
Member Secretary, 
Puducherry Pollution Control Committee, 
(Director, Science, Technology and Environment), 
III Floor, Puducherry Housing Board Buidling 
Anna Nagar, Nellitope                               Pondicherry 
Puducherry 605 005                       06 February 2007 
 
Sir, 
 
Subject: Submission of objections to the construction of the new deep water port in 
Pondicherry as proposed by Pondicherry Port Ltd. 
 
In response to the Pondicherry Pollution Control Committee Public Notice dated 10th 
January 2007, for invitation of written comments on the deep water port proposed by 
Pondicherry Port Ltd. we the citizens and civil societies of Pondicherry humbly 
submit our objections to the construction of the proposed port in Pondicherry: 
 
Past History and Its Impact 
 
The construction of the fishing harbour during 1986-89 on the Ariyankuppam River has 
totally destroyed the beach in front of the Pondicherry town compromising its security 
and safety. The town stands more exposed than ever before to the brunt of cyclones and 
Tsunamis. With the disappearance of the beach, sea water intrusion is taking place and 
our drinking water is turning progressively saline. The fisher folks have lost their 
livelihood, and tourism, which is one of the largest “earners” for Pondicherry, is yet to 
realise its true potentials.  

Erosion at Kotakuppam, North of Pondicherry 

March 2002 July 2002 
 
Over last 5-6 years the Pondicherry Government has undertaken massive measures at 
huge expense such dumping rocks on the seafront to protect the town as well as some 
dredging to get back the beach, but without much result. So far, the sand erosion has 
severely damaged 7 kilometres of the coastline destroying houses and villages (See 
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photographs above) and is proceeding Mahabalipuram at an estimated pace of 350 metres 
per year. With time, it is only getting worse. 
 

Erosion along the Beach Road of Pondicherry 

Before 1987 After 2000 
 
 
Dangers to the town from the Proposed Port 
 
If the comparatively small harbour that was built in 1986 caused such massive and 
widespread damage, one can only imagine the exponential disaster which may result if 
this Deep Water Port is allowed to be constructed in the manner in which it is planned at 
present. Based on information available in the EIA, if the coastline is extended seaward 
artificially by a 100 metres, one may find the erosion putting at risk all the buildings on 
the first two roads of the town by the sea and even endangering the Raj Nivas. Learning 
from the past mistakes we would beg you to consider carefully the following before 
embarking on the construction of the proposed port: 
 
The EIA, as it is submitted, is an incomplete document and does not provide answers to 
all the questions that arise. 
 

1. As per EIA report (section 2.10) “a detailed modelling study will be necessary to 
see the effect that the breakwaters of the proposed port have on sediment 
movement in the area which will enable a more accurate assessment of the 
expected quantity of a maintenance dredging to be made”. This has not been done 
so far though this factor is of prime importance and has the highest impact on sea 
erosion. 

 
2. As per EIA report (section 2.11.4) “a full understanding of sediment sources, 

pathways and sinks will be required to gain a comprehensive understanding of the 
existing site before the impact of a port design can be assessed. It is suggested that 
a comprehensive assessment of sediment movement and beach plan shape change 
be undertaken using numerical modelling techniques. So far this has not been 
done. 
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3. Additionally, even though the report states that a DPR has been prepared, none of 
the detailed engineering (for example of the breakwaters and the harbour 
entrance) has been worked out and it is pending further studies. How is it 
therefore possible to give environmental clearance to a project when the details of 
structures that have a very significant impact on the environment (particularly the 
littoral drift), have not been worked out?  

 
4. It is well established that there are very few private ports on the coromandel coast 

because their economic viability is seriously threatened by natural and massive 
sand movement which is one of the largest in the world. Without these above 
studies, the techno-economic viability of this project cannot be meaningfully 
assessed. For if dredging works out be unviable later, we would be facing a 
massive environmental disaster- a man made Tsunami.  

 
 

5. The EAI report states (Section 2.1) “that phasing and construction of the port will 
need to be continuously reviewed and each phase only taken up once the traffic 
forecasts indicate that there is sufficient demand and is commercially viable.” 
However, in section 2.2 of the report, it is stated that the first phase of 
construction includes construction of a deep water port including breakwaters and 
dredging and two deep water (14m draft) container berths.  

 
The construction of this phase is the one that is going to have the largest 
environmental impact, especially in terms of coastal erosion. However, it will be 
built knowing that the traffic forecasts may not turn out to be true and the 
commercially viability of the project may not be sustained. 
 
Therefore with respect to coastal erosion and sediment management, what 
happens if the traffic forecasts are not met and if the project is not anymore 
commercially viable? 

 
This leads to other larger issues such as what will happen when Pondicherry Port 
Ltd. ceases to manage the assets of the Pondicherry Port including the dredging 
and nourishment of sand to the beaches to the North of the harbour? And what 
will happen if Pondicherry Port Ltd. goes financially bankrupt or if this port 
project is not anymore financially viable? Who will undertake the dredging and 
how will sand nourishment activities be undertaken in the long run? 

 
6. Regarding sediment management, the EIA report states (section 2.9) that “primary 

calculations depict that most of the dredged material (about 9,000,000 cu.m) will 
be consumed within the port premises” for land reclamation and soil levelling 
activities.  

 
At a moment when the Town of Pondicherry and its coastline are severely eroded, 
and in desperate need to get back its  sand to nourish the beaches, the Government 
of Pondicherry decides to give it away (9,000,000 cubic meters !!!) to 
Pondicherry Port Ltd. so that they may build their port at the cost and coastal 
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security of Pondicherry and neighbouring Tamil Nadu. Therefore, if the existing 
coastal erosion has to be arrested and reversed and if the beaches have to be 
rehabilitated, from where will the sand come? This question in vital to the long 
term security of Pondicherry Town and needs to be resolved comprehensively. 
 

7. Regarding the maintenance dredging, the EIA states (section 6.2.2) that “the 
Government should retain responsibility for maintaining the dredging of the sand 
trap adjacent to the southern groyne and for the coastal protection works to the 
town as well as for pumping the sand around the port. A corridor will be left in 
the port to allow for the Government to do this and a new system of pipes 
provided for crossing the river mouth.”  

 
The explicit policy laid out by the Ministry of Environment, Govt. of India states 
that the “polluter pays”. The norm worked out by the Govt. of Pondicherry goes 
contrary to this principle. Apart from huge expenses of such an activity and the 
burden on the tax payers, given the poor tract record of the Government of 
Pondicherry during the past 20 years in managing the sand nourishment systems, 
can it be entrusted to undertake a much more enlarged responsibility along these 
lines?  

 
8. The EIA report states that (section 5.2.4 (b)) “the dredging of sea bed up to 14m 

could have an impact on ground water table and could induce saline water 
intrusion. This issue has to be studied in detail and if determined that this could be 
an issue then the design of the quays should incorporate a cut off to prevent saline 
water polluting fresh groundwater.” Considering that the issues related to 
seawater intrusion are of prime importance in relation to the impacts to the coastal 
environment of Pondicherry, the environmental clearance process cannot be 
completed without this information. 

 
 

In addition to the objections presented here, a detailed comment on the environmental 
impacts of the proposed deep water port is enclosed here for your kind perusal. We 
humbly request you to consider our objections favourably keeping in mind that it is going 
to put the environment, livelihoods and lives of many at great risk. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
Encl. Comments on the Environmental Impact of the Development of a Deep Water Port 
at Pondicherry proposed by Pondicherry Port Ltd., particularly with regards to coastal 
erosion. 
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