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where the ngc has to find effective solutions 
to the challenges that the previous pro-
grammes have failed to address. This would 
entail addressing untreated waste that flows
into the river, restoring the flow of the river, 
sludge management in Ganga basin towns, 
cost overruns in execution of projects and 
governance glitches.

Challenge I: Sewage treatment 
Sewage treatment plants (stps) have been at
the centre of Ganga pollution abatement. As 
per Namami Gange targets, stps with over 
2,000 million litres a day (mld) capacity had 
to be rehabilitated of which only 328 mld 
have been done. A look at the status of all the
projects undertaken makes one doubt                                                                                        
whether the government would even achieve 
its revised deadline. As far as sewage infra-
structure projects are concerned, 68 projects 
were sanctioned after the Namami Gange 
was approved by the cabinet and only six 
were completed till August. Till August 31, 
2018 a total of 236 projects, including stps, 
had been sanctioned out of which only 63 
had been completed. The government has 
said that the new projects are delayed be-
cause land acquisition and other related ac-
tivities were taking a lot of time. However, 
poor performance in rehabilitating old stps 
does not stand the test of time scarcity.

The issue is just not with the construction 
or rehabilitation of stps but also their perfor-
mance. Every stp installed has design pa-
rameters for Biological Oxygen Demand
(bod) and Total Suspended Solids (tss).
Consider the stp at Kanpur, which holds the
dubious distinction of being home to the
“most polluted stretch” of the Ganga. The 5 
mld domestic waste water treatment plant 
at Jajmau in Kanpur had bod and tss level 
in effluents as 65 mg/litre (against design pa-
rameter of 30) and 92 mg/litre (against 
design parameter of 50), according to the 
April-May 2018 report of Kanpur Jal Nigam.
The report says that bodand tss levels of the 
effluent is higher than the norms because  
industrial waste and chemicals are illegally 
mixed with the influents in a plant not meant 
to treat industrial pollutants. 

Another problem with stps is that they 
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Faecal coliform
XX (2016) / XX (2018 May)
Standard value: less than 2500 /100ML

Biological Oxygen Demand
XX (2016) / XX (2018 May)
Standard value: less than 3mg/L (For drinking 
less than 2mg/L)

Chemically Dissolved Oxygen
XX (2016) / XX (2018 May)
Standard value: less than 10 mg/L

Meerut (Kali, tributary of Ganga) 
150,000
68

Varanasi (Varuna before meeting Ganga)
180,000
46.4

Varanasi 
33,550 / 33,000
5.5 / 5.6

Allahabad (sangam)
27,000 / 11,000
4.2 / 3.8

Raibareli
5,500 / 5,600
4.3 / 3.9

Kanpur 
33,550 / 49,000
6.5 / 8.5

Kannauj
2,950 / 3,100
3.6 / 5.0

Bhagalpur 
11,000 (अप्रैल 2018)
2.2
20 (अप्रैल 2018) 

Patna 
4,950 / 6,100
2.5 / 2.2
20

Buxar 
7,000
2.6 / 2.1

Beharampore
145,000 / 280,000
3.15 / 3.6
12.6

Garden Reach
158,500 / 24,000
5.6 / 4.5
17.48

Tribeni
120,000 / 11,000
3.0 / 4.0
17.1

Serampore
120,000 / 50,000
3.5 / 10.1
13.8

Dakshineshwar
131,500 / 240,000
4.2 / 4.4
14.56

Howrah
46,500 / 24,000
5.35 / 3.75
17.27

Uluberia
57,000 / 22,000
3.75 / 3.55
35.92

Not one of the monitoring stations on the banks of the Ganga from 
Uttar Pradesh to West Bengal found water quality that is fit for 
drinking as per the standards set by CPCB  

The filthy stem

Prepared by DTE/CSE Data Centre
Infographics: Raj Kumar Singh
Analysis: Banjot Kaur
Data source: UP Pollution Control Board, Bihar Pollution Control Board, West Bengal 
Pollution Control Board for 2018 data; ENVIS: For 2016 data
For more such infographics visit: www.downtoearth.org.in/infographics

A N A L Y S I S

20   DOWN TO EARTH www.downtoearth.org.in  2116-31 OCTOBER 201816-31 OCTOBER 2018

16-31Analysis.indd   20-21 12/10/18   9:40 AM


