
2 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF PORT DEVELOPMENT

Checklists of adverse effects of port development for EIA have been compiled by several
organizations including the World Bank, the Asian Development Bank and the International
Association of Ports and Harbors. Based on a review of these checklists, the relationship
between factors in port development and their impacts on the environment has been outlined
in table 2.1.

Major sources of these adverse effects can be categorized into three types: (a) location
of port; (b) construction; and (c) port operation, including ship traffic and discharges, cargo
handling and storage, and land transport. Location of port connotes the existence of
structures or landfills, and the position of the development site. Construction implies
construction activities in the sea and on land, dredging, disposal of dredged materials, and
transport of construction materials. Port operation includes ship-related factors such as
vessel traffic, ship discharges and emissions, spills and leakage from ships; and cargo-related
factors such as cargo handling and storage, handling equipment, hazardous materials,
waterfront industry discharges, and land transport to and from the port.

Environmental facets to be considered in relation to port development are categorized
into nine groups: (a) water quality; (b) coastal hydrology; (c) bottom contamination; (d) marine
and coastal ecology; (e) air quality; (f) noise and vibration; (g) waste management; (h) visual
quality; and (i) socio-cultural impacts.

Water quality includes five elements: (a) general features such as temperature, salinity,
pH, colour, transparency, oil and grease, and organic material concentration measured by
total organic carbon (TOG), chemical oxygen demand (GOD) or biochemical oxygen demand
(BOD); (b) turbidity measured by suspended solids (88); (c) eutrophication-related factors
measured by dissolved oxygen (DO), nitrogen (N) and phosphorus (P); (d) harmful or toxic
substances including heavy metals such as mercury, cadmium, lead, and pesticides; and (e)
sanitation-related factors determined by measuring the amount of coliform bacteria.

Coastal hydrology cited here includes factors concerning currents, tidal flow, littoral drifts,
beach erosion, water drainage, sediment deposition, groundwater flow, and other physical
phenomena in the shore zone.

Bottom contamination encompasses many kinds of contamination of bottom sediments
by toxic or harmful substances, oils, oily mixtures and other hazardous materials.
Contamination of bottom sediments are often measured by the size of sediment particles, pH,colour, 

smell, oil and grease, organic materials, and concentration of organic nitrogen,
phosphorus, sulphide, and toxic substances such as heavy metals and pesticides including
toxic components of antifouling paints.

Marine and coastal ecology includes aquatic fauna and flora composed of a large
number of species of bacteria, phytoplankton, zooplankton, benthonic organisms, coral,
seaweed, shellfish, fish and other aquatic biota, terrestrial flora such as mangroves andwetlands. 

Loss of bottom habitat and fishery resources are also significant problems included
in this category.

Air quality consists of two main elements: (a) soot and dust, measured by suspended

particulate matter (SPM), which originate from dry bulk cargo handling and storage,
construction work on land, and road traffic; and (b) concentration of sulfur dioxide (S02)'
nitrogen dioxide (N02), carbon monoxide (CO), and hydrocarbons (HC) emitted from ships,
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vehicles and various equipment used for port activities. Harmful substances and odour are
also elements to be considered in this category.

Noise and vibration generated by road traffic, cargo operations, ship traffic and other port
activities also cause nuisances to local people.

Waste management relates to all kinds of wastes, both liquid and solid, likely to be
disposed of in the port area. These wastes include dredged materials, garbage and oily
mixtures discharged from ships, wastes from cargo operations, and all types of discharges
from municipal and waterfront industry activities.

Visual quality refers to the aesthetic value of the landscape, the view of port facilities,
the nuisance of bright lights used for night operations in a port, and other visual problems.

Socio-cultural impacts includes all kinds of influence on the local community and people's
life style such as relocation of villages, industrialization, population growth nearby, and the
formation of slums.

The following section reviews the potential impacts of port activities on each facet of the
environment and possible measures against potential adverse effects. Relations between
impact sources and various part of the environment are summarized in table 2.1.
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TABLE 2.1 Major impacts of port development project on the environment
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2.1 IMPACTS OF LOCATION OF PORT

2.1.1 Potential impacts on water quality (A1 of table 2.1)

Breakwaters and landfills may change current patterns and cause stagnation of water
behind the structures. If municipal or industrial effluent flows into a port, stagnant port water
may deteriorate through a dramatic increase of phytoplankton and a decrease of dissolved
oxygen, resulting from eutrophication of water, caused by effluents containing nutrient salts
(chemical compounds including Nand P). Anaerobic water leads to the generation of
hydrogen sulphide (H2S) and can be identified by its odour. It has serious effects on
organisms. Municipal sewage also brings coliform bacteria into the port and may cause
unacceptable contamination of the harbour.

Measures against adverse effects
Careful site selection and port design should be carried out, focusing on the possibility

of water stagnation. If the basic pollution level is critically high, a sewage treatment syst~m
should be planned as part of the environment management of the area. Regulations on
discharges of effluents into water and provision of sanitary treatment facilities are
indispensable for reducing pollutants from hinterlands. In a polluted bay or port, it could be
effective to dredge or cover contaminated bottom sediment capping to reduce the flux of
pollutants from the sediment to the water.

2.1.2 Potential impacts on coastal hydrology (A2 of table 2.1)

The location of a port may cause changes in current patterns and littoral drifts due to
alteration of wave refraction, diffraction and reflection. The change of littoral drift may lead to
erosion or accretion in shore zones. Altered currents or reflected waves may endanger small
ships maneuvering near structures. The creation of a port may cause changes in river flow
and waterfront drainage.

Measures against adverse effects
Careful site selection and port design could minimize changes in current patterns and

other coastal hydrology. Model experiments or computer simulations of these changes are
useful in developing an appropriate design. Typical measures against beach erosion are
construction of sea walls, jetties, offshore breakwaters, and periodical beach nourishment.

2.1.3 Potential impacts on bottom contamination (A3 of table 2.1)

The location of a port may accelerate sediment deposition in stagnant water behind
structures and cause contamination of the sea bottom. Sediment deposition covers bottom
biota and physical habitat. Pile structures shade the bottom and affect habitat. Eutrophication
of water induces sedimentation of dead plankton and changes chemical characteristics of
bottom sediments, resulting in an increase of organic matter, hydrogen sulphide, and
mobilization of harmful substances.

Measures against adverse effects
Removal of contaminated sediments, capping, as well as other measures mentioned in

subsection 2.1.1 could be effective measures against adverse effects on water quality.
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2.1.4 Potential impacts on marine/coastal ecology (A4 of table 2.1)

The location of a port affects aquatic fauna and flora through changes of water quality,
coastal hydrology and bottom contamination. Land reclamation from the sea destroys bottom
habitat and displaces fishery resources. Terrestrial fauna and flora may also be altered by the
location of a port.

Diminution of bottom biota is usually linked to a reduction of fishery resources, and
occasionally to an increase of undesirable species. Deterioration of water quality usually gives
rise to changes in aquatic biota: a decrease in the number of species; and an increase in the
quantity of one or two specific species. Further deterioration may lead to the destruction of
all kinds of aquatic biota.

Diminution of plants in a shore zone within enclosed water may degrade its aeration
capability and worsen water pollution. Mangroves in wetlands play an important role in
providing habitat for terrestrial and aquatic biota and indirectly recovering water quality.

Measures against adverse effects
Adverse effects on marine and coastal ecology usually result from: deterioration of water

and air quality; current pattern changes; bottom contamination; physical loss of water area;
and changes in natural land habitat. Measures mentioned in subsections 2.1.1 and 2.1.3 are
effective for mitigating changes in aquatic and terrestrial habitat. Careful survey of the
ecological characteristics of a project area is indispensable if the welfare of endangered and
fragile species is to be considered and disruption of their spawning seasons and areas and
migration is to be minimized. Planting of green plants around a port may be an effective
means to mitigate adverse effects on terrestrial habitat.

2.1.5 Potential impacts on visual quality (A8 of table 2.1)

The visual quality of a project area is affected by the creation of a port, port facilities,lighting, 
and other optical disturbances. The landscape may be changed into an artificial

scene of industrialization. Some port facilities may give an unpleasant impression to people.

Measures against adverse effects
The design of port should cause it to blend with its surroundings. Special attention to the

colors of port facilities and landmarks helps improve port scenery. A green belt zone around
a port may block an unpleasant view of the port and be a more pleasant sight.

2.1.6 Socio-cultural impacts (A9 of table 2.1)

Building or expanding a port often requires relocation of the local community, sometimes
causing ethnic, cultural, tribal, or religious conflicts with local people. Industrialization and
modernization may change the cultural traditions of the local community.

Measures against adverse effects
An appropriate resettlement plan could minimize the disturbance to the local community

and ensure smooth transition to industrialization. Survey of archaeological heritage sites
should be undertaken well in advance and a preservation plan included in any port
development plan. During the evaluation stage of a development project, following informationshould 

be provided:
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(a) Distribution of population around the project area:
Initial population distribution, age composition, households, slums, social
solidarity, public peace and order, infrastructure

(b) Race composition:
Majority and minority groups, cultural gaps, basic resources for life, racial
conflicts

(c) Removal and resettlement of local people:
Removal population, conservation of community, condition of resettlement,
opinions on removal and resettlement

(d) Cultural heritage:
Location of heritage, importance of heritage, legislation on preservation,
possibility of removal

2.2 IMPACTS OF CONSTRUCTION

2.2.1 Potential impacts on water quality (81 of table 2.1)

Pile driving, deposition of rubble, dredging, sand compaction and other construction work
in water cause resuspension of sediments and turbid water. Resuspension of sediments in
water leads to an increase in the level of suspended solids (88) and in the concentration of
organic matter, possibly to toxic or harmful levels. It also reduces sunlight penetration.

Work vessels are a possible cause of oil spills, garbage discharge, and leakage of other
substances into water. Diffusion from concrete work in water and overflows from landfills may
be possible sources of water pollution.

Measures against adverse effects
The adverse effects of construction work could be minimized by appropriate selection

of equipment in pile driving or dredging, proper use of silt curtains, careful planning of settling
ponds and overflow weirs for landfills, and suitable transport of construction materials and
dredged material. Proper disposal of dredged material plays a critical part in preserving theenvironment. 

Deposition in landfills may offset problems being caused by dumping at sea.

2.2.2 Potential impacts on coastal hydrology (82 of table 2.1)

The potential impacts of construction on coastal hydrology are nearly the same as the
potential impacts of the location of a port which are identified in subsection 2.1.2. Dredging
may cause changes in current patterns and flows as well as salt wedge intrusion into a river
mouth or littoral drifts in the shore zone. Changes in littoral drifts lead to beach erosion or
accretion. Disposal of dredged material on land may possibly cause leakage of harmful
substances into ground water or changes in waterfront drainage.



Measures against adverse effects
The impact of dredging on current flow is usually not serious and can be assessed by

current flow simulation. Beach erosion could be avoided by carefully planning the steepness
of the dredging slope and the deviation from the shore line.

2.2.3 Potential impacts on bottom contamination (83 of table 2.1)

Construction work and dredging disturb bottom sediments and induce resuspension,
dispersal and settlement of such sediments. Dumping of dredged material directly alters
bottom configuration and biota and may disperse toxic or harmful chemicals around the
disposal site. Dredging removes bottom habitat and may lead to a loss of fishery resources.

Measures against adverse effects
A survey of contamination of bottom sediments should be undertaken before dredging.

In case substances or materials listed in the annexes of the London Dumping Convention are
found during the survey, the dredged material should be treated in accordance with the
respective provisions of the convention (See appendix 4). Selection of disposal site, disposal
methods and requirements for capping are key issues in undertaking disposal at sea. In
shallow water, silt curtains, as well as careful selection of the dredging method, could be
effective in minimizing dispersal of resuspended sediments. Specific Guidelines for the
Disposal of Dredged Material at Sea have been adopted by the Contracting Parties to the
London Dumping Convention.

2.2.4 Potential impacts on marine/coastal ecology (84 of table 2.1)

Disturbance from construction activities may cause displacement of fishery resources
and other mobile bottom biota. Dredging removes bottom biota and dumping of dredged
material covers bottom habitat, both of which may reduce fishery resources. Settlement of
resuspended sediments on fragile marine fauna and flora damages the ecosystem particularly
coral reefs, which are formed by the extracellular product of symbiotic plants. The great
number of coral polyps attached need dissolved oxygen for respiration and the plants need
sunlight for photosynthesis.

Piles, concrete surfaces, rubble mounds and other similar structures in water could form
new habitats, which may introduce undesirable species. If toxic substances and other
contaminants are resuspended through dredging or dumping, they may lead to contamination
of fishery and shellfishery resources.

Measures against adverse effects
Careful survey of a fragile marine and coastal ecology is essential for appropriate

planning of construction work, dredging, and disposal of dredged material. Selection of port
site is the key to minimizing adverse effects (subsection 2.1.4). Since adverse effects usually
result from bottom contamination and deterioration of water quality, measures against those
adverse effects noted in subsections 2.2.1 to 2.2.3 are also effective for mitigating changes
in aquatic and terrestrial habitat.
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2.2.5 Potential impacts on air quality (85 of table 2.1)

Emissions from construction equipment, work vessels, trucks and other vehicles used
in construction work could be a source of air pollution. Dust from construction activities is alsoa 

possible source of air pollution.

Measures against the adverse effects
Methods for controlling dust emission are water scattering in the construction site, use

of proper transport methods, such as a conveyor belt, for excavated material and screens
around the construction site. A green belt zone or open space between the construction site
and the local community could be an effective buffer. Temporary pavement of roads in aconstruction 

site could considerably reduce dust emission.

2.2.6 Noise and vibration (86 of table 2.1)

Construction activities may create a problem of noise and vibration generated by
construction equipment, truck traffic, work vessels and other similar sources.

Measures against adverse effects
Transmission of noise and vibration are limited by the distance from their sources. Noise

could be considerably reduced by adoption of low noise equipment or installation of sound
insulation fences. Green belt of plants can be a good barrier. Limitation of working hours may
be a possible means to mitigate the nuisances of construction activities.

2.2.7 Waste management (87 of table 2.1)

Wastes from construction activities are mainly spoils generated by dredging. Disposal
of dredged material on land may cause destruction of plants, loss of vegetation, leakage of
contaminated materials and salt, odour, an unsightly view and other nuisances to the localcommunity. 

Disposal in water may cause problems identified in subsection 2.2.3.

Measures against adverse effects
The adverse effects of disposal of contaminated dredged material or other wastes from

construction activities could be offset by including them in land reclamation. Appropriatedesign, 
according to the characteristics of the wastes, is a basic requisite for retaining walls,

settling ponds, capping of landfills, and land use after completion.

Dumping of dredged materials should be treated in accordance with the provisions of the
Convention on the Prevention of Marine Pollution by Dumping of Wastes and Other Matter,
1972, and the Amendments Adopted in 1978 and 1980, the so called London DumpingConvention, 

and relevant national regulations (Appendix 4). For some regions specific
Conventions or Protocols have been adopted, e.g. the SPDEP I Convention covering the
South Pacific.
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2.3 

IMPACTS OF SHIP TRAFFIC AND DISCHARGES

2.3.1 Potential impacts on water quality (C1 of table 2.1)

Possible discharges from ships that could be sources of water pollution are bilge water,
ballast water, oily wastes, sewage, garbage and other residues in a ship. Spills of oils,
lubricants, fuels and other oily liquids may be other sources of water pollution. Once an oil
or oily compound is discharged into water, it is spread on the surface by winds and currents,
forming a thin layer. On the surface of seas in tropical or temperate zones, oils can be
polymerized gradually by biodegradation and eventually form dense particles which sink.

Concentration of oily compounds in water is an important indicator of water quality,
particularly in recreational water areas. Repair docks may be a possible source of toxic orharmful 

materials such as antifoulants, paints, or heavy metals.

Measures against adverse effects
Appropriate regulations on ship discharges and provision of reception facilities are

indispensable for proper control of emissions and effluent from ships. Detection of spills is
also important for regulating ship discharges. Since accidental spills are unavoidable,
recovery vessels, oil fences, and treatment chemicals should be prepared with a view to
minimizing dispersal. Proper contingency plans and a prompt reporting system are keys to
prevention of oil dispersal. Periodical clean-up of floating wastes is also necessary for
preservation of port water quality.

2.3.2 Potential impacts on marine and coastal ecology (C4 of table 2.1)

Leakage of oils, oily wastes and mixtures may directly cause damage to fisheryresources, 
aquatic biota and coastal habitat. Biodegradation of oil also generates polymerizedoil 

particles and toxic aromatic fractions using dissolved oxygen in the water, which indirectlycause 
damages to bottom biota and habitat. Both effects may seriously damage marine andcoastal 
ecology.

Fishery resources, including shellfish, may be spoiled by oil and toxic substances
generated by biodegradation. Some oils contain carcinogens and their contamination is
reported in fishery resources.

Measures against adverse effects
See subsection 2.3.1.

2.3.3 Potential impact on air quality (C5 of table 2.1)

Ships are a possible source of airborne emissions such as gasses, smoke, soot andfumes. 
N02 and S02 are typical pollutants generated by ships while both manoeuvering and

berthing and may affect air pollution in the hinterland.

Measures against adverse effects
Regulation and proper detection of emissions from ships are effective means to reduce

discharges of pollutants. Prohibition of the use of heavy diesel oil as fuel could be a possible
means to reduce pollutants. If the basic level of air pollution is considerably high, measures
against air pollution should be planned on a regional basis, including port activities.
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2.3.4 Waste management (C7 of table 2.1)

Ships generate: (a) oily wastes such as bilge water, ballast water, washing water,
lubricant oil and other residues in machinery space; (b) sewage and garbage; and (c) cargo
residues such as wood bark. Discharges and spills of these wastes cause problems of oil
pollution, floating garbage, unsanitary conditions, odour and other degradation of water

quality.

Measures against adverse effects
Ports are requested to provide sufficient reception facilities to receive residues and oily

mixtures generated from ship operations according to provisions of the International
Convention for the Prevention of Pollution from Ships, 1973 (MARPOL, 19~) as amended
by the 1978 Protocol (MARPOL, 1973/78). Besides oily residues, reception of sewage and
garbage is also required in accordance with the needs of calling ships. Connection to sanitary
treatment facilities or a municipal waste treatment system may be a means for a port to
receive such wastes.

Provision of these facilities, promulgation of regulations on discharge of oily residues,
and proper detection are keys to successful control of ship discharges. Unsanitary discharges
from repair docks should also be connected to appropriate waste treatment systems.

2.3.5 Socio-cultural Impacts (C9 of table 2.1)

Oil and oily wastes discharged from ships may reach nearby beaches and spoil
recreational activities which cause serious damage to tourism. Ship traffic may disturb
pleasure boat cruising and fishery boat operations. The possibility of accidents in the ship
traffic becomes a worry to local people. Ship calls create many related jobs including pilotage,
tug services, stevedoring, bunker and crew services, however, they may bring considerable
changes in the life style of local people.

Measures against adverse effects
See subsection 2.1.6. In addition, appropriate regulations on ship traffic and discharges

and contingency plan for ship accidents could mitigate the problem.

2.4 IMPACTS OF CARGO OPERATIONS AND WATERFRONT INDUSTRY

2.4.1 

Impacts on water quality (01 of table 2.1)

Runoff from raw material storage, spills from bulk cargo handling, and wind-blown dust
are possible sources of contamination of port water. Toxic or harmful substances may be
included in runoff from sulfur, bauxite, phosphates, nitrogenous manure, coal, metal ores and
other raw materials. Organic materials in runoff are decomposed to the inorganic form,
spending dissolved oxygen and increasing the nutrient level in water. Accidental spills of toxic,
harmful materials, oils or oily compounds, and other raw materials are also possible sources
of contamination of water.
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Effluent from waterfront industries may include toxic or harmful materials, unsanitarywastes, 
oily wastes and other hazardous materials. Electricity generation may release heated

water and sewage treatment facilities produce nutrient salts, organic matter and som.e
hazardous materials.

Measures against adverse effects
Countermeasures against runoff are: (a) covering or enclosing raw material storage

areas; (b) sprinkling water on raw material except anti-humid materials like grains or cement;
(c) providing special equipment for cargo handling and transport (e.g., covered conveyor or
pneumatic unloader); and (d) other methods to reduce the influence of wind and rain.

A reversed slope apron is an effective means to avert rainfall from washirJoq away from
the apron and pouring into the sea directly. The drains from the apron are led"to a settling
pond and released into the sea after settlement of suspended materials.

Regulations on effluent from waterfront industries and monitoring of water quality are
essential for port environment protection. Separation of waterfront industry discharges from
the harbour area could be an effective means to offset problems caused by such effluent.

2.4.2 Potential impacts on bottom contamination (03 of table 2.1)

Bottom contamination may result from runoff from quay and storage area, spills from bulk
cargo operations, and wind blown dust. Discharge from waterfront industries is a major source
of contamination of bottom sediments.

Measures against adverse effects
See subsection 2.4.1.

2.4.3 Potential impacts on marine and coastal ecology (04 of table 2.1)

Cargo handling and storage may cause runoff, spills or leakage of ingredients, which
possibly include toxic or harmful materials, organic matter, or oily compounds. Water pollution
and bottom contamination resulting from these effluents lead to deterioration of aquatic biota
and fishery resources. Dust dispersion on land may cover plants and change terrestrialhabitat. 

If toxic or harmful substances are included in dust emissions, the health of portworkers 
and local people are endangered.

Discharge from waterfront industries is a major source of water pollution which induces
deterioration of aquatic biota due to toxic and harmful materials, poor oxygen dissolution and
eutrophication of water. See subsections 2.1.4. and 2.2.4.

Measures against adverse effectsSee 
subsection 2.3.1.
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2.4.4 Potential impacts on air quality (05 of table 2.1)

Emissions of dust from bulk cargo handling and gasses from cargo handling equipment
can be sources of air pollution. Liquid cargo handling may result in the release of vapour
during the cleaning of storage tanks and by the breather system for ambient temperaturechanges. 

Accidental leakage of gasses may cause problems such as toxic material emission,explosions, 
fumes, odours and hazardous airborne emissions. Waterfront industries may

release various kinds of gasses and can be major sources of air pollution and odour.

Measures against adverse effects
Monitortng of air quality is indispensable to ensure acceptable levels of emissions. Dust

emission can be reduced by covers, screens, enclosures, sprinkling water'iJr other similar
methods. Regulations on emissions from waterfront industries should be introduced in
accordance with a regional environment management plan.

2.4.5 Noise and vibration (06 of table 2.1)

Cargo handling equipment and road traffic are two major sources of noise and vibration,
which may cause unacceptable levels of stress among local people.

Measures against adverse effects
See subsection 2.2.6

2.4.6 Waste management (07 of table 2.1)

Cargo operations produce wastes such as the remains of bulk cargo storage, rubbish
from unpacking, wood bark from log handling, floating garbage and other wastes from dailyactivities. 

Waterfront industries generate various kinds of wastes and some of them are
disposed of in the port area or at sea. Landfills in a port area could be deposition sites of
such industrial wastes.

Measures against adverse effects
According to the need of a port, facilities for the incineration of wood bark should be

provided at the port site. Remains of bulk cargo storage or industrial wastes which are not
considered hazardous can be deposited in land reclamation sites where retaining walls are
designed against leakage of toxic or harmful substances. Sewage or garbage from port
activities can be handled by a municipal treatment system or by the port's own treatmentfacilities.

2.4.7 Potential impacts on visual quality (08 of table 2.1)

Lighting for night operations may cause nuisances to the nearby community. Wastesfrom 
port-activities, smoke from ships, bulk cargo piles, and ugly materials stacked in a port

may give an unpleasant impression.

Measures against adverse effects
Appropriate selection of the location of port can mitigate these adverse effects on visualquality. 

It may be possible to design storage areas blinded from roads or the nearby
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community. 

A green belt zone around a port may block an unpleasant view and moderate
unpleasant sight. Relocation of busy area is a possible means to reduce excess lighting.

2.4.8 Socio-cultural impacts (09 of table 2.1)

Port activities may result in the hiring of local labour and procurement of various
commodities from a local market. The local economy will be boosted by port-related activities
and be greatly involved in urbanization and industrialization. Labour from outside may be a
possible source of conflict with a local community.

Measures against adverse effects
See subsection 2.1.6

~2.5 

CHECK LISTS OF POTENTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS

The World Bank released a technical paper entitled Environmental Considerations for
Port and Harbor Developments in 1990, which contains a check list of the potential adverse
effects port development may create (Appendix-1). The Asian Development Bank (ADB) also
has a publication entitled Environmental Guidelines for Selected Infrastructure Projects, which
includes a check list of Environmental Parameters of Port and Harbor Projects (Appendix-2).
The International Association of Ports and Harbours has also released the IAPH Guidelinesfor 

Environmental Planning and Management in Ports and Coastal Area Developments, 1989,which 
includes a check list of potential adverse effects of port development (Appendix-3).

The ADB's check list categorizes environmental resources concerning port development
into the following types: (a) Coastal marine ecology; (b) Recreation/Resort/Beach areas; (c)
Sanitation in harbor area; (d) Hazardous cargo; (e) Materials to and from harbour; (f) Local
socio-economics, etc., and has an indication of feasible protection measures against each
action. The Japanese Transport Ministry also furnishes a check list of environmental impacts
concerning port development, which is classified from a viewpoint of environmental
components, viz. water quality, air quality, living characteristics (noise, odour, vibration, etc.)
topographical features, oceanographical features, hazardous material contamination, natural
habitat (land and marine), landscape, and socio-cultural features.

As indicated in these check lists, the potential adverse effects of port development
embrace a wide range of environmental issues like water pollution, contamination of bottomsediment, 

loss of bottom biota, damage to fisheries, beach erosion, current pattern changes,waste 
discharges, waterfront drainage, oil leakage and spillage, hazardous materials,

emissions of dust and gases, smoke and other air pollution, noise, odour, traffic increases,landfills, 
landscape, socio-cultural impacts, and so forth.

These probable adverse effects of port development are usually assessed by the
magnitude of impacts, however, there is no established criteria to evaluate whether or not
these adverse effects fall within an acceptable range as such criteria will vary by countries
or ports depending on local and regional characteristics. In case the background pollution
levels in a project area exceeded their standards, a development project could be evaluated
from a viewpoint whether the project is included in the environment management plan of theregion. 

Evaluation procedures are the key to successful implementation of EIA.

18




