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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

Scientific Evidence Refutes CCMI claims regarding impact
to SMB
George Town, Grand Cayman: The assertions made by CCMI in its press release dated
12th September 2019, which urges stakeholders to take stock of the potential impacts of
Cayman’s new cruise berthing and cargo facilities project are at odds with all the available
scientific evidence.
The Cayman Islands Government has produced a detailed technical paper in response to
the CCMI news release. Drawing on the actual scientific evidence, the paper refutes
completely the assertions made by CCMI. The technical paper can be accessed here.
The paper dismisses the claim made by CCMI that “what is proposed will undoubtedly affect
Cayman’s most famous beach.” Instead the paper reiterates the analysis carried out by
Baird & Associates as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment of the proposed cruise
berthing facility. Baird’s findings are clear:
“7MB appears to be supplied by sand coming round the northwest corner of the Island, with
the sand being sourced from the nearshore/fringing reefs along this shoreline.”
And the Environmental Statement produced by Baird went on to conclude that:
“There is no apparent sediment transport linkage between GTH and 7MB; therefore, the
proposed project is not expected to have any impact on 7MB. Fluctuations in the beach
width will continue but the proposed project will not cause any changes in the erosion or
deposition patterns along 7MB.”
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These results confirm a previous study by R Seymour in 2000 for DoE and the Beach
Erosion Committee and the results were fully accepted by the Environmental Assessment
Board in their review of Baird’s report:
“The EAB is satisfied that the results of the sediment transport modelling confirm/verify
previously understood mechanisms for sediment transport regimes between George Town
Harbour and Seven Mile Beach (SMB).”
CCMI go on to point to 80% mortality rates within two years for relocated coral and it is
understood that this reflects the Institute’s experience working in the field.
The technical paper looks at all the available international experience and quotes a global
study which included 91 direct coral transportation projects. The research found that
“overall, direct transportation studies reported an average survival of 64%, with 20%
reporting >90% survival of transported corals.”
The technical paper goes on to look in more detail at the successful results of projects
similar to the George Town Harbour project elsewhere in the world.
Significantly, it also looks at experience in Grand Cayman when shipping incidents
dislodged and fractured large sections of the limestone reef and damaged thousands of
corals at West Bay and Eden Rock, Grand Cayman. The proposed Verdant Isle Coral
Relocation Partner restored both of these sites in 2016 and 2017. Coral fragments broken
and disturbed by vessel anchors and ship hulls should arguably have lower survival than
those removed more carefully, yet monitoring studies have reported 89% survival of tagged
specimens in the West Bay site two years following the restoration compared to 93% of
unaffected coral colonies.
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Coral colonies that survive for a year or more in good condition following reattachment are
likely to mimic natural survival patterns of unaffected corals in future years. The same coral
species in the same vicinity relocated by the same teams may provide the best evidence of
likelihood of success for this project.
Premier Alden McLaughlin, commenting on the release of the technical paper said, “As we
move towards a referendum on Cayman’s port project, it is vitally important that the
information put to the public reflects detailed scientific evidence rather than unfounded
claims. The fact is that Seven Mile Beach will not be impacted by the project. At the same
time, we will be working towards no net loss of biodiversity in line with the objectives of the
National Biodiversity Action Plan.”
He went on, “I am unclear as to why CCMI, itself a respected scientific institution, has
released misleading information in the way that it has. We have shared our technical report
with CCMI and we have invited them to talk with us about their concerns.”

###
Follow Premier Hon. Alden McLaughlin on social media:

3|P a g e

4|P a g e

