?     England    

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 1 year 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  16  Hidden gardens Fairbanks Road George Town  

What is your interest in the Project? 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

 

x x  

   

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

   

x x  

 

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

On arrival I heard a lot about the proposed docking facility and how it had been dragging on for 
about 10 years. At first I fully supported the idea of a berthing port. In the short period I have 
been here it is clear from working in George Town that the island cannot cope with three small 
ships berthing in town let alone the super cruisers. There  is no infrastructure to cope with the 
numbers, public transport is non existent and the area around the port comes to a standstill.  

This small island is unique and should remain so it should be regarded as  quaint with natural 
beauty and not some giant non descript island to visit. Instead of spending the multi millions 
on a concrete block improve the tendering service upgrade the tenders and increase the area 
where they can dock, make it an experience when you arrive in Cayman to get on a modern 
tender to reach the island. This could be achieved at a fraction of the cost and serious 
consideration could be given to moving the commercial port to the deeper waters of East end 
bringing much needed jobs rejuvenation to the area and not concentrating all employment in 
George Town. The reef diving and beauty of the sea is all the island really has to offer, there 
are no hills, mountains or abundance of wildlife so retain and improve what you have don’t 
destroy it.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

http://www.doe.ky/
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1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

mailto:doe@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):  Aline Wood           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Retired.  The computer would not allow me to tick the box for my age, 
which is the last one;  65 years + .    
 

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands?  Yes 

Where were you born?  In George Town, Grand Cayman       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here?  N/a 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  George Town 

What is your interest in the Project?   

 
The GT waterfront/harbour needs to be preserved for us the Caymanians, especially for the people of 
GT who were born and have lived in GT all of our lives.   We cannot afford to destroy and give up so 
much of so little that we have left to benefit cruise ships or any other foreign visitors. 
 
 I do not think that we should take such a big risk to destroy over 15 acres of coral reef, etc. in George 
Town.   I understand that the Report made it clear that the project will have significant negative impacts 
on the marine ecology within the GT Harbour areas.  Overall, the Report concluded more negative than 
positive impacts on the environment, and I believe that the Report may have also concluded that the  



Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

Page 2 of 5 

 

development of the piers will “not result in any significant impact on our very popular and famous Seven 
Mile Beach”.  However, most intelligent, experienced Caymanians, seamen, divers, and visitors to our 
Islands believe that there will be some significant impact on Seven Mile Beach.  Therefore, I do not think 
that in the best interests of all concerned, especially us, the indigenous Caymanians, who have lived in 
Grand Cayman, and particularly in George Town all of our lives - we simply DO NOT want to take such a 
BIG risk/gamble to see GT destroyed as God is much wiser than man and He is the only one who knows 
for sure exactly what may or could happen.  Leave nature alone, and thank God for having created the 
GT Harbour the way it is.   
 

1) When the Titanic ship was built, they built it with two bottoms and said it would not sink. 
Everyone should know what happened to the Titanic, and that is, IT SANK and many good 
 innocent people lost their lives!!    

2) When the Twin Towers were built in NYC years ago, they also said they would not burn down, 
but when those terrorists slammed/flew that aircraft into the Twin Towers, they did burn to a 
certain extent because of all the fuel on board the aircraft, and thus the Twin Towers were 
destroyed.  Being on land, they were fortunate enough to be able to rebuild new Twin Towers, 
 but we certainly would not be so lucky with getting back our reefs and beautiful beaches.   
 

Regardless of what some experts or anyone else may say or think, certain awful things can and do 
happen, and it is NOT impossible that certain things will not happen.  In my opinion, it is safer not to 
take such a big risk, as some other suitable alternative could be considered and acted upon, and I would 
add, in further consultation with the public, if necessary. 
        
  
 The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  
Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation:   I agree to # 3 – Neither agree or disagree. 

 

I heard that many cruise ship passengers/visitors say they enjoy boarding the tenders and other boats to 
come ashore on and it has apparently worked well over all of these years.  Plus, I believe the Report (or 
either Hon. Moses Kirkconnell) said that having a Cruise Berthing Facility would not speed up passengers 
disembarking from the ships and getting onto shore (bear in mind the distance is very close and is not 
very far!!) to do their shopping, site-seeing, etc. , so there is NO advantage as far as speed or visitors 
getting to spend more time ashore is concerned.    
 
 In my opinion, cruise piers would be needed more for some of the elderly, handicapped, and maybe 
some small children who may prefer not to use the tenders.   Something much, much less expensive 
than the present proposed Cruise Berthing Facility would no doubt resolve that issue.  Furthermore, I 
certainly do not believe that the owners of the cruise ships will stop coming to Grand Cayman as the 
foreign visitors love this Island far too much and they are much safer ashore here than in many other 
countries when it comes to crime.  If our environment and beaches are destroyed, then that will be the 
last resort, and the majority of visitors will no longer have a desire to visit our shores because they value 
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our friendly hospitality, crystal clear blue waters (which may become polluted from all the dredging), 
snorkelling, diving, swimming and relaxing on our beaches so much. 
 
Proposed Mega ships and other cruise ships all anchored in the GT Harbour at the same time will not 
serve as an advantage to most of the businesses, particularly in GT, because the visitors themselves hate 
all the over-crowding and it is far too difficult to control all the traffic jams, etc. with so much over-
crowding; and very little, if any, policing; and no doubt, there will be more stealing going on inside the 
Duty Free Stores, which would mean a great loss to the owners.  
 
 

1. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I agree to # 3, Neither agree or disagree 

 

Experts are not always 100% right or accurate as they are human beings too, and can sometimes make 
some serious mistakes.   In my opinion, what they write is not BIBLE and cannot be fully guaranteed.  
Also, see my comments at the beginning with respect what is my interest in the project. 
  

Caymanians have always been known to exercise good common sense and are guided by that and by 
putting their trust in the Lord which goes a long way.   

We definitely need to protect what we have as it has proven to be a great asset to us over all these 
many years and if our environment is destroyed there will be ‘no quick fixes’ for any such unknown 
destruction that all this dredging, etc. may cause.  There will be no way that man can repair such 
damage and destruction back to normal.  God gave us all this natural beauty which we should all do our 
best to preserve and enjoy it as it is.  We should not play around with nature and then have to regret 
later on the destruction and ruination caused by messing around with nature.  Caymanians, 
business store owners, and others involved in making a livelihood off of tourism, and our Government 
will be the biggest losers should things go wrong/haywire.   Hopeful abundance of money all at one time 
is not all.  Too much greed for money, and more money all at once may prove us wrong.   
 
Remember how the cruise ship owners were glad to visit our shores a few years ago when there was 
bad weather, or whatever it was, why they were unable to stop at certain ports?  They were too glad to 
Be able to divert their ships to Grand Cayman, and we certainly profited from them at the time ‘without 
any Cruise Berthing Facility’!!  
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Furthermore, consideration should be given to spreading the areas where these ships can dock at so 
that the wealth can be spread throughout the Island; and have better control of crowds, etc.  I was told 
That Bermuda has two separate areas where cruise ships disembark their visitors, and I have always felt 
strongly that these ships should occupy more than one landing area in Grand Cayman. 
 
 My recommendation is to:- 
 

1)  Continue to allow three to four cruise ships to dock in the GT Harbour as is at present 
as this will continue to allow those with tenders, etc. to still get their share of the pie; 
the Duty Free Shops will still benefit greatly from those shopping; taxis and other tour 
operators will continue to take cruise visitors to the beach, to the Turtle Farm, site-seeing, 
etc.. or wherever the wish to.  Some may no doubt wish to visit the Eastern districts and  
this would be good revenue for the taxi and bus/tour operators, etc.   

 
2) Allow two or three ships to go to the dock at Spotts as this is where ships have already gone 

to during rough seas in the GT Harbour which has no doubt worked out satisfactory in the past. 
Suitable and less costly cruise berthing facility improvements could be made to the Spotts 
landing/dock.  This would help to alleviate heavy traffic jams in GT and would allow cruise ship 
visitors to get to the Eastern districts to visit places of interest such as Pedro Castle, the Botanic 
Park, Queen’s Hwy, Rum Point, Cayman Kai, etc. much faster than when having landed in GT.   
 
Also, if they do not care to go to the Eastern districts, then they would still have sufficient time 
to go into GT to do Duty Free Shopping; to Seven Mile Beach, Royal Palms, Hell, or the Turtle 
Farm, etc.   
 
Should the cruise berthing facility become a reality in the GT Harbour, please do NOT allow any 
buildings to go there as we have already lost too many of our natural and beautiful sceneries.  
GT residents have always enjoyed driving through the waterfront to admire the natural scenery 
and sunset there.  To take away anymore of our natural sceneries away from us will be a great 
injustice.  Furthermore, we do not want any more of our iron shore destroyed.  It needs to be 
preserved for us and future generations.  We are tired of so much concrete being dumped into 
GT that we could do without.   Please keep the GT Constitutents fully informed of any proposals 
or changes and allow us to be heard and accept at least some of our input/recommendations.   
 
In my opinion, I believe it would be unwise to spend CI$250M to CI$300M on any cruise 
berthing facility to accommodate cruise ship visitors as we cannot afford such a huge amount of 
money on foreign visitors, especially when it appears to be the cruise ship owners who I 
understand are saying they need it.  I believe that it is more of a ‘want’ than it is a ‘need’.    
Many of our own Caymanians are hurting and are in need of financial help too.  Our children 
need to get the best kind of education and some of this money could be better used to give 
more favourable grants to various schools so as to assist them in getting better qualified 
Teachers, necessary equipment/technology, and most of all, to help lower the high cost of 
school fees which is ‘very hard’ for many Caymanian working/not working parents to pay. 
I believe that both health and education in Cuba are free to their people, so let us try to lead 
by example too and not leave out or forget our very own for foreign visitors to our shores. 
 
Thank you for having had the public meeting and public consultation, transparency, etc. which 
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helped to put much trust and hope in our people.   We deserve to gain something from the trust 
we have placed in our representatives and for our votes   Charity begins at home.   

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:     

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?         

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 30 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Bodden Town 

What is your interest in the Project? 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

Page 2 of 4 

 

1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

  

X 
  

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

The question might be better framed as whether the Cayman needs a berthing facility of this magnitude. 
That the port facilities could and should be significantly improved is not seriously doubted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

In my view the ecological impacts have been fairly studied.  It is to be regretted that certain interests 
backing the project at any cost have attempted to subvert and mislead on the meaning of a coral reef 
ecosystem.   The report could tie the sediment data more closely with the direct impacts to the reefs as it 
is clear from public discussion since the release of the report that these are not fully appreciated – that 
the GTH reefs are in real danger of being killed both in the build stage and in the longer term.   
 
 
It has been suggested that the proposed layout could not actually accommodate 4 vessels at the same 
time – ie that only one would have appropriate space around it in the central bay.  Please advise if this is 
correct. If not why did the cruise operators and Baird not take this into account?  
 
 
Please explain why, in developing the 12 layout options, none considered removing retail operations 
from the port so as to reduce the amount of new acreage required?  The existing shore area could then 
be properly developed exclusively for passenger handling. George Town upland businesses and would 
benefit and the distribution of passenger foot traffic into the central historic town would be encouraged. 
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In my view it is inappropriate for government to be in the business of landlord to retail businesses.  
 

The EIA has failed to adequately assess the Improved Status Quo option which was retained in the 
OBC. 

 

3. Do you have any other comments? 

 

The EIA has demonstrated that two of the three main drivers considered in the OBC – reduced 
disembarkation delays and improved overall passenger experience / opportunity for activities ashore 
will not be achieved.  

I disagree with the premise expressed in the OBC that port development will attract more visitors.  
Improvement of the experience once outside the terminal is the main way to attract them.   Loss of the 
GTH marine environment directly decreases passenger experience and opportunity for shore 
activities. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

http://www.doe.ky/
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1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

mailto:doe@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Susan Dasher            Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate): 65+

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Dive Instructor, Retired attorney    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? yes 

Where were you born?  Kalamazoo, MI       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 12 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  West Bay 

What is your interest in the Project? 

The destruction or removal of the reef and the Cali. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

The removal of the reef will take years and the  survival of coral and sponges will be minimal.  Between 
the cost and the time it would take, the process is prohibitive.: 

The form does not let me respond in the box so count me as disagree 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

The form does not let me respond in the boxes, count me as Agree 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

Be realistic. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Walter M. Goldberg, Ph.D.           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+: X 

                     
 

Profession/Occupation: Coral reef biologist    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? NO 

Where were you born?  USA       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?   

What is your interest in the Project? 

Environmental impact on coral reefs 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

No comment on need 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2  XXX 
 Disagree 

3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

The EIA is clear that the project will have a significant negative environmental impact on the 
coral reefs within Georgetown Harbor, including but not limited to severe damage to significant 
patch reef as well as spur and groove systems. The damage will be direct from construction, and 
indirect from ship operations and construction-related turbidity and sedimentation. The 
estimates of this damage include 15-20 acres of coral reefs and adjacent habitats within the 32.5 
acre project area, as well as in an additional 15 acres within 650 feet of the project footprint. 

It is difficult to verify the assumptions of direct construction impact and of turbidity. The EIS 
itself makes that plain when it states that ”...it is not possible to systematically estimate the 
frequency of occurrence, extent or severity of turbidity plumes”. I agree, but if we accept the 
stated figures of vessel propwash and bowthruster plumes extending to 1600-1700 feet, and 650 
feet for damage outside of the stated footprint by construction, those plumes could cover more 
than half of Eden Rock 
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and Devil’s Grotto reefs, as well as about the same amount of Soto’s Reef shown in Figures 4.4 
and 5.1. Again, quoting from the EIS, these reefs are one of the few dive sites accessible from 
shore and are popular for their mazes of gullies and tunnels. Coral transplantation will be simply 
inadequate compensation for their loss. In addition, the extension of the proposed piers by 1000 
feet places them just over 200 feet away from the wall, and well within the reach of project-
produced debris. I could find no discussion of pier proximity to these shelf-edge reefs. 

The report describes the insidious effects of turbidity on corals quite well, but then quantifies the 
sensitivity of corals based on weight (mg/liter) rather than light-reducing or respiration-
increasing effects. The report then proposes to monitor turbidity using a turbidity meter, but I 
could find no description of how such a meter would be calibrated. Are such impacts really short 
term (p. 238) even though construction is estimated to span three years? I could find no 
discussion of the persistence of fine sediment and its re-suspension after dredging projects 
(e.g., by tenders) that might put a different face on the problem. 

 

I regret that I did not have more time to evaluate this EIA, but these are the problems I saw on 
first inspection. 

 

 

3. Do you have any other comments? 

 

The project should be scaled back. 
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Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky


From: Aline Wood
To: DOE
Subject: Re: Questionnaire for Consultation on the Draft Environment Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing

Facility
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 3:49:41 PM

Further to my attachment re: the above.

I inadvertently forgot to mention the following which I wish to be taken into
consideration as well:-

Item 2, (although wrongly shown as 1), on page 4, after 2).  I met to add:-

     3)   Consideration should be given to build a Jetty at the Cayman
Turtle Farm in West Bay
           so that at least two cruise ships could dock there where the visitors could
disembark.

I believe that cruise ship visitors would greatly appreciate this as it would be much
quicker and much
more convenient for them to disembark there which would give them sufficient time
at the the Turtle Farm,
plus it would allow them time to visit Hell, Seven Mile Beach, go into GT to do Duty
Free Shopping, etc.,
or any other business should they desire to do so.

Also, I would like to add to what I said in the last para. on page 4. 

If the cruise ship owners want/need the cruise berthing facility so badly,
then I feel they should be 
the ones who should be more than willing to contribute to most of the
cost, and/or certainly NO less
than half the cost, without any strings attached as such; therefore,
Government/the people of the
Cayman Islands would be relieved of such a high cost to us, and/or any
future taxes.  

Also, has any consideration been given as to how this huge sum will be
offset or re-paid, should cruise
ship visits decline instead of increase?   The owners should be able to afford
the berthing facility much more 
than us/Government.  

Many business people have said that most cruise ship visitors are cheap and do not
spend much money with them, therefore, I assume some small businesses, other
people barely gain anything much from their visits.  Maybe there
are a few wealthy ones who will spend something worthwhile that helps certain
businesses, but at the same time,
many of our local taxis often complain that they seldom get any trips and the cruise
visitors apparently have prior arrangements or pre-bookings to take certain big
buses/tour operators, leaving them to make very little money
from any taxi fares.    ??   

mailto:chad.aline@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


I trust that all will be taken into consideration.

Kind regards,

Aline Wood  

  

On Fri, Jul 3, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Aline Wood <chad.aline@gmail.com> wrote:

Please see attached.  

Thank you for this opportunity and I trust that further consideration will be given
to this
proposed project.  

Regards,

Aline Wood 

mailto:chad.aline@gmail.com


From: Chase Kuehl
To: DOE
Subject: Save Cayman Waters
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 1:25:09 PM

My family and I (which has grown to almost 30 people now, with another baby
expected any day)  have been coming to Cayman since 1970.  We have not missed a
year, and usually come several times a year between us. We COME TO DIVE, and
have already seen your formally unparalleled pristine waters greatly affected by the
cruise ship business.  We fear if Cayman builds the new cruise ship berthing facility
it will irrevocably damage the underwater environment that still draws us there year
after year, and will seek new countries to visit should that happen.

Thank you for listening, as we hold Cayman dear in our hearts and minds.

Sincerely,

Chase Kuehl

Kansas City, MO 

USA

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:chasekuehl@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Joan Penn
To: DOE
Subject: Save the Reef!
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 1:13:56 PM

Please do not destroy the reef to build a new cruise dock. I am an American scuba diver and have had
the pleasure to dive the area that will be destroyed if you proceed with the plan for the cruise ship
dock. The reef that will be destroyed is a natural TREASURE! I have made twenty trips to the Cayman
Islands to scuba dive. TWENTY!  I was engaged in Grand Cayman and married on LIttle Cayman.  I
think it's fair to say I have spent many more dollars in your country than any day trippers from cruise
ships.  I plan to return to Cayman to dive many more times. However, I can take my dive dollars
elsewhere to places that protect the environment. Please don't destroy the reef!!
Joan Penn
5657 Union Hwy
Gaffney, SC 29340

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:joanpenn26@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Sherry Agellon
To: DOE
Subject: "SPOILING YOU WITH THE UNSPOILED. THAT"S CAYMANKIND
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 3:59:26 PM

Dear Government of Cayman Islands
Please continue to protect your beautiful reefs as you have done so bravely in the
past.  Do it for the people of Cayman, for the tourists who dive your beautiful reefs,
for the fish in your reefs, but especially for the future islanders who love to call your
beautiful country their home.
The world needs more reefs, not more cruise ships.
Please don't destroy the reefs by dredging.
Thank you.

Yours truly,
An appreciative Cayman tourist from Canada
Sherry Agellon

mailto:sherry.agellon@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Randy Harwood
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship pier in Georgetown
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 4:27:31 PM

Dear Sirs and Madams;
I understand that the Cayman Islands Ministry of Tourism is considering adding a
pier for cruise ships in the Georgetown harbor. I can understand how business
people may feel this will bring more prosperity to Grand Cayman. However, I believe
the greatest number of visitors to the Cayman Islands are SCUBA divers and
snorkelers, who go there to experience beautiful, healthy coral reef ecosystems. I
also believe the people of Grand Cayman will thrive as long as the Cayman Islands
are home to healthy coral reefs and uncluttered, pristine beaches.
More cruise ships visiting Grand Cayman will only cause great harm and likely
destruction to Cayman's reefs. No amount of restaurant and T-shirt sales will make
up for the terrible loss of the Island's one unique asset; the surrounding walls and
reefs and a healthy marine environment.
Please decide to not bring more cruise ships to Georgetown or other Cayman Island
harbors.
BTW, I have dived the Cayman walls and reefs since the mid 70's. I named "Randy's
Gazebo" off Little Cayman. I hope to be able to continue to visit and encourage
others to visit the Cayman Islands without fear of seeing an environmental disaster
in the making.
Sincerely,
Randy Harwood
Rolling Hills Estates, California USA

mailto:randykharwood@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky


From: Katieheisler@gmail.com
To: DOE
Subject: NO! To the new berthing dock
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 4:30:38 PM

Please reconsider this berthing station. Reefs that have taken hundreds of years to grow are at stake.

As an alternative why not enhance the tender boats to make a memorable experience for tourists.

Too much is at stake environmentally to go on with this plan. Please don't do it!

Sincerely,
Katie and Jason Blitzstein

Katie Heisler Blitzstein
Famous Kirby's LLC
www.FamousKirbys.com
215/941-9481

mailto:katieheisler@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Recruitment Specialist    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born? England        

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 1 year 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  South Sound 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I believe that this project would be hugely detrimental to the beautiful reef, which is the key 
reason a huge number of divers visit Cayman each year. I understand that cruise ship 
passengers bring a lot of money to the Cayman Islands each year, however from an environment 
perspective this would be tragic. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly disagree 2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree 
or disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly 
agree 

 

    

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

Cruise ship passengers have been happy to get a boat from the ship for many years – why should this 
change? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or disagree 4 – Agree 5 – Strongly 
agree 

  

 

  

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

My husband is a Marine biologist and attended your discussion on 3rd July.  Having spoken 
with him and heard about the answers to questions answered at this discussion, I strongly 
disagree with the proposed cruise berthing facility.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 
following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

http://www.doe.ky/
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1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 

mailto:doe@gov.ky














From: Graham Casden
To: DOE
Subject: Re: Cruise Ship Berthing Facility in Cayman Islands
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 4:46:57 PM
Attachments: OFemailsignature_June2015.png

To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing this letter on behalf of my business, Ocean First, a full-service swim, 
dive and travel center located in Boulder, CO. We vehemently oppose the 
construction of a cruise shop berthing facility on Grand Cayman and strongly urge 
you to reconsider moving forward with such a project. As you are well aware, it will 
have a devastating effect on the natural ecology in and around the islands and will 
dissuade many ocean enthusiasts from coming to your beautiful country. It was in 
Grand Cayman where I fell in love with the ocean and scuba diving and that 
experience forever changed my live and subsequently the lives of hundreds, if not 
thousands, of others. Please consider your actions and how they will effect future 
generations. It is our responsibility to preserve the marine environment and its 
resources, not exploit them. 

Yours truly,

Graham

Graham Casden
Chief Visionary Officer
Ocean First
3015 Bluff St.
Boulder, CO 80301
O: 303.444.7234
C: 720.480.1479
graham@oceanfirstdivers.com
www.oceanfirstdivers.com

mailto:graham@oceanclassrooms.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:graham@oceanfirstdivers.com
http://www.oceanfirstdivers.com/
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Timothy Adam          Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:     

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born? Jamaica        

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 51 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Governors Harbour / West Bay voting district 

What is your interest in the Project? 

1).  Cayman is my home, both my wife and I have Caymanian Status, all three of my children are 
Caymanian too, and it is where I hope my children – and eventually their children – will find an 
attractive place to live AND a rewarding place to work. 

2).  I am Managing Director of Cayman Turtle Farm, a land-based visitor attraction for which 
approximately 70% of admissions sold are to cruise passengers.  Therefore the quantity of 
cruise visitor arrivals directly impacts on the success of our business.  If this quantity falls 
significantly it could impact the number of local people we have employed, which presently is 
over 90 persons directly employed (of which only 4 are on Work Permits) plus many more 
persons involved in the transportation operators that are separate companies that depend upon 
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bringing those cruise passengers to visit our attraction. 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

    

√ 
Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

There are many Caymanians whose employment depends upon the cruise passenger arrivals 
and based on anecdotal evidence it appears that the percentage of Caymanians vs Non-
Caymanians employed in the businesses primarily serving cruise tourism, is significantly higher 
than what obtains in the businesses primarily serving stay-over tourism.  There is more work 
needed to better quantify the impacts on jobs of Caymanians i.e. eligible voters. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

    

 
Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

. 

This question is incorrectly phrased.  As a result it ends up being misleading and is probably going to 
produce dubious results. 

I STRONGLY AGREE that The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the 
Environmental Statement and Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  
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I STRONGLY DISAGREE that The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the 
Environmental Statement and Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key socio-
economic impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts).  BUT it was an 
ENVIRONMENTAL Impact Assessment.  SO… Why should I expect it to robustly assess the 
socio-economic impacts? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Do you have any other comments? 

 

The decision as to whether or not to proceed with developing the Cruise Berthing Facility is 
constitutionally the responsibility of the Cabinet of the Cayman Islands Government.  Based on 
what the Deputy Premier has indicated, before Cabinet votes on the matter it will first go to the 
“Caucus” which is comprised of the ten elected PPM Members of the Legislative Assembly.  
There are three dimensions we should expect them to take into account: 

 Economic 

 Environmental 

 Social 

The work done and reports produced already, give ample coverage and analysis of Economic 
and Environmental dimensions i.e. 

 … DATT Chief Officer Stran Bodden JP (MA in Economics) and the Cruise Terminal 
Development Steering Committee, who produced the Strategic Outline Case dated 30th 
April 2013. 

 … PricewaterhouseCoopers (a multinational professional services network, the world's 
second largest professional services network as measured by 2014 revenues) who 
produced the Public Engagement Outline Business Case dated October 2013. 

 … Mott MacDonald (a global management, engineering and development consultancy 
company) who produced the Final Draft EIA Terms of Reference dated November 2013. 

 … Baird (a respected company whose motto is “Whole Brain Engineering”) who 
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produced the Environmental Statement dated 2nd June 2015. 

The work published so far however, is not as complete as we believe it should be in regard to the 
Social dimension.  We believe that a big part of that should be to evaluate the impact on 
employment of eligible voters i.e. Caymanians, and to date we have not seen an evaluation 
showing a breakdown with that criterion.  That work needs to be done urgently so as to give 
good decision support to the MLAs who will be deciding on whether or  not to proceed with the 
development of the Cruise Berthing Facility. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 



From: Shane Troughton
To: DOE
Subject: Georgetown Cruiseship Port EIA
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 4:59:04 PM

Dear Cayman Islands Department of the Environment,

Over the last few weeks I have been reading the EIA and the various different
opinion pieces that have come out in support and against the proposed plan.

As a diver who has volunteered countless hours of their free time towards working
to restore the damage done to the Carnival Magic reef zone, I find the fact that this
project is seriously being considered as an option, incredibly insulting.

While I am aware that something needs to be done to increase income to the
Island, I don't believe for a second that destroying any of the natural environment
which Cayman is lucky to have can ever be considered a worth while sacrifice for a
short term monetary gain. The upgrade to the airport would seem to be a far more
logical use for funding and has the potential to surely increase the amount of money
this island makes from tourism as a whole.

I'm no expert on toursim etc, but there is only one group of people that the
proposed plan is going to effect, and that is the people who live & work here. Given
the number of companies in and around Georgetown that will either be completely
wiped-out or have their business severely impacted, I can't believe this would be a
preferred option. Cruise ship companies and Cruise ship tourists definitely won't care
anyway as they won't know any different.

It is complete madness to even consider this, or honestly any variation that involves
destroying the natural environment, which has already seen so much damage and
destruction from the hands of people, if we don't take a stand and defend it Grand
Cayman will have nothing left to attract people or keep them here.

Just my two cents :)
All the best & have a great day

Shane

mailto:stroughton@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky




















From: Robert Kuehl
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Project
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 5:55:06 PM

I'm sure that you are fielding many emails like this, so I'll keep this simple...if you do
a cost-benefit analysis, I'm not sure that even if you wanted to solely focus on
economic gains that this would be anything more than a trip to the casino...NOT
factored into the equation is the fact that many divers like us, who have been
coming there thirty years with our growing family, will look elsewhere for our dive
trips if this happens.

Additionally, you will take a repuatational hit among the diving population as well as
those who love the quiet life of the island....

This project is a bad call and I think that many who support it even know that
intuitively...this will be a travesty when it comes to what Cayman is known for...

Please think about this!

Rob Kuehl

*********************************
Live Strong!!!
Robert Kuehl

mailto:rjkuehl@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Jerrica Wood          Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:     

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? YES 

Where were you born?  Cayman Islands       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? N/A 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Bodden Town 

What is your interest in the Project? 

1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Saving our reefs and marine environment. 

 

 

 

 

X 
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Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

2 Disagree - I am not sure whether I would go as far as saying that the Cayman Islands 
needs a cruise berthing facility, but something should be done about the waterfront. I 
would like to see the money put toward building a better waterfront facility, converting 
the waterfront into a safe and walk-able community with more local crafts and etc. for 
both tourist and locals alike. What is the sense in creating this cruise pier when we will 
loose so much of what makes us such a jewel in the first place? When the silt 
smoothers the coral reefs and destroys the visibility of our waters why will the cruise 
ships even bother to come? Even if every possible precaution is taken, there is no way 
this will not devastate the marine environment and thus tourism industry and the islands’ 
economy. I do not see how the havoc could possibly pay off and bring revenue. 
Examples can be taken from Falmouth in Jamaica and the port in Miami. If a country 
like the U.S. with all of its resources cannot safely construct a port, then what makes 
Grand Cayman any different? Create a no drive zone and make the town centre a walk-
able shopping district with a mixture of restaurants, bars, and shops, bring in a bit of 
heritage with street food, local fruits/drinks, dancing and music and even expand the 
museum. 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

      X 

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

4- Agree, from what I have read it seems that most of the key environmental and socio-
economic impacts of the project (both positive and negative) have been discussed. 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

 I have been extremely busy and missed the public consultation meeting last month. I 
have made it a priority to read through all the information made available by the DoE as 
well as other case studies involving similar circumstances, however this has not been 
completed at this time. I would have preferred to have read and processed all the 
information concerning the pier and similar case examples. However, due to a lack of 
time on my part and a pressing deadline date to submit comments (which is 
understandable as I know these take time to review and summarize such comments) I 
was not able to write as thorough of a comment as I would have liked, but I could not let 
the deadline pass without emailing in something. 

 

 

http://www.cruiselawnews.com/2012/07/articles/pollution‐1/royal‐caribbeans‐new‐port‐in‐falmouth‐

jamaica‐at‐what‐cost‐to‐the‐environment/  

http://archynews.com/despite‐protections‐miami‐port‐project‐smothers‐coral‐reef‐in‐silt‐2/  

http://www.miamiherald.com/news/local/community/miami‐dade/article1980616.html  

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  



Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

Page 4 of 4 

 

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 



From: Rachael Williams
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Proposal
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 7:45:59 PM

Hi,
I just wanted to voice my concern against the proposal for the new cruise ship
terminal. The value of our reefs are absolutely priceless and cannot be compared to
revenue made from cruise ships. Look at the other countries that have tried the same,
had similar environmental impacts reports, and turned very badly. Please consider
the future, not in the next 50 years, but the next 500 years. Please don't let this
happen.
All the best and smart decisions,
Rachael Williams
926-2671

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone

mailto:rwil202@yahoo.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
https://yho.com/footer0
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous    

Hannah Reid 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Communications    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born? Miami (Caymanian)        

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 23 years (my whole life) 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  South Sound 

What is your interest in the Project? 

As a young Caymanian with a background in environmental studies and policy, I am keenly interested in 
this project because of the inevitable effects it will have on the local environment and economy. I am 
deeply concerned at the fact that, so soon after passing the National Conservation Law, the CIG is 
considering the destruction of a marine park that is protected by both national legislation (the NCL) and 
international legislation (the Convention on Biodiversity). After reading the EIA and written results, I 
wholeheartedly believe that the possibility of attracting more cruise tourists is not worth sacrificing the 
very environment that they come to enjoy. Sometimes it is hard to appreciate how privileged we are to 
live in a place that hundreds of thousands of people are willing to travel hundreds of miles just to visit. 
The proposed berthing facility represents a sacrifice of quality for quantity – and it is my generation and 
my children and grandchildren’s generations that will be forced to live with the long-terms costs of 
dredging paradise to put up a cruise ship dock.

X 
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

As the EIA correctly notes, the Cayman Islands has considered the need for a cruise berthing facility 
since 1994. The most recent renewal of calls for a pier came in 2013 when the Cayman Islands 
experienced the lowest number of cruise arrivals since 2001, a trend that the Florida-Caribbean Cruise 
Association attributed to the lack of a cruise berthing facility in Grand Cayman. In response, the Cayman 
Islands Government “hastened” activities towards the construction of a berthing facility (Annual Economic 
Report 2013).  

The Cayman Islands was not the only Caribbean country experiencing a downturn in cruise arrivals. 
Indeed, the 2013 Strategic Outline Case was quick to note that “competing regional countries such as 
Jamaica, Honduras, Belize and the Turks & Caicos Islands [have] recognised the need for berthing 
facilities and have made the relevant investments to preserve their markets”. 

Since those statistics were released, however, the Cayman Islands has experienced a renewed surge in 
cruise arrivals (see Figure 1). In fact, the Third Quarter Economic Report 2014 stated that: “During the 
first three quarters of 2014, cruise arrivals totalled 1,175,115 visitors, an increase of 19.1% over the 
comparative period for 2013 […] the highest level for the same period since 2011.” Furthermore, the 
Jamaica Tourism Board Annual Travel Report 2014 (which contains  data as recent as  February, 2015) 
lists the total amount of cruise passenger arrivals for the Cayman Islands in 2014 at 1,609,555, ranking 
4th behind Bahamas, Cozumel, and US Virgin Islands, respectively. Indeed, in spite of the recent 
construction of the cruise berthing facility in Falmouth (bringing the number of cruise ports in Jamaica to a 
total of three), the Cayman Islands still outperforms Jamaica in terms of total cruise passenger arrivals. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The EIA summarises the need for the project without critically analysing the reality of exactly how much 
cruise ship tourism contributes to the economy of the Cayman Islands. In addition to merely restating the 
figures released in 2013, it fails to address the disparity between how much the proposed berthing facility 
would cost (both financially and in terms of environmental loss) in comparison with the amount of money 
generated annually by the cruise tourism industry. As it stands, the current estimated the cost of the 
berthing facility is $150,000,000 (a further $13,000,000 would need to be added according to the EIA to 

X 

Figure 1. Cruise arrivals (‘000), Jan - Sept. Source: 
Department of Tourism, 2014 
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attempt coral relocation) meanwhile the revenue accrued from cruise ship departure charges was listed at 
$9,915,000 and cruise passenger fees at $2,953,000. Although these numbers do not tell the whole story 
of how much revenue the Cayman Islands receive as a direct result of cruise ship tourism, it is 
inconceivable that any other associated financial benefits could justify the initial expenditure, not to 
mention subsequent costs of operating and maintaining such a port. 

From an economic standpoint alone, the proposed berthing facility is far more likely to be a strain on the 
economy than a boost to it (for an example of a similarly ill-fated project, one need look no further than 
the Turtle Farm). Nevertheless, it would be remiss of me not to highlight the extensive environmental 
damage explained in the EIA in my arguments against the need for a cruise berthing facility. That the CIG 
is considering the destruction of acres of a relatively healthy coral reef ecosystem seems almost criminal 
in light of the fact that, globally, coral reefs contain 25% of marine species and 75% of the world’s coral 
reefs are threatened (NPR; World Resources Institute). Although the loss of Soto’s Reef and Devil’s 
Grotto may seem to only impact the Cayman Islands, the fact of the matter is that the destruction of 15 
acres of coral reef contributes to a global trend of destruction that no country is immune from. In the past, 
the Cayman Islands has proven itself a leader in terms of marine protection and coral reef research. The 
environmental degradation associated with the proposed cruise berthing facility strikes at the very heart of 
that legacy. 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic impacts 
of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

The EIA painted a very clear picture of exactly what the Cayman Islands risks losing in terms of the 
environment, but fails to address a clear and demonstrable need for the possible socio-economic 
impacts. 

1. Do you have any other comments? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

X 
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Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):Russell Hartridge       Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Scuba Diving Instructor    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  United Kingdom       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 11+ Years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  South Sound 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I have been working in the local tourism industry in Grand Cayman as a Scuba Diving Instructor for the 
past 11+ years and feel the project is completely unnecessary.  Cayman is small and should put more 
emphasis on how Cayman is a small but NOT overly developed Island in the Caribbean.  That is what 
visitors want.  The Cruise Ship business is fierce and always full of threats to not include Cayman or 
paying just enough or less for the services provided.  It’s a tough Industry with huge overheads.   

Keep Grand Cayman a desired destination for visitors and it can’t be overlooked or replaced.  Destroy 
what Grand Cayman has and risk losing everything. 

Building a huge coastal installation will permanently damage the west side of the island and the main 
reason for why people want to visit Grand Cayman.   
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Growing up in the UAE I have seen coastal development completely destroy ecosystems and make 
Scuba Diving and other water sports activities unsafe.  The predicted positives simply do not exceed the 
HUGE negatives.  It will be a sad day when Grand Cayman disappears from tourism and is stuck with a 
giant dock rarely used once the island has no attractions worth seeing.  Grand Cayman simply does not 
need a new dock to improve business.  Focus on what Grand Cayman is and what it has to offer.  It is 
AWESOME and will continue to be so if it’s looked after with passion and pride.  Grand Cayman has what 
people want.  Build upon Grand Caymans reputation as a small Island destination, not just another port 
that looks just like the last.  

 

Also, after many conversations with Cruise Ship passengers over the years I have never heard one say 
they would prefer a dock and they did not mind the tendering process.  “It adds to the adventure” was the 
most common response.  If not for the visitors spending money in Grand Cayman, then who is this huge 
project for ?  The visitors to Grand Cayman don’t seem to want it………       
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

           X  
   

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

See Answer to “what is your Interest in the project ?” 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

  

          X 

  

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

3. Do you have any other comments? 
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Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):    Justin D. Miller   Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: ☑ 
55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:     

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  Grand Cayman       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Seven Mile Beach 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I work in Tourism and have daily interactions with both stay over visitors.  

I grew up on the water fishing, snorkelling and sailing and hope that one-day my kids might be 
able to do the same. 
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The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  
1 – Strongly 

disagree 
2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 

disagree 
4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

X 
    

 

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

X 
    

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 
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2. Do you have any other comments? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  
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The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 



From: Very Wireless
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed cruise ship berthing.
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 8:28:54 PM

I would like to say I strongly oppose this project due to the devastating impact it will
have on the surrounding living coral. Have you.learnt nothing after the destruction
caused by the Magic.
I am a dive professional that was fortunate enough to dive in the Caymans for a
month last year.
I helped with the coral restoration project, and saw first hand the heartbreaking
destruction caused by that cruise ship.
Please reconsider and put profit and money aside and protect your natural
resources. Do not approve this project.
Regards.
Mark Thorn.

mailto:vzwdroidrazor@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional): Sally Coppage       Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Scuba Diving Instructor    

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? Yes 

Where were you born?  USA       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 10+ years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  South Sound 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I am a dive instructor that has lived and worked in Cayman for ten years.  As well, I have travelled the 
world.  This project would have the opposite effect of what everyone wants for the Cayman Islands.  
People want to travel to places that are unique and have a special “something” to them.  I feel the 
Cayman Islands are already starting to lose that “special something” this cruise ship terminal would 
destroy so much of what we all love about the island and all that we want back. We need to bring things 
back to basics and that is what will draw people to the island. So few places on earth still have this quality 
and it is valued so highly it will be valued even higher in the future as more locations put money above all 
else.  It is of the highest importance that we strive to keep it, for the health of our society, physical and 
spiritual beings.
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The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

X 

    

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

See answer to “what is your interest in this project ?” 

 

1. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

         X    
Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

 

2. Do you have any other comments? 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  
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4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 



Advisory Council on 
Underwater Archaeology 

 
 Kimberly Faulk, Chair  
 Geoscience Earth & Marine Services 
 10344 Sam Houston Park Drive 

 Houston, TX 77064 USA 
 Bus 281-994-3385 
 Kim.Faulk@f-e-t.com 
Department of Environment  
Environmental Centre  
580 North Sound Road 
George Town, Grand Cayman 
 

Dear Environmental Advisory Committee,  
 
On behalf of the Advisory Council on Underwater Archaeology (ACUA), I would like to submit these 

comments regarding the Draft Non-Technical Summary of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a 
proposed Grand Cayman Cruise Berthing Facility.  The ACUA is a non-profit educational organization founded in 
1967, and serves as an international advisory body on issues relating to underwater archaeology, conservation, 
and submerged cultural resources management.   

 
The ACUA is pleased to see consideration of cultural heritage, both on land and underwater, as part of the 

proposal to expand the cruise ship berthing facility in Grand Cayman. The Ministry of District Administration 
Tourism & Transport and The Port Authority of the Cayman Islands are to be congratulated for their forward 
thinking, thorough planning, and concern for the heritage and history of the Cayman Islands. With respect, the 
ACUA recommends the relevant authorities carefully consider the impact this proposed construction will have on 
the clear water, reefs, and shipwrecks of Georgetown. The natural and historical resources of the Cayman Islands 
are what draws visitors to your shores, and the clear, incredibly blue water of Hog Sty Bay is legendary. The ferries 
that run between the cruise ships and the dock are, for many passengers, the closest they'll get to the water and it 
would be a terrible shame to lose that experience. The wreck of Balboa offers shallow water, interesting history, 
and fascinating marine life for snorkelers and beginner divers; even if moved, years will pass before the ecosystem 
is rebuilt. Please consider the amazing and unique resources you already have, before you choose to destroy 
them with yet another enormous concrete dock. 

 
If relocation of the shipwreck Balboa is pursued, time, personnel, and funding should be made available to 

thoroughly record and document this heritage resource. This will enable the accurate placement of the shipwreck 
in a new location to as closely as possible replicate its position and context. Further, documentation will allow for 
interesting and accurate interpretation, such as through underwater guides for visitors and/or an exhibit in the 
National Museum, which will enhance tourism. The ACUA suggests close coordination with the National Museum 
of the Cayman Islands for any such endeavors. Please do not hesitate to contact the ACUA if we can be of 
assistance or provide additional information. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
Kimberly L. Faulk, MA 
Chair, ACUA 
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):  Aline Wood           Anonymous    

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years: 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation: Retired.  The computer would not allow me to tick the box for my age, 
which is the last one;  65 years + .       
 

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands?  Yes 

Where were you born?  In George Town, Grand Cayman       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here?  N/a 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  George Town 

What is your interest in the Project?   

 
The GT waterfront/harbour needs to be preserved for us the Caymanians, especially for the people of 
GT who were born and have lived in GT all of our lives.   We cannot afford to destroy and give up so 
much of so little that we have left to benefit cruise ships or any other foreign visitors. 
 
 I do not think that we should take such a big risk to destroy over 15 acres of coral reef, etc. in George 
Town.   I understand that the Report made it clear that the project will have significant negative impacts 
on the marine ecology within the GT Harbour areas.  Overall, the Report concluded more negative than 
positive impacts on the environment, and I believe that the Report may have also concluded that the  
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development of the piers will “not result in any significant impact on our very popular and famous Seven 
Mile Beach”.  However, most intelligent, experienced Caymanians, seamen, divers, and visitors to our 
Islands believe that there will be some significant impact on Seven Mile Beach.  Therefore, I do not think 
that in the best interests of all concerned, especially us, the indigenous Caymanians, who have lived in 
Grand Cayman, and particularly in George Town all of our lives ‐ we simply DO NOT want to take such a 
BIG risk/gamble to see GT destroyed as God is much wiser than man and He is the only one who knows 
for sure exactly what may or could happen.  Leave nature alone, and thank God for having created the 
GT Harbour the way it is.   
 

1) When the Titanic ship was built, they built it with two bottoms and said it would not sink. 
Everyone should know what happened to the Titanic, and that is, IT SANK and many good 
 innocent people lost their lives!!    

2) When the Twin Towers were built in NYC years ago, they also said they would not burn down, 
but when those terrorists slammed/flew that aircraft into the Twin Towers, they did burn to a 
certain extent because of all the fuel on board the aircraft, and thus the Twin Towers were 
destroyed.  Being on land, they were fortunate enough to be able to rebuild new Twin Towers, 
 but we certainly would not be so lucky with getting back our reefs and beautiful beaches.   
 

Regardless of what some experts or anyone else may say or think, certain awful things can and do 
happen, and it is NOT impossible that certain things will not happen.  In my opinion, it is safer not to 
take such a big risk, as some other suitable alternative could be considered and acted upon, and I would 
add, in further consultation with the public, if necessary. 
        
  
 The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  
Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation:   I agree to # 3 – Neither agree or disagree. 

 

I heard that many cruise ship passengers/visitors say they enjoy boarding the tenders and other boats to 
come ashore on and it has apparently worked well over all of these years.  Plus, I believe the Report (or 
either Hon. Moses Kirkconnell) said that having a Cruise Berthing Facility would not speed up passengers 
disembarking from the ships and getting onto shore (bear in mind the distance is very close and is not 
very far!!) to do their shopping, site‐seeing, etc. , so there is NO advantage as far as speed or visitors 
getting to spend more time ashore is concerned.    
 
 In my opinion, cruise piers would be needed more for some of the elderly, handicapped, and maybe 
some small children who may prefer not to use the tenders.   Something much, much less expensive 
than the present proposed Cruise Berthing Facility would no doubt resolve that issue.  Furthermore, I 
certainly do not believe that the owners of the cruise ships will stop coming to Grand Cayman as the 
foreign visitors love this Island far too much and they are much safer ashore here than in many other 
countries when it comes to crime.  If our environment and beaches are destroyed, then that will be the 
last resort, and the majority of visitors will no longer have a desire to visit our shores because they value 
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our friendly hospitality, crystal clear blue waters (which may become polluted from all the dredging), 
snorkelling, diving, swimming and relaxing on our beaches so much. 
 
Proposed Mega ships and other cruise ships all anchored in the GT Harbour at the same time will not 
serve as an advantage to most of the businesses, particularly in GT, because the visitors themselves hate 
all the over‐crowding and it is far too difficult to control all the traffic jams, etc. with so much over‐
crowding; and very little, if any, policing; and no doubt, there will be more stealing going on inside the 
Duty Free Stores, which would mean a great loss to the owners.  
 
 

1. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I agree to # 3, Neither agree or disagree 

 

Experts are not always 100% right or accurate as they are human beings too, and can sometimes make 
some serious mistakes.   In my opinion, what they write is not BIBLE and cannot be fully guaranteed.  
Also, see my comments at the beginning with respect what is my interest in the project. 
  

Caymanians have always been known to exercise good common sense and are guided by that and by 
putting their trust in the Lord which goes a long way.   

We definitely need to protect what we have as it has proven to be a great asset to us over all these 
many years and if our environment is destroyed there will be ‘no quick fixes’ for any such unknown 
destruction that all this dredging, etc. may cause.  There will be no way that man can repair such 
damage and destruction back to normal.  God gave us all this natural beauty which we should all do our 
best to preserve and enjoy it as it is.  We should not play around with nature and then have to regret 
later on the destruction and ruination caused by messing around with nature.  Caymanians, 
business store owners, and others involved in making a livelihood off of tourism, and our Government 
will be the biggest losers should things go wrong/haywire.   Hopeful abundance of money all at one time 
is not all.  Too much greed for money, and more money all at once may prove us wrong.   
 
Remember how the cruise ship owners were glad to visit our shores a few years ago when there was 
bad weather, or whatever it was, why they were unable to stop at certain ports?  They were too glad to 
Be able to divert their ships to Grand Cayman, and we certainly profited from them at the time ‘without 
any Cruise Berthing Facility’!!  
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Furthermore, consideration should be given to spreading the areas where these ships can dock at so 
that the wealth can be spread throughout the Island; and have better control of crowds, etc.  I was told 
That Bermuda has two separate areas where cruise ships disembark their visitors, and I have always felt 
strongly that these ships should occupy more than one landing area in Grand Cayman. 
 
 My recommendation is to:‐ 
 

1)  Continue to allow three to four cruise ships to dock in the GT Harbour as is at present 
as this will continue to allow those with tenders, etc. to still get their share of the pie; 
the Duty Free Shops will still benefit greatly from those shopping; taxis and other tour 
operators will continue to take cruise visitors to the beach, to the Turtle Farm, site‐seeing, 
etc.. or wherever the wish to.  Some may no doubt wish to visit the Eastern districts and  
this would be good revenue for the taxi and bus/tour operators, etc.   

 
2) Allow two or three ships to go to the dock at Spotts as this is where ships have already gone 

to during rough seas in the GT Harbour which has no doubt worked out satisfactory in the past. 
Suitable and less costly cruise berthing facility improvements could be made to the Spotts 
landing/dock.  This would help to alleviate heavy traffic jams in GT and would allow cruise ship 
visitors to get to the Eastern districts to visit places of interest such as Pedro Castle, the Botanic 
Park, Queen’s Hwy, Rum Point, Cayman Kai, etc. much faster than when having landed in GT.   
 
Also, if they do not care to go to the Eastern districts, then they would still have sufficient time 
to go into GT to do Duty Free Shopping; to Seven Mile Beach, Royal Palms, Hell, or the Turtle 
Farm, etc.   
 
Should the cruise berthing facility become a reality in the GT Harbour, please do NOT allow any 
buildings to go there as we have already lost too many of our natural and beautiful sceneries.  
GT residents have always enjoyed driving through the waterfront to admire the natural scenery 
and sunset there.  To take away anymore of our natural sceneries away from us will be a great 
injustice.  Furthermore, we do not want any more of our iron shore destroyed.  It needs to be 
preserved for us and future generations.  We are tired of so much concrete being dumped into 
GT that we could do without.   Please keep the GT Constitutents fully informed of any proposals 
or changes and allow us to be heard and accept at least some of our input/recommendations.   
 
In my opinion, I believe it would be unwise to spend CI$250M to CI$300M on any cruise 
berthing facility to accommodate cruise ship visitors as we cannot afford such a huge amount of 
money on foreign visitors, especially when it appears to be the cruise ship owners who I 
understand are saying they need it.  I believe that it is more of a ‘want’ than it is a ‘need’.    
Many of our own Caymanians are hurting and are in need of financial help too.  Our children 
need to get the best kind of education and some of this money could be better used to give 
more favourable grants to various schools so as to assist them in getting better qualified 
Teachers, necessary equipment/technology, and most of all, to help lower the high cost of 
school fees which is ‘very hard’ for many Caymanian working/not working parents to pay. 
I believe that both health and education in Cuba are free to their people, so let us try to lead 
by example too and not leave out or forget our very own for foreign visitors to our shores. 
 
Thank you for having had the public meeting and public consultation, transparency, etc. which 
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helped to put much trust and hope in our people.   We deserve to gain something from the trust 
we have placed in our representatives and for our votes   Charity begins at home.   

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 



From: Aline Wood
To: DOE
Subject: Re: Questionnaire for Consultation on the Draft Environment Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing

Facility
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 11:29:11 PM

On Fri, Jul 3, 2015 at 11:25 PM, Aline Wood <chad.aline@gmail.com> wrote:

Further to the completed Questionnaire which I submitted earlier and then another
addition to it
which was forwarded by email earlier this afternoon, I would also like to
recommend the following
for your consideration.

In my opinion, and in the best interests of all Caymanians and residents alike, I
believe that we/
Government should focus more on high class visitors (known to be of exemplary
character) arrivals
by air more than by the Oasis ships for which so much unnecessary dredging is
being proposed. 
High class stay-over visitors normally spend much more money than those who
visit by cruise ships,
therefore it would be to our advantage to work on increasing our air arrivals..  

I would also recommend that Owen Roberts International Runway be extended
into the sea in the
North Sound, NOT on land by any means as there are already too many useful
buildings on the land 
area (to extent the runway back on land), including the GT Health Services
Authority, the Govt. Dental
Clinic, Lions Eye Clinic, and other business places almost too close to aircraft
approaching the runway;
plus the over-load of traffic on our roads in the same land areas. The fill from the
North Sound to extend 
the runway could easily be used wisely on something else.  

Several experienced retired and knowledgeable Caymanian seafarers are NOT in
favor of the Cruise
Berthing Facility being put in the GT Harbour mainly because of having to destroy
over 15 acres of 
coral reef in the GT area as well as destroying our beautiful and well-known dive
sites in this area
which will cost millions of dollars in lost revenue overall, while mainly only boosting
revenue for a few
small business owners; plus any further over-crowding of visitors in downtown
George Town needs to be
taken into consideration and should not happen.  The risks far outweigh any
benefits.  Therefore, in their
opinion, it is believed that the Red Bay area on the 'South coast' of Grand
Cayman should also 

mailto:chad.aline@gmail.com
mailto:DOE@gov.ky
mailto:chad.aline@gmail.com


be considered as it seems to be the next best and most sensible place for the
dock to be built; if NOT
in the Spotts area by the dock there, in my opinion.  The channel would start West
of "Big Quay" in the
North Sound, and there will admittedly be a sacrifice to a small area of reef West
of where the channel will 
go in; and there will be some give and take in certain sensible alternatives to the
GT Harbour.  

Thank you once more for your time and kind consideration.

Regards,

Aline Wood 
 

On Fri, Jul 3, 2015 at 3:49 PM, Aline Wood <chad.aline@gmail.com> wrote:

Further to my attachment re: the above.

I inadvertently forgot to mention the following which I wish to be taken into
consideration as well:-

Item 2, (although wrongly shown as 1), on page 4, after 2).  I met to
add:-

     3)   Consideration should be given to build a Jetty at the Cayman
Turtle Farm in West Bay
           so that at least two cruise ships could dock there where the visitors could
disembark.

I believe that cruise ship visitors would greatly appreciate this as it would be
much quicker and much
more convenient for them to disembark there which would give them sufficient
time at the the Turtle Farm,
plus it would allow them time to visit Hell, Seven Mile Beach, go into GT to do
Duty Free Shopping, etc.,
or any other business should they desire to do so.

Also, I would like to add to what I said in the last para. on page 4. 

If the cruise ship owners want/need the cruise berthing facility so
badly, then I feel they should be 
the ones who should be more than willing to contribute to most of the
cost, and/or certainly NO less
than half the cost, without any strings attached as such; therefore,
Government/the people of the
Cayman Islands would be relieved of such a high cost to us, and/or
any future taxes.  

Also, has any consideration been given as to how this huge sum will
be offset or re-paid, should cruise
ship visits decline instead of increase?   The owners should be able to

mailto:chad.aline@gmail.com


afford the berthing facility much more 
than us/Government.  

Many business people have said that most cruise ship visitors are cheap and do
not spend much money with them, therefore, I assume some small businesses,
other people barely gain anything much from their visits.  Maybe there
are a few wealthy ones who will spend something worthwhile that helps certain
businesses, but at the same time,
many of our local taxis often complain that they seldom get any trips and the
cruise visitors apparently have prior arrangements or pre-bookings to take
certain big buses/tour operators, leaving them to make very little money
from any taxi fares.    ??   

I trust that all will be taken into consideration.

Kind regards,

Aline Wood  

  

On Fri, Jul 3, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Aline Wood <chad.aline@gmail.com> wrote:

Please see attached.  

Thank you for this opportunity and I trust that further consideration will be
given to this
proposed project.  

Regards,

Aline Wood 

mailto:chad.aline@gmail.com
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous  X  

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years:  x 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:     

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? YES 

Where were you born?  USA      

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here?  13 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  South Sound 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I love Cayman and hate to see it destroyed.  I sailed all over the Caribbean and swam in every port.  
Then I came to Cayman, jumped into the water in George Town harbour, and couldn’t believe my eyes.  
Nowhere other island in the Caribbean is blessed with such beauty and life and colour in a working port.  
It is a treasure that we cannot sacrifice for the greed and bullying of the cruise ship industry. 

 

 

 



Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

Page 2 of 5 

 

 

 



Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility – Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015 

 

Page 3 of 5 

 

1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

X X     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I strongly disagree with the above statement.  I have been to most of the islands in the Caribbean and the 
cruise ship areas are dirty, crowded, and crime-filled.  Even the tourists arriving in them hate them.  They 
bring little money to the islands that have them – in part because the tourists spend little, but also 
because the ship companies themselves own so many of the shops.  Our tendering arrangement makes 
us unique.  Why be like everyone else?  The other islands are less expensive and have rivers and 
mountains.  The beautiful clear water and amazing diving is what we have.  If we destroy it, why should 
the tourists come here? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

I agree that they hit on many of the important effects of the project, but they also left out a few things.  For 
instance, they talking about dumping the dredge spoils over the wall but didn’t analyze the effects of that 
operation.  We have a unique deep-water area off our shores that is only now being explored.   

I also felt that the analysis of the effects of sedimentation due to bow thruster operation was grossly 
underestimated.  They looked at only one, when in fact it is likely that many will operate at once and 
perhaps for long periods of time as ship captains keep the ship tight against the dock in windy weather 
conditions.  The effect of this operation could have detrimental effects on 7-Mile Beach, clouding our 
famously clear blue water. 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

I feel strongly that we are “killing the goose that laid the golden egg.”  The cruise ship passengers that 
we are trying to cater to want to see coral reefs and clear water. They want to arrive in a port that 
doesn’t feel like a tourist trap.  Without our beautiful water and reefs the stay-over passengers won’t 
bother coming either.  This is a huge mistake.  The opposition states that the status quo is not an 
option.  Why not?  Why must we feel pressured to make the same mistakes that our neighbours are 
making?  Let’s not take the bait, and instead welcome the tourists that no longer want to visit those 
unfortunate islands that sacrificed their beauty because of the pressure of the cruise ship industry.  
Cayman is better and smarter than that. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 
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The  EIA  documentation  is  available  online  at  www.doe.ky,  or  hard  copies  can  be  reviewed  at  the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e‐mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1‐1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 
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Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large

development projects. lt is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed

environmental and social impact assessment and management process.

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. lf you require more

writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time.

Respondent Information

Name (Optional):

Age (tick as appropriate):

o-14 years: t]
15-24 year-s:l_l

Anonymous Kl

25-52 years:[-l

ss-oa vears:Fl

65 years+:l_l

Profession/Occupation: 1l\ "tt-' i i "'

Are you a current resident of the

where were you born? U I
Cayma

t+
nlslands? {* 5

lf not born in cayman lslands how long have you lived here? ] O + t) oo '=

ln the Cayman Islands, where do you reside? G T
What is your interest in the Project?.
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a'

2. The Environmenta! lmpact Assessment (and written results - the Environmental Statement and
Non-TechnicalSummary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)

Do (indicate by ticking below)?

1. The Cayman lslands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?

Please provide additional comments/explanation:

you agree

I - Strongly
disagree

2 - Disagree 3 - Neither agree or
disagree (::n:>' 5 - Strongly agree

Please provide additional comments/explanation:

Page 2 of 3

1 - Strongly
disaqree

2 - Disagree ( s - tteittrer agree or
\ 

.di";,;;;--/ 4 - Agree 5 - Strongly agree

f**1":--<*
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Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large
development projects. lt is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed
environmental and social impact assessrnent and management process.

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. lf you require more
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time.

Respondent lnformation

Name (optional): Ol,Ue{ Anonymous l-l

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14years: tr
15-24 years:l--l

25-52years:lf 65 years+:l-l

55-64 years:l-l

profession/occupation: 
Soo"[. CAptf;i{) r Di,,e T,s{r,'b.

YesAre you a current resident of the Cayman lslands?

Where were you born? UK
lf not born in Cayman lslands how long have you lived here? 6' .!*..;5

ln the Cayman lslands, where do you reside?-J cfl i ,n i li I * ftc,r t-' B
What is your interest in the Project?
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?

i
2. The Environmental lmpact Assessment (and written results - the Environmental Statement and

Non-TechnicalSummary) robustly assesses the key envTronmentaland socio-economic
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?

1 - Strongly
disagree

2 - Disagree 3 - Neither agree or
disagree

4 - Agree 5 - Strongly agree

Please provide additional comments/explanation:

1 - Strongly
disagree

2 - Disagree 3 - Neither agree or
disagree

4 - Agree
./

5 - Strongly agree

Please provide additional comments/explanation:
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3. Do you have any other comments?

T$]*r"*$c y*u f*r y*xx'tim:*, y*xn *g:rin**i"i$ $rs rylu*h appn**iat*d

The ilA documentalion is *vailable *nline at WWW.{qg*y, $r irari rorip5 r*rr be reviewed at the
fnliowing l*cati*ns:

1. €q:ve rqrn*n{ $ffic* Sr:ilding, [1glr.r Av*nu*, fie*rgr Tuwn
2. l}epartn"lsnt r:f [r:vir*nmcni, 5&0 N*r{h S*:.;nd R*;:d, fieorge }r:wir

Comrnents on thc ilA d*cume *lati*n rnay b* submitLecl:

1-] in wri{ing at lhs nrs*tinS,

2) rlectronic*ily via c-meril t* doe@qov.kV,

3) rxailed tc D*p*rtment *f f;nvir*nrrcfit, P"0. **x 30202, Sr*nC Cnyman KY1-1007, or

4) hand dclivered lr: D*partnlenl *f [nvir*nrneni, [nvirsnmer:t*l e*ntre, 58l] lrlnrth Sr:und Road, *eorge
Town. Crand Cayr;an.

The conrm*ilt psrlrl.i **ill officially close ** Fnidmy $.$uiy 3fi35"
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&q,xmst$*$-eflxm$rs $sr t$x* S*nsux$t*&$wm *m t$xm ffirm$t Srrr,r$x"s$xm'lsmte!
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Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large
development projects. lt is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed
environmental and social impact assessment and management process.

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. lf you require more
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time.

Respondent lnformation

Name (Optional):

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14years: tr
15-24 years:l_l

/
Anonymous [ ''l

2s-s2 years:ffi.

55-64 years:l-l

Profession/occupation: 0,'* , ,,.'1 \ nA{- f'-r.c* lq f
U

Are you a current resident of the Cayman lslands? t-jf 1
where were you oornz -,'fia i1e,+ L*i. lc'-t*.:
lf not born in Cayman lslands how long have you lived here? I '/Z
ln the Cayman lslands, where do you reside?

What is your interest in the Project?

65 years+:l-l

3n*'WGI'Db
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1. The Cayman lslands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?

.a'

lrZJVh" Environmental lmpact Assessment (and written results - the Environmental Statement and
- Non-Technical Summary) robustty assesses the key environmental and socio-economic

impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?

1 - Strongly
disag4ee

2 - Disagree 3 - Neither agree or
disagree

4 - Agree 5 - Strongly agree

t,/
Please provide additional comments/explanation:

1 - Strongly
disagregz"

2 - Disagree 3 - Neither agree or
disagree

4 - Agree 5 - Strongly agree

Please provide additional comments/explanation:
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Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large
development projects. lt is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed
environmentaland social impact assessment and management process.

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. lf you require more
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time.

Respondent lnformation

Name (Optional):

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14years: I
15-24 years: [-l

Profession/OccuOation: \

Anonymous l-l

2s-s2 yeaffi 65 years+:l-l

l_? vzr,.\
(")B Rb

55-64 years:l-l

',V-L

Are you a current resident of the Cayman lslands? \ ,a:\
Where were you born? L,> if

lf not born in Cayman lslands how long have you lived here?

ln the Cayman lslands, where do you reside? /J3 I

What is your interest in the Project?
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1. The Gayman lslands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?

/'
2. The Environmental lmpact Assessment (and written results - the Environmental Statement and

Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key edvironmental and socio-economic
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?

1 - Strongly
disagree

2 - Disagree 3 - Neither agree or
disagree

4 - Agree 5 - Strongly agree

k
Please additional comments/explanation:

1 - Strongly
disagree

2 - Disagree 3 - Neither agree or
disagree

4 - Agree 5 - Strongly agree

r
Please provide additional
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3. Do you have any other comments?

TS'lamk y*x f*r y**r tirx*, y*un *g:ilt$*r!s &r* ry:*.**$.r *y:;:r**iate*$

The [1A Cocumenlalion is;,rvailable r:r':line al lyvvtv"d"pq.kv, ar hard coples can be reviewed at the
fi:llowir.rg localions:

1. S*vernrncr:t *tfice Suilding, [igin Ave nue, fieorge T*wl.r
?. Depar{nr*nt *f !:nyir*nnlenl, 580 i\orth Sq:und ltr*ad, S*nrge T*wn

Ci:mm*nts on the ilA d*c*meiltation nray he tubmitt*d:

1] in writing at the nre*ting,

2) eie ctror:ically vi* e-mail to doe@gov.kv,

3) m;:iled t$ nsp$rtmsr:t *f [nvironil]snt, P.*. F]*x 1"0?il?, srancl cayman l(y1,1-002, or

4) hanci dr:livertd t* tle partme nt of [nvironire nt, llnrrlr*nmental CEntre, 58il lJorth Sr:*nd Road. Seorge
Town, Grand Cayrriafl.

The eomment perind will officiaily close cn Friday 3 Ju$y pSlS.
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Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large
development projects. lt is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the p@ect, and the proposed

environmental and social impact assessment and management process.

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. lf you require more
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time.

Respondent lnformation

Name (Optional): Anonymous l-l
pot,c,c Hot.> v,\ 4

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14years: tr
15-24 years:l_l

-25-52years,l-CP 65 years+:l_l

55-64 years:l_l

Profession/Occu pation :

Are you a current resident of the Cayman lslands? L-1 ': 'L 
tt 1';4 't '"" ' "t l-i<:" i\r c-

Where were you born? d EA

lf not born in Cayman lslands how long have you lived here? {
ln the Cayman lslands, where do you reside? ku.-- tryrtr-L

What is your interest in the Project?

I etr*l
4t*a4

,,vr<farc-C-t0lL tlpD t6

b,tt>a;t uttc.*- 8e- "trfecrrb Br! Cd-<,t.*t St(M i)ae-te 
^

rk e-<_t-t ,r*-5, b$.-/l<;*rtc- ft/c_ {-nt,r rt-u,r*run 7

Page 1 of 3



Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility - Draft ES consultation 9 June 2015

1. The Cayman lslands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.

Q ntl t ND*t c-&L-.t tL 3A t / l) st 7^.?-8.

...

2. The Environmental lmpact Assessment (and written results - the Environmental Statement and
Non-TechnicalSummary) robustly assesses the key environmentaland socio-economic
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?

/Coato ttfl- C;or*r* 7a C-o.--z- /Sc-z+- lr FCe

Do by ticking below)?

- StronglY I

disagree
2 - Disagree 3 - Neither agree or

disagree
4 - Agree 5 - Strongly agree

Please Brovidd' additional comments/explanation :

Please provide additional comments/explanation:

Ncc-b fo tooe *r y'errit*L<.Nl fu\gr c'*--

/-zaa E*,zce.ar- rt< r+ ctcst zo.<- 4lr ?c+*a-

Page 2 of 3

D A-r ? Ncc*,+ ovL /n4z.l<- r oF ?/r+r
----------------

fl/c- jlerra c.ttte l)cj?,t-t-zr |ffc iltuia**rate,-r

1 - Strongly
disaqree

2 - Disagree 3 - Neither agree or
disaoree

4- agree 5 - Strongly agree

\- ,-/
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3. Do you have any other comments?

Eat,+*tCrfu (*+rat 7a 7nC (-6ve*r.1Hc.n7- ,Hou€yL.o

Lo*a 7c*vt {-tutut f,ldca-pqtt ln rZ*c-Z / 9 Craro€

Pt *^t fro Sn o.-

7o A4 .\)cc*-+?.u,<- fr* 4cc autt*rc.< 5y'a.tz<

C-4 y'Ar. t C-S AJ S,e"to,u pt , t-C , tttl v-n tPt tl -

Eq-+c, l,clr" Of So€5. ,.l^b (-an?,+n,t/.. - rtn D

/,F 7ACzz / S Po l?eiuzaf*c-u e t *e-n tt tt+ r3<*c4

fex-, *t S t *e (p, L-L- i)t€-$G*r<rgc esf*l I e-4 , ,- {,;**os

/*t t;tCtf**S i*tu*r:^-Fb ,4,,v,,4*. vttqu* Ou ? &t-<*" re,,x\ ,

Yl'rxxlc y*u f*r y***r t*rx*, y*un *pil"xi*|"ls *i.{s lt.le**$r aBpr**ixt*r*

The ilA documentati*n is nveilabie *nline 0t i4iwy..j-t93{, ar har<j ccpi*s can L:e reviewed at the
follcwing iocations:

1," $ov*rnrnrnt Sffice Suildii"lg, tlgir: Ave nx*, fiecrg* Torxll
2. Dspartn:ent of Inv!ronmeni, 5$il l\*rth Sa;-rnd R*ad, Georg* T*wn

C*nrme nts on the ilA d*curt't*nlati*n nTay be submltte d:

1") in writing at ihs mstliing,

?) ele ctronically via *,rrail tn doe@qov.ky,

3) maited tr: ile partme nt *f Ir:vir*r:rre nl, F.0. Box 10]il], Gr;:nc] C*ymar: l(y1-l_002, cr

4) hand deliv*red tr: ile p,trtnr*nt of [r:vironmentr, fnviror:rne *tal Ce r"rtre, 580 hl*rth Sr:uncl ftoad, Seorge
Tou;n, firand C*yrnan.

The c*nrmenl ;:eri*d will *tfici*ltry cX*se on Srid*y 3 J*ly 3S3.S.
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Dack, Nathan

From: Lindsay Battles <lindsay.battles@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 8:38 PM
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility

The thought of a cruise ship terminal in Cayman is absolutely devastating. As a diver, I am deeply attached to 
Cayman because it is one of the very few places in the Caribbean with reasonably intact coral reefs. Please do 
whatever it takes to keep the ocean as pristine as possible.    
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Dack, Nathan

From: Rick Yanito <rickyanito@msn.com>
Sent: Monday, June 29, 2015 8:06 AM
To: DOE
Subject: Pier in Georgetown

The ships have been coming in for years there and it has worked. Why do people have to get greedy & ruin something 
that works? Leave the Caymanian people alone. They are happy, not GREEDY!!! 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Divetech/Nancy Easterbrook <nancy@divetech.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:56 PM
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Berthing

Hi; 
 
I have reviewed the EIA for the cruise berthing proposal and find the proposed plan unacceptable. There are 
other ways to do a cruise dock without dredging. I do not understand even why so much money was 
spent/wasted on this concept. The idea of destroying acres of reef is - should be - totally unacceptable to 
Cayman, for the health of our economy. Our water clarity, marine life, lack of pollutants, run off, silt and more 
are the very thing that drives people to live, visit, invest or work  here  in Cayman. 
 
Terrible plan, Nancy 
 
 
 
Divetech/Nancy Easterbrook 
nancy@divetech.com 
www.divetech.com 
Grand Cayman 
Facebook.com/Divetech 
"Protect our Coral Reefs" 
1 345 946-5658 Reservations 
1 345 926-5658 Cel Direct 
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Questionnaire for the Gonsultation on the Draft Environmental
Statement for the Proposed Gruise Berthing Facility

Public consultation is a comerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large

development projects. lt is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.

This questionnaire provides an opportuni$ for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed

envirunmental and social impact assessment and management process.

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. lf you require more

writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time.

Reepondent lnformation

Name (Optional):

(Bishop) NICHOLAS SYKES

Anonymous []l

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years: n
15-24 years:l*l

Professionl0ccu pation :

25-52 yearfl aevearffi
55€4 years:l..l

-7F

CLERGY

Are you a curent resident of the Cayman lslands? YES

\Mere were you bom? ENGLAND

lf not bom in Cayman lslands how long have you lived here? 34 YEARS

ln the Cayman lslands, where do you reside? 19 KINGSCHASE DRIVE, (OFF BEACH BAY ROAD), BT

\Mrat is your interest in the Project?

I have llved ln the Carlbbean almoot all my workitg lifa, having lived in Jamaha for over t4 yeare
befor"co*ning harc, ard havlng becomea Cartbbean citizen also before arriving here. I am very
concerned ftat tdratryer changree are olgaa&sed h€re will come to be seen as good and helpful
to $e blar$, ard noil thingo &at will be gleatty regrciled in Urc fufure.

Durlng my time in Jamaica (f 966 to 19801 I sm a number of proiccts done orfinbhed and the
effecF of them, proiects that were consideled to be renthl for Ste eco{rorry of that krland, but
eadly have lefi Jamaica rith incalculable envircnrnenhl damryp. Even witft the huge natunl
beauty and resolres of that hliltd, the extent of u,tich c.n effiily mask the $riousnoss of such
danrye in particulrr p&lcee, it ryc char that $e acans that resulted ftom, for inotance, (l )
impropcrly tnrrdled outfforc from the bauxite industry, {2} the deadening of tfte waters of the
Kingston port due partty to neghcting the ned to have an adequate f,ow oilua&r in and out of
the port when it wm cloeed up bry the eolrtrudi<rn ol a land bridgo, and (3) the induatrialbilu

hselof4s'G+ri't'
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and joining of the once-charming emall islands off ll[ontego Bay, werc all very serloue, and with
greater thought could likely have been avoided without compromieing the benefits of the
projects themselves.

It hardly neede to be eald that ui$ all the csnmercial bGnefits of $e proiec6 that I rcfer to, as
well as othene, the indebtedness of *re economy seemd for all the time I was therc, and seemi
etill, to be ovenvhelmlng. So the question is, really, did Jamaica actually benefit from its
developmert straegy at that tirrc? IUa have the benefit of hirdsight. Would not even the
econorny tlrerc hwe done a Iofi beffer had tftG eeo@y etc been granted grcater importancc in the
decision making ttat occurred?

So these I think ars leeues ttrat deerye to be consitlercd very carcfully whon we arG corcidering
proiects on the scale of thb one, We shouHnt dkrmiss Bob Soto's cornment that he made iust
becarce he wae old,

Let ne *ugrgreet a chango in min&e{ that I think re need to make, in oder to begin to get thlnge
right.

as this will do. I think we should take s. 18(1) of our Consfitution much more seriouety than that -
it is high tinc we ostablftshed a TRULY'due rcgatd to the need to foeter and protect an
envilonment itat is not harmful to tfie health or rell{eing of plesent and future generatione" -

rather than, ftankly, iust doing lip-eelice to the klea, Large prolec6 must neod more than lust a

llttle tidyhg over of the damage. No - there rnust be an hon debrmination to actually leave the
environment BETTER than we ,ound it, after whabver chango ncc€sary b carcfuHy made.

firillrout euch a mindset change re will not get th*s one rlght.

hge2of4
i.._t-t\A

',$ -



l. The Cayman lslands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?

Please provide additional comments/explanation:

I am willing to coneider that this is the case, but am unconvinced as yet that the case hae
really been made.

2. ThG Enyftonrnenhl lmpact Aeseeement (and written resulte - the Environmental Statement
and i,lon-Technical $ummary) robuetly a$setses the key environmental and socio-
economic impacts of the proiect (both poeitive and negative impacts)

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?

provide additional comment#explanation :

See ffrst comment above. The mindset needed is not menrly b'mitigate' negdive impacts, but
to require of such a proiect that the envlronment b (normativefi] improrcd by it And to see that
mindset as the real ruquirement of our Constitu$on.

*t ..;

t - Strongly
dlsaoree

2 - Disagrce 3 - NeitheragnBe or
di*acrre

4-Agrce 5-Strongly agrce

,/

I - Strcngly
dislorte

2 - Disagrae 3 - Neitheragnee or
dicaarce

4-Agrce 5 - Strongly agree

t/
additional

:1...+i.r &,.d;*r;jEl} 
_. ;-:.',

3. Do you have any other commente?
.t..a*

:s'X .



I bclleye I have made the point already.

*Ntl*4-

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated

The EIA documenation is available online at www-doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the

following locations:

l. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town
2. Department of Environmeng 580 North Sound Road, George Town

Cornnrents on the EIA docurnentation may be submitte*

l) in writing at the meeting

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,

3) mailed to Department of Environment, PO. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KYI- 1002, or

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment" Environmental Centre,580 North Sound Road
George Town, Grand Cayman.

The comnrent perid will ofFrcially close on Friday 3 f uty 2015.

.rh-{*!- ,_.+'.i *!tir
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Dack, Nathan

From: Jeff <jj4diver@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 7:42 PM
To: DOE
Subject: Grand cayman cruise ship berthing

As a homeowner on grand Cayman since the early 80's, I strongly oppose the building of a pier for cruise ships to berth. 
The reefs that I and so many others have been diving for over 30 yrs. will be in serious jepardy and are worth so much 
more in tourist dollars to the Cayman Islands than any cruise ship pier would be...please don't turn the caymans into the 
Virgin Islands!! 
Thank You! 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Anne O'Shell <anneoshell@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:24 AM
To: DOE
Subject: Grand Cayman Cruise Berthing Facility

Please halt the proposed cruise ship  berthing project.  I visited GCM for the first time in May and lives every part except 
the downtown cruise ship terminals.   
 
We went to the island for diving and you should protect your natural resources for the diving tourism industry!  
 
The construction and operation of this facility will be devastating to the natural coral reefs.  Damage will occur due to 
direct dredging action, turbidity and siltation on the living reefs near Georgetown during construction and additional 
damage will likely be caused by the on‐going dredging required to maintain the berthing facility. 
 
In addition, in studying the data presented in the draft Environmental Statement, the actual economic benefit to the 
Cayman Islands appears to be questionable, involving millions of dollars to re‐locate a shipwreck (the Balboa) and 
portions of the living reef with a result that there would still be a net loss of living coral. 
 
Please stop! 
 
Anne O'Shell 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Crystal R. Gravitt <crgravitt@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:01 PM
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise Ship Berthing Proposal

With respect, I ask that you give serious consideration to the environmental damage that will be 
caused by dredging to accommodate additional cruise ships.  The effects to both the coral reefs and 
to the Cayman Islands' reputation among divers will be irreversible.   
 
Additional cruise ship traffic will benefit the cruise ship companies but provide little to the local 
community.  Please consider Cozumel as an example of what too many ships and too many "day 
trippers" have done to the local businesses.  Passengers are warned against venturing into town so 
they stay in the areas filled with ship-owned stores, leaving the local artists, restaurants, and vendors 
with nothing. 
 
You have an opportunity to maintain the pristine, desirable, and beautiful location.  Please proceed 
with great caution and consider the long term damage that will be caused by expanding the cruise 
ship docks. 
 
With sincere regards, 
Crystal Gravitt 
 
Sent from XFINITY Connect Mobile App 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Nancy Hall <moose_astro@msn.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:09 PM
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship 

 
It would be really irresponsible to ruin your fabulous reefs just for the cruise ships.  The lionfish are already harming your 
reefs ecosystems.  My friends that have traveled by cruise ship always talk of the fun of taking the boat to shore.  Please 
leave your island as it is and do not disturb your reed systems.   
Nancy Hall 
7736 Benmore Street 
Affton Mo 63123.  
314‐832‐2330 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Patty Cooper <pcooper@triad.rr.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 8:20 PM
To: DOE
Subject: No berthing facility

Leave the oceans alone. Am a diver who has been coming to the Cayman's for 20 years. No need for this disruption of 
the most beautiful reefs in the world.  Let us enjoy them for ever! 
 
Cruise ships have done enough damage across our oceans! 
 
Patty Cooper  
 
Sent from my iPad 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Slooter, Ronald <r.slooter@auping.nl>
Sent: Thursday, July 02, 2015 1:27 AM
To: DOE
Subject: Please. Protect the reefs. Of destroyed, you all Will be lost forever. Quick $ now and 

nothing left at the end. 

 
 
Met vriendelijke groet, 
 
Ronald Slooter 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Bob Brayman <bbrayman@hallsdiving.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 02, 2015 9:11 AM
To: DOE
Subject: Re: Cayman Islands Cruise Ship Project

7/1/15 
 
Re: Cayman Islands Cruise Ship Project 
 
This project will create great damage to the reefs and ecosystem in the Cayman Islands. It could permanently damage 
the tourism industry for visiting divers. Once the word gets out that damage has begun divers will avoid the region and 
go elsewhere. Please do not proceed with this project at this time. We like visiting the Cayman's for it's beautiful diving. 
Protect it. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bob and Suzi Brayman 
Hall's Diving Center & Career Institute 
Marathon, FL Keys 
305‐743‐5929 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Philip M <philip212@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 02, 2015 11:42 AM
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship project in George Town

Good Day; 
 
In the light of negative publicity towards cruise ship port development, I 
being one of the many Caymanians involved with our group of companies 
would like to provide full support towards the port development in George 
Town.  
 
Many of my fellow Caymanians are extremely concerned that if this port 
development failed to materialize in George Town, there would be very 
dire implications on the livelihoods of many of us in Georgetown and the 
ripple effect will be felt significantly all over the Cayman Islands. Cruise 
ship customer revenue is not only meant for few businesses in George 
Town as is being negatively advertised. These revenues flow into the 
economy of Cayman Islands and lead their way to Government revenues, 
Supermarket sales of goods, Gas Stations sales revenues and all the way to 
the rental income of old Caymanians who have invested their hard earned 
money in the rental properties.  
While I know your team is aware of all of the above, I wish to express my 
full support and desire to help in any manner I can towards this Tourism 
related project which is for the survival of George Town.  
  
  
Philip M  
Diamond Marquise 
Manufacturers of fine Diamond & Tanzanite jewelery. 
Your custom jeweler with best prices guaranteed:  www.DiamondMarquise.com 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Schmidt, Andrea <als12d@my.fsu.edu>
Sent: Thursday, July 02, 2015 12:07 PM
To: DOE
Subject: No to Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility 

To the Department of the Environment of the Cayman Islands, 
 
  The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is very clear, it will destroy acres of coral reef and the indirect 
impacts remain questionable. 
Grand Cayman's nearshore reefs are surprisingly healthy (relatively speaking) and still have fish, sea turtles, sharks etc. 
The plan mentions coral transplants and relocation as mitigation ‐ but you cannot transplant or relocate entire reef 
structures (this is not just a few coral heads). With that in mind it seems impossible to conceive that this construction 
project will go forward.  
  The reefs of the Caribbean are already in serious decline and each nation needs to do its part to ensure the 
continued existence of coral reefs everywhere. Coral reefs  are the largest non‐manmade structures on earth and are 
biodiversity hotspots. Biodiversity allows for a plethora of species to grow and develop and perform important 
ecological roles that ensure the continued existence of the reef. Biodiversity also allows for a genetically diverse 
populations within larger communities of organisms, meaning more disease resistance and more genes upon which 
natural selection can work. Most importantly, to an island nation like the Cayman Islands fish are the main source of 
protein to nation that needs to import much of its other food resources. Reefs are the habitat for many of the fish that 
are being consumed and without them the amount of protein available in people's diets will decline. 
  The EIS states quite plainly that "the project footprint (dredging) overlays a significant area of healthy coral 
reef". Sedimentation is another huge issue for coral reefs as suspended sediment blocks out sun rays which the 
zooxanthelle in corals need to photosynthesize. Not only that but suspended particles also choke the coral polyps 
themselves which augment their algal symbionts with filter feeding. The project impacts also note that there will be 
reduced wave action along the shore lines. Lower wave action means fewer chances for sediment that may have settled 
on the reef to be swept away, thus compounding the damage from the dredging. The EIS recommends monitoring 
activities but monitoring will not serve the reef communities if they are gone (destroyed as a part of this project) or if 
they are in crisis (due to sedimentation). 
 
  Overall the creation of a new dock for cruise ships does not outweigh the value of having a healthy reef 
ecosystem. The mitigation measures presented in the EIS do not appear sufficient to protect the coral reef community 
around Grand Cayman. Construction of this project should not go forward. 
 
Thank you for your time, 
  Andrea Schmidt 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Mark Angiolillo <markangiolillo@live.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 02, 2015 1:35 PM
To: DOE
Subject: proposed berthing facility

Dear Sir/Madam, 
i didn’t write a long draft because I wasn’t sure I would have been able to get it in on time. I really just would like to 
propose a question or 2; When do we stop invading the environment when we know that it is doing harm? This proposal 
isn’t about making the environment better, its about the convenience and financial gain for public and private use of 
expensive toys. Although there is already invasion, doesn’t mean that we should make it worse, but contrary to that. 
Don’t you believe that there is already enough destruction to this planet? This proposal is not necessary or a need, it is 
simply a reckless desire, with all due respect. 
. 
Respectfully, 
Mark Angiolillo 
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Questionnaire for the Consultation on the Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility  
 

Public consultation is a cornerstone of the approach to planning, preparation and implementation of large 
development projects. It is essential to understand stakeholder concerns and interests in relation to the 
project in general, and to socio-economic and environmental issues.  

This questionnaire provides an opportunity for you to express your opinions on the project, and the proposed 
environmental and social impact assessment and management process. 

We would appreciate it if you could spend some time answering the below questions. If you require more 
writing space, then please inform the facilitators and they will provide you with extra paper.  

PLEASE PRINT YOUR RESPONSE. Thank you for your time. 
 

Respondent Information 

Name (Optional):           Anonymous Xx   X 

 

Age (tick as appropriate):

0-14 years:  

15-24 years: 

25-52 years:       X 

55-64 years: 

65 years+:  

 

Profession/Occupation:  Economist   

Are you a current resident of the Cayman Islands? No 

Where were you born?  Boston       

If not born in Cayman Islands how long have you lived here? 23 years 

In the Cayman Islands, where do you reside?  Grand 

What is your interest in the Project? 

I don't want to see coral reefs destroyed. That is the most important part of our marine heritage 
and the source of enormous economic benefits.  
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1. The Cayman Islands needs a Cruise Berthing Facility.  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 

For the sake of our and our children's well-being, let's focus on protecting what little we have left in 
pristine condition and not take the path of so many other countries where natural heritage has been 
erased. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (and written results – the Environmental Statement and 
Non-Technical Summary) robustly assesses the key environmental and socio-economic 
impacts of the project (both positive and negative impacts)  

Do you agree (indicate by ticking below)?  

1 – Strongly 
disagree 

2 – Disagree 3 – Neither agree or 
disagree 

4 – Agree 5 – Strongly agree 

     

Please provide additional comments/explanation: 
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3. Do you have any other comments? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your time, your opinions are much appreciated 

 

The EIA documentation is available online at www.doe.ky, or hard copies can be reviewed at the 

following locations: 

1. Government Office Building, Elgin Avenue, George Town 
2. Department of Environment, 580 North Sound Road, George Town 

 
Comments on the EIA documentation may be submitted:  

1) in writing at the meeting,  

2) electronically via e-mail to doe@gov.ky,  

3) mailed to Department of Environment, P.O. Box 10202, Grand Cayman KY1-1002, or  

4) hand delivered to Department of Environment, Environmental Centre, 580 North Sound Road, George 
Town, Grand Cayman.  

http://www.doe.ky/
mailto:doe@gov.ky
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The comment period will officially close on Friday 3 July 2015. 

 



1

Dack, Nathan

From: Kamala Shadduck <kamala@singledivers.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 02, 2015 2:27 PM
To: DOE
Subject: Please do not destroy your reefs and as a result your revenue base and diving tourism

Please do not destroy your reefs and diving revenue base to your beautiful island by building a cruise ship berthing 
facility. Most of your revenue comes from non‐cruise ship tourism and this tourism will be adversely affected due to the 
significant damage that will occur to your underwater paradise.  At best you'll drive tourism away from Grand Cayman to 
Brac or Little but at worst you'll drive tourism to other islands who have little or no cruise ship industry and therefore 
little or no cruise ship related reef and marine damage. 
 
Thank you for allowing me as a tour operator to express my heartfelt concerns that you will make it nearly impossible to 
sell diving excursions to Grand Cayman if this project proceeds. The loss in revenue will hurt all of us, not just the 
Caymans. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kamala Shadduck 
Owner SingleDivers.com 
710 Dive Buddy Ln 
Salem, SC 29676 
 
 
‐‐ Kamala aka WreckWench Shadduck Founder SingleDivers.com, Travel Wholesalers & Exclusive Booking Agent for the 
Atocha Dive Adventure 710 Dive Buddy Lane Salem, SC 29676 864‐557‐6079 celfone or 888‐480‐0906 fax 
kamala@singledivers.com or www.singledivers.com Upcoming Trips Link HERE and Payment Link HERE Single& 
Buddyless Divers from Around the World...DIVING the World! Single is your DIVING Status....NOT your Marital Status! It's 
about DIVING...Our Hookups are to TANKS! Let us help SAVE YOU MONEY on your NEXT TRAVEL BOOKING!!! 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Scuba Center <scubacenter@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Thursday, July 02, 2015 6:00 PM
To: DOE
Subject: Cruise ship pier

Scuba center quit going to Cozumel because of these evasive species and will do the same for cayman islands. Proven 
reef killers. Kill the reef kill the attraction. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 



July 3, 2015 

Cayman Islands Department of Environment                   
P.O. Box 10202                                                  
Grand Cayman KY1-1002  

Via E-mail:  doe@gov.ky                          

 

Dear Sirs: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my grave concern 
regarding the proposed development of the Cruise Ship Berthing 
Facility in Grand Cayman.   

Having had the opportunity to have visited Grand Cayman for the very 
first time in 1960, I can remember looking out the window and being 
awe struck at the clear azure waters of Grand Cayman as my flight came 
in to land at the airport. I was returning from San Jose, Costa Rica and 
my flight had been diverted to Grand Cayman.  The turquoise waters of 
Georgetown Harbor left an impression that has stayed with me all of my 
life.   

When I became a certified scuba diver, I felt that I would not be 
complete until I was able to see the underwater wonders of Cayman for 
myself.  This obsession that was finally realized when I brought my first 
dive group to Grand Cayman (Spanish Bay Reef Resort) in 1975.  That 
began a love affair with the Cayman Islands that continues to this day.  I 
have had the pleasure of bringing hundreds of scuba divers to the 
Cayman Islands including members of my own family.  In 2014, I had 
the distinct honor of being inducted into the International Scuba Diving 
Hall of Fame in Grand Cayman and brought my entire family to stay at 
Sunset House during the weeklong festivities.  During that time, I made 
a number of dives with my son and daughter on many of the reefs 
surrounding Georgetown Harbor.  Both of my children thoroughly 
enjoyed the experiences and hope to, someday, share Cayman’s 
underwater wonders with their children.  I fear that continuing with the 
Cruise Ship Berthing Facility Project, may deny my grandchildren and 
future generations an opportunity to enjoy these truly unique and 
irreplaceable coral reefs. 



Thinking about the potential damage to the beautiful reefs surrounding 
the Georgetown Harbor makes my heart ache.  It saddens me that, in 
order to accommodate cruise ship traffic, you would risk destroying the 
very thing that is synonymous with Grand Cayman, an unparalleled 
underwater landscape representing the very best the Caribbean has to 
offer.   

I urge you heed the opinions of the global recreational diving 
community and reconsider moving forward with this potentially 
catastrophic project.   

Sincerely, 

 

Dan Orr                                             

2014 International Scuba Diving Hall of Fame Inductee 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Monika Wojtkiewicz <monia.wojtkiewicz@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 02, 2015 11:59 PM
To: DOE
Subject: Re: Proposed Cruise Berthing Facility

Good evening, 

  

I was not sure if signing of the petition on change.org was enough, therefore I would like to express my 
disapproval for the project of Cruise Berthing Facility in Georgetown. 

  

The data presented in the draft Environmental Statement, the actual economic benefit to the Cayman Islands 
appears to be questionable, involving millions of dollars to re-locate a shipwreck (the Balboa) and portions of 
the living reef with a result that there would still be a net loss of living coral. 
Given that tourists arriving by air to the Cayman Islands (rather than cruise ship) account for 77% of the tourist 
revenue generated there, it appears to make little economic sense to destroy the very fabric of Grand Cayman's 
attraction to tourists, to accommodate a greater number of cruise ships ferrying tourists who, according the 
Environmental Statement, spend an average of less than $CI 100 per person on island. 

 
Please don’t let destroy the reefs. 

  

Yours sincerely, 

  
 
--  
Monika Wojtkiewicz 
929-1755 
www.creations.ky 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Caitlin Molloy <c_molloy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 02, 2015 12:02 PM
To: DOE
Subject: Opposing Cruise Ship Berthing Facility

 
 To Whom it May Concern, 
 
As a diver, and several time visitor to the Cayman Islands (including on cruise ships) I implore you to carefully consider 
and reject the plans to add cruise ship berthing facilities to Grand Cayman. I am convinced that this would be a big step 
back to the health and safety of the reefs around Grand Cayman both from a shorter term construction phase and from 
the longer term ecological pressure associated with increase traffic in the area. 
 
I appreciate you taking the time to read my note and hope you take the right action. I can't wait to spend more time on 
your lovely islands enjoying the world class diving that is offered. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Caitlin Molloy  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Adela.G.White <Adela.G.White@comcast.net>
Sent: Friday, July 03, 2015 12:04 PM
To: DOE
Subject: Proposed Cruise Ship Dock

I am against the project because of the damage to Cayman's marine environment ‐ there has to be a better solution. 
Please take more time to study the matter. 
 
Adela G. White 
 
 
Adela G. White 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Dack, Nathan

From: Daniel G Merselis <danielmerselis@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, July 03, 2015 12:25 PM
To: DOE
Subject: comment on proposed cruise berthing facility

Hello, 
 
I am writing to you to strongly recommend that you do not proceed with plans to expand existing facilities to 
accommodate cruise ship access. 
 
As a coral biologist, I must caution that these fragile ecosystems are already under tremendous pressure from 
increasing global temperatures, ocean acification, over exploitation, and other forms of environmental 
degredation.  Rather than opening your port for additional tourists who arrive as part of pre-arranged cruises and 
do little to contribute to the local economy (They spend their time and money mostly either on the ship or at a 
few pre-arranged destinations), it would be wiser to invest in the long term success of your local coral reefs so 
that it serves to attract tourists that make their own travel arrangements and are more likely to explore and spend 
their money within your communities while contributing less to the degredation of your coral reefs upon which 
the tourism and fishery sectors depend. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Dan 
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