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Coastal Works Review 

NORTH WEST POINT – CONSTRUCTION OF A COMMERCIAL DOCK                               

BLOCK: 1E PARCEL: 17 

Project Proposal 

The applicant- Dream Big Holdings Ltd. – is seeking permission for the construction of a commercial dock located on 

Block 1E Parcel 17 at North West Point on North West Point Road, as shown in Figure 1 below. The dock is intended 

for the use of the dive resort for swim and SCUBA diving access and not for the mooring of boats or other watercraft.  

The works will affect approximately 180 ft2 of Crown property (NB: the application dock area of 208 sq. ft. included 

the area of the dock landward of the Mean High Water Mark).  The dock shall measure 26ft long by 8ft wide being 

constructed of reinforced concrete piles and beams with removable timber decking inserts at 4ft above mean sea level. 

The dock shall also have a section 1ft 2in lower than the rest of the deck at the dock end section measuring 8ft wide and 

8ft long. The decking will comprise of 6in timber decking with ½ inch spacing between boards making up removable 

sections that shall be removed during inclement weather. The dock shall be supported by 18inch diameter steel 

reinforced concrete piles that will be embedded into the seabed by a barge. A silt screen will be used to contain the 

entire area of the works whilst they are being carried out to reduce the spread of turbidity and debris.  

 

Figure 1: 2018 LIS aerial imagery showing proposed dock outline in orange (LIS 2018) 

Previous Coastal Works Permit  

The Department notes that a dock was previously permitted on this parcel by the same applicants, although in a 

different configuration and location (see Figure 2 below). The previous application (DOE/CWK/276) was approved 

in October 2016 and works commenced in March 2017. The works were halted during inclement weather which 

impacted the PVC pilings which had been partially embedded at the time. The pilings were broken off by waves and 
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were washed out into the offshore environment. Members of the public advised DOE of the presence of the broken 

PVC piling tubes in the vicinity of nearby coral. On the 8th of June 2016, DOE conducted a site visit to check for 

damage to the marine environment and ascertain the location of the pilings for removal by the contractor, as shown in 

Figure 3 below. Following advice from the DOE, the applicant arranged for the debris to be removed. Works on the 

2016 approved dock were then discontinued by the applicant. As the previous permit was for a dock in a different 

location than that proposed in this application, the DOE has included Coastal Works fees at the discretion of the 

Cabinet. 

 
Figure 2: 2013 LIS aerial imagery showing the previously approved dock outline in red (LIS 2013) 

    

Figure 3: DOE site visit photos showing the previously approved dock damage and debris (DOE 2017) 

Environmental Impacts 

The application site is not located within a Marine Protected Area. However, as with the previous application, there 

are coral colonies nearby this coastline which are of significant ecological importance. Several areas of coral including 

a stand of Elkhorn coral (Acropora palmata), which is listed on the internationally recognised IUCN red list as ‘critically 

endangered’, are noted to be present in the area on the application plans (on drawing CWL-3) however it is noted 

that none are located within the proposed dock footprint.  
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Figure 4: Site visit photos showing the location of the proposed dock (DOE 2021) 

Loss of Benthic Habitats  

The majority of the benthic habitat in this area and within the proposed dock footprint is characterised by uncolonised 

hard bottom. Impacts to the footprint area of the dock are likely to be mainly from the long-term shading caused by 

the dock structure which reduces vital light penetration required for coral and other marine organism growth and 

productivity. The applicant is proposing to mitigate shading impacts by installing decking with a minimum of ½ inch 

spacing, as currently shown on the application plans which is in line with the Department’s standard recommendations.  

 

Archaeological Impacts   

The DOE previously contacted Peggy Leshikar-Denton, Director of the National Museum, who advised of historic 

artefacts including a mining cart’s wheels and axel, ships ballast and other items in the vicinity of the proposed dock. It 

is recommended that impacts such as the positioning of the barge are limited to the immediate area of the proposed 

works and that the artefacts remain in place and care is taken to not damage them during construction.  

 

Construction Impacts 

It is likely that indirect environmental impacts will result from the construction of the dock, mainly through the 

placement of the concrete pilings into the seabed and potentially through the positioning of the barge. The applicant 

has confirmed that a barge will be used to embed the pilings and construct the concrete sections of the dock. The fine 

silts which are produced by drilling into the hard bottom seabed, as is found in this area, are easily disturbed and 

suspended thus resulting in detrimental sediment plumes which can impact surrounding coral communities and marine 

organisms that depend on good water quality. It will be important to limit the impacts of sediment plumes generated 

during the construction of the dock by the use of silt screens. The applicant has confirmed that they will be using silt 

screens as part of their mitigation measures. The DOE also recommends that the barge used to support the drill for 

piling installations is carefully anchored and repositioned in order to not disturb the coral colonies or archaeological 

artefacts. The barge should only be positioned in areas with adequate water depth for its draft and the barge spuds only 

placed on sand or hard bottom away from any coral or other living marine organisms.  

Comments & Recommendations 

Although there will likely be indirect impacts on the marine environment through the construction of the dock, 

mitigation measures including the use of silt screens to control turbidity and sedimentation and the careful monitoring 

of the barge and drilling operations for potential impacts on coral communities and historic artefacts should allow for 

the avoidance of significant negative and direct impacts. Therefore the Department recommends this application for 

approval subject to the comment and standard permit conditions appended below.  
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The Department has outlined its recommended permit fees (Royalty, Environmental Mitigation and Administration 

& Monitoring) in Appendix 1. 

 

Director, Department of Environment  


