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The Editor 
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22 September 2007 
 
Dear Editor, 
 
Kindly allow me space to correct several inaccuracies in the article by Richard Morais about the 
proposed Falmouth Cruise Terminal project, published in today’s Gleaner (September 22), as 'A 
waterfront experience of historic proportion.' 
 
In contemplating a project of this magnitude it is vitally important that we consider the FACTS – 
the realities of the environmental and other impacts of the project – and separate them from the 
imaginative portrayal of the developers’ dreams and their effects on public perception.  There is 
much more to be said about this project, including questions about the estimated socio-economic 
impacts, but for now I will confine my comments to correcting specific inaccuracies in the 
Gleaner article. 
 
The facts below are derived from the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) commissioned by 
the developers of the project. 
  
Mr. Morais stated that the liners carry “a maximum of 2,100 people.”  The fact is, the liners carry 
up to 8,460 people (2,100 crew and 6,360 passengers), so that when two ships are in the port at 
the same time, the developers expect an influx of approximately 15,000 people – twice the 
current population of Falmouth.   
 
It would be impossible for NEPA to pass the plans for this project “later this month,” as there is 
by law a 30-day period allowed for the public to submit written comments after the public 
meeting, held September 14.  After this period, the comments are reviewed by NEPA’s internal 
and technical review committees, which recommend any further studies or modifications that 
might be required. 
 
It was pointed out at the public meeting that the EIA lacked an archaeological assessment, which 
is inexplicable given Falmouth’s undisputed archaeological significance and designation as a 
National Monument.  Both NJCA and the Jamaica National Heritage Trust have requested a 
thorough archaeological assessment of the area before this project is approved.  How long such a 
study will take is unclear, but with an area of more than 650 hectares proposed for 
‘redevelopment’ for this project, it could be quite a long time before enough of Falmouth’s 
irreplaceable archaeological heritage has been salvaged prior to the construction of several large, 
new, Georgian-style buildings in the town’s designated Historic District and along the reclaimed 
waterfront. 
 

NJCA is dedicated to the protection and wise use of natural and cultural resources in Jamaica, 
through education, advocacy and environmental conservation activities. 
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With regard to Mr. Morais statements that “a cutter suction dredger, among other mitigating 
measures, will be used to prevent any loss of reef” and “the debris from the dredging will be 
dumped in a safe area offshore,” both of these claims are incorrect. 
 
According to the EIA, the project will result in “the loss of approximately 20 hectares of coral 
and seagrass cover due to dredging” and “the permanent loss of a vibrant coral reef community 
at the entrance to the channel.”  The EIA characterises this impact as “a localised, direct and 
significant impact to the marine ecosystem [by] removing a highly productive portion of the 
coral reef in the area (heavily used by fishers at present).” 
 
Furthermore, the EIA predicts the demise of corals in the area due to “high suspended sediment 
concentrations during dredging activities; and …gradual smothering due to increased maritime 
traffic and the inherent threat of accidental groundings, repeated re-suspension of bottom 
sediments and potential pollution.” 
 
With respect to disposal of debris from dredging, the EIA says, “the current proposal calls for 
offshore disposal of dredge material at a location to be determined and approved by appropriate 
regulatory bodies.”  The possible impacts of this disposal method are “similar to those associated 
with the dredging operation.”  The alternative, disposal on land, is said to present “the possibility 
of significant impacts for terrestrial and/or nearby aquatic ecosystems,” including the pollution 
of groundwater and surface water. 
 
On the matter of protecting what Mr. Morais correctly calls the ‘world famous luminous lagoon,’ 
the EIA warns of the possible loss of bioluminescent phytoplankton by the deepening of the 
channel:  “Changes in current speeds, directions and patterns of flow could contribute to 
changing the flushing rate and the water chemistry of the bay thus altering the conditions 
necessary to maintaining the distinctive composition of the phytoplankton community and the 
associated bioluminescence unique to Oyster Bay.” 
 
In short, the proposed Falmouth Cruise Terminal will undoubtedly result in significant and 
permanent impacts to the marine and coastal environment, including the destruction of large 
areas of productive coral reefs, seagrass beds and mangroves and the possible destruction of the 
bioluminescent lagoon known as Oyster Bay.   
 
The question is, are we prepared to accept these impacts? 
 
Yours truly, 
 
 
Wendy A. Lee 
Executive Director 
Northern Jamaica Conservation Association 
NJCA@cwjamaica.com 
 


