
This content has been downloaded from IOPscience. Please scroll down to see the full text.

Download details:

IP Address: 210.77.64.106

This content was downloaded on 11/04/2017 at 06:17

Please note that terms and conditions apply.

Environmental justice implications of industrial hazardous waste generation in India: a national

scale analysis

View the table of contents for this issue, or go to the journal homepage for more

2016 Environ. Res. Lett. 11 125001

(http://iopscience.iop.org/1748-9326/11/12/125001)

Home Search Collections Journals About Contact us My IOPscience

You may also be interested in:

Landscapes of thermal inequity: disproportionate exposure to urban heat in the three largest US

cities

Bruce C Mitchell and Jayajit Chakraborty

Focus on environmental justice: new directions in international research

Jayajit Chakraborty

Household-level disparities in cancer risks from vehicular air pollution in Miami

Timothy W Collins, Sara E Grineski and Jayajit Chakraborty

Australia’s first national level quantitative environmental justice assessment of industrial air

pollution

Jayajit Chakraborty and Donna Green

Assessing the environmental justice consequences of flood risk: a case study in Miami, Florida

Marilyn C Montgomery and Jayajit Chakraborty

Environmental injustice along the US-Mexico border: residential proximity to industrial parks in

Tijuana, Mexico

Sara E Grineski, Timothy W Collins and María de Lourdes Romo Aguilar

‘At-risk’ places: inequities in the distribution of environmental stressors and prescription rates

of mental health medications in Glasgow, Scotland

Juliana Maantay and Andrew Maroko

Who benefits from environmental policy? An environmental justice analysis of air quality change in

Britain, 2001–2011

Gordon Mitchell, Paul Norman and Karen Mullin

http://iopscience.iop.org/page/terms
http://iopscience.iop.org/1748-9326/11/12
http://iopscience.iop.org/1748-9326
http://iopscience.iop.org/
http://iopscience.iop.org/search
http://iopscience.iop.org/collections
http://iopscience.iop.org/journals
http://iopscience.iop.org/page/aboutioppublishing
http://iopscience.iop.org/contact
http://iopscience.iop.org/myiopscience
http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/10/11/115005
http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/10/11/115005
http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/aa63ff
http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/10/9/095008
http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/9/4/044010
http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/9/4/044010
http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/10/9/095010
http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/10/9/095012
http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/10/9/095012
http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/10/11/115003
http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/10/11/115003
http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/10/10/105009
http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/10/10/105009


Environ. Res. Lett. 11 (2016) 125001 doi:10.1088/1748-9326/11/12/125001

LETTER

Environmental justice implications of industrial hazardous waste
generation in India: a national scale analysis

Pratyusha Basu1 and Jayajit Chakraborty
Department of Sociology andAnthropology, University of Texas at El Paso, TX,USA
1 Author towhomany correspondence should be addressed.

E-mail: pbasu@utep.edu and jchakraborty@utep.edu

Keywords: environmental justice, industrial pollution, hazardouswastemanagement, economic development, quantitative, India

Abstract
While rising air andwater pollution have become issues of widespread public concern in India, the
relationship between spatial distribution of environmental pollution and social disadvantage has
received less attention. This lack of attention becomes particularly relevant in the context of industrial
pollution, as India continues to pursue industrial development policies without sufficient regard to its
adverse social impacts. This letter examines industrial pollution in India from an environmental
justice (EJ) perspective by presenting a national scale study of social inequities in the distribution of
industrial hazardouswaste generation.Our analysis connects district-level data from the 2009
National Inventory ofHazardousWasteGenerating Industries with variables representing urbaniza-
tion, social disadvantage, and socioeconomic status from the 2011Census of India. Our results
indicate thatmore urbanized and densely populated districts with a higher proportion of socially and
economically disadvantaged residents are significantlymore likely to generate hazardouswaste. The
quantity of hazardouswaste generated is significantly higher inmore urbanized but sparsely populated
districts with a higher proportion of economically disadvantaged households, after accounting for
other relevant explanatory factors such as literacy and social disadvantage. Thesefindings underscore
the growing need to incorporate EJ considerations in future industrial development andwaste
management in India.

1. Introduction

Environmental justice (EJ) research in India has drawn
attention to local struggles against environmental
pollution and dispossession (Williams and Mawds-
ley 2006, Ravi Rajan 2014, Das 2015) as well as
measured inequities in exposure to urban air pollution
(e.g. Kathuria and Khan 2007, Sabapathy et al 2015).
However, one aspect of environmental pollution that
has not been examined through an EJ perspective is
industrial pollution, more specifically how the spatial
distribution of industrial pollution relates to the spatial
distribution of sociallymarginalized communities.

The inadequate attention to social inequities in the
distribution of India’s industrial pollution can be
linked, in part, to the fact that industrial development
remains a key economic development goal due to rela-
tively low levels of industrialization in the country as a

whole. The lack of industrial development under Brit-
ish colonial rule made industrialization a prime objec-
tive in national policies when India gained
independence in 1947. Yet, industrial growth has con-
tinued to lag and, in 2001, the contribution of manu-
facturing to India’s gross domestic product (GDP)was
14.8% compared to 24.0% for agriculture and allied
sectors and 54.0% for services (Planning Commis-
sion 2007, p 140). In the same year, the share of main
workers employed inmanufacturing was 13.4%, while
56.6% of main workers were employed in agriculture
and allied sectors and 25.4% in services. Manufactur-
ing thus comprises a relatively small share of total GDP
and employment, and lack of access to manufacturing
jobs has been one of the reasons for relatively low
levels of urban development in India.

There are, however, significant reasons to examine
distributive environmental injustices associated with
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industrialization in India. The 1984 industrial disaster
in the city of Bhopal due to a poisonous gas leak from a
Union Carbide factory (since 2001, part of the Dow
Chemical Company) led to massive loss of lives and
adverse health consequences that continue into the
present (Hanna et al 2005, Taylor 2014). Since this dis-
aster affected mostly low-income residents residing in
the vicinity of the factory, it emphasized the need to
understand how social marginalization increases dis-
proportionate exposure to environmental harms.
Industrial pollution is also likely to remain an issue of
concern in the future since the 2014 announcement of
the ‘Make in India’ program which aims to transform
the country into a ‘global design and manufacturing
hub.’ As part of this initiative, less stringent labor and
environmental regulations have been designed to
attract foreign investment into India, which may fur-
ther weaken environmental safeguards (Kathuria and
Haripriya 2000, Kohli and Menon 2015). It has thus
become important to understand how industrial
development may be burdening already marginalized
populations, and highlight the value of building
environment-friendly industrial projects that also
remain attentive to promoting social equity.

This letter seeks to address an important research
gap in EJ studies in India by providing the first quanti-
tative study of the relationship between spatial dis-
tribution of industrial hazardous waste generation and
pertinent indicators of social and economic dis-
advantage. Following distributive EJ studies con-
ducted at the national scale in the U.S. (e.g. United
Church of Christ 1987, 2007, Baden et al 2007, Bullard
et al 2008), and Australia (Chakraborty and
Green 2014), we seek to determine if socially dis-
advantaged communities in India are dis-
proportionately burdened by the generation of
hazardous waste. Our study combines data from the
National Inventory of Hazardous Waste Generating
Industries and Hazardous Waste Management in India
(Central Pollution Control Board 2009), the only pub-
licly available source of hazardous waste data in India,
with socio-demographic information obtained from
the 2011 Census of India. The unit of analysis for this
research is the district—an administrative area below
the level of the state in India. Zero-inflated negative
binomial(ZINB) regression modeling is used to ana-
lyze the likelihood and quantity of hazardous waste
generation at the district level, on the basis of explana-
tory variables representing urbanization, social dis-
advantage, and socioeconomic characteristics of
districts examined.

This letter contributes to EJ analysis of industrial
hazardous waste generation in India in three ways.
First, it advances distributive EJ research in India by
providing a systematic quantitative analysis of the
country as a whole, in contrast to studies which often
pertain to a single urban area (Kathuria and
Khan 2007, Kumar and Foster 2009, Sabapathy
et al 2015). Moreover, by using district level data, this

letter provides a more geographically detailed assess-
ment compared to previous national-scale studies of
hazardous waste generation which have used state
level information (Dixit and Srivastava 2015). Second,
existing studies of hazardous wastes have not linked
the social and economic characteristics of the popula-
tion to the distribution of industrial pollution, but
instead have focused on the quantities and environ-
mental impacts of hazardous wastes (Haq andChakra-
barti 2000, 2007, Dixit and Srivastava 2015). In this
letter, the implementation of an EJ approach that
combines hazardous waste data with Census variables
enables an understanding of how the broader context
of social and economic inequity relates to the distribu-
tion of industrial waste generation. Finally, this letter
moves beyond the notion that hazardous wastes only
represent an engineering problem mainly requiring
policies for regulation and remediation and specific
handling and disposal techniques (Kumar et al 2007,
Menon et al 2014). Instead, we argue that the distribu-
tion of hazardous wastes is also a social problem,
becoming amarker of environmental and social injus-
tice when it is disproportionately generated in places
inhabited by higher proportions of socially and eco-
nomically disadvantaged groups.

2.Data andmethods

Under the 2008 Hazardous Wastes (Management,
Handling and Transboundary Movement) Rules,
hazardous wastes include ‘solids, semi-solids, and
other industrial wastes’ which are not included within
prevalent water and air pollution acts. India’s Central
Pollution Control Board (CPCB) was established in
1974 and entrusted with controlling water pollution
under the 1974 Water (Prevention and Control of
Pollution)Act and subsequently alsomade responsible
for controlling air pollution under the 1981 Air
(Prevention and Control of Pollution)Act. Hazardous
wastes became part of environmental regulations in
India in 1989, subsequent to the Bhopal disaster, and
are partly managed by the CPCB in conjunction with
the Ministry of Environment and Forests (MOEF) at
the center and various State Pollution Control Boards
(SPCBs) and State PollutionControl Committees.

More recently, environmental laws in India have
expanded from a concern with pollution control to
providing legal mechanisms for adjudication of losses
arising due to environmentally hazardous activities
(ADB 2012). Two tribunals have been established
under the MOEF that seek to enforce environmental
rights and provide protection from environmental
losses. The National Environment Tribunal was
formed in 1995 to adjudicate liability and damages
linked to ‘accidents caused by handling of hazardous
substances,’ and the National Green Tribunal was
formed in 2010 to enforce rights related to forests and
other natural resources and compensation due to
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damages ‘connected or incidental to’ these resources
(MOEF 2010, 1995). While EJ concerns are not expli-
citly mentioned, the tribunals provide a legal frame-
work within which EJ issues can potentially be raised
and addressed (Raj 2014).

The 2009 National Inventory is currently the only
comprehensive and reliable data source for hazardous
waste generation in India. While the Bhopal disaster
was one of the events that impelled the formation of a
Toxic Releases Inventory in the U.S., similar efforts to
collate data on hazardous emissions did not occur in
India at that time (Gokhale-Welch 2009). Instead,
India’s National Inventory arose due to a petition filed
in 1995 in the Supreme Court by the Research Foun-
dation for Science, Technology and Natural Resource
Policy which sought to challenge ‘possible contra-
vention of the Basel Convention, to regulate move-
ments of hazardous wastes between countries, and the
illegal dumping of hazardous wastes by industrialized
counties in India’ (Gokhale-Welch 2009, p 1). In 2003,
the Supreme Court ordered relevant governmental
agencies to collect data on hazardous waste generation
from various industries in India, leading to the 2009
National Inventory.

2.1.Dependent variable: hazardouswaste
generation
The National Inventory defines hazardous waste as
‘any waste, which by reason of any of its physical,
chemical, reactive, toxic, flammable, explosive or
corrosive characteristics causes danger or is likely to
cause danger to health of environment, whether alone
or when in contact with other wastes and substances’
(Central Pollution Control Board 2009, p 2). Hazar-
dous wastes in the National Inventory are measured in
metric tonnes per annum (MTA) and comprise three
categories: land fillable waste (LFW), incinerable waste
(IW), and recyclable waste (RW). In 2007–2008, there
were 36 156 hazardous waste generating industries in
India producing a total of 6 232 507 MTA. Out of this
total, LFW contributed 2 728 326 MTA (43.8%), IW
contributed 415 794 MTA (6.7%), and RW was
3 088 387 MTA (49.6%). Gujarat, Maharashtra, and
Andhra Pradesh were the top three hazardous waste
generating states in India, reflecting their higher levels
of industrialization.

The smallest areal unit for which data on hazar-
dous waste generation is provided in the 2009
National Inventory is the district. India currently com-
prises 29 states and 7 union territories, which are sub-
divided into 640 districts (DevInfo 2012). However,
data on total quantity of hazardous waste generation
are not available for all districts, and gaps in data
within the National Inventory were addressed in two
ways in our study. First, for the 7 states and 2 union
territories which provided data at a regional or indus-
trial area level (instead of the district level), data were
allocated from these areas to their host districts. Sec-
ond, for the 7 states and 3 Union Territories which did
not provide data to the National Inventory, informa-
tion for one state was obtained from the website of the
SPCB. However, hazardous waste quantities could not
be determined at the district level for the remainder.
Given these data constraints, our statistical analysis
encompasses 583 districts that provided reliable
hazardouswaste generation information.

2.2. Explanatory variables
Inequities in the distribution of hazardous waste
generation were analyzed using a set of variables for
which data are available at the district level in the 2011
Census of India. These variables are pertinent to
describing environmental or social injustices in India
(Kathuria andKhan 2007).We usedfive variables from
the 2011 Census of India to capture the extent of
economic development and social disadvantage in
India: percent urban population, population density,
percent Scheduled Caste (SC), percent Scheduled
Tribe (ST), and percent literate (Census of
India, 2011a, 2011b, DevInfo 2012). An additional
variable utilized to measure poverty status (percent of
households with Below Poverty Line (BPL) ration
card) was obtained from the 2007–2008 District Level
Health Survey conducted by the Ministry of Health
and Family Welfare of India’s central government
(DevInfo 2011). Descriptive statistics for the entire set
of variables used in this study are provided in table 1.

Following national scale EJ studies conducted in
the U.S., we used the percentage of urban population
(Brooks and Sethi 1997, Daniels and Friedman 1999,
Baden et al 2007) and population density (Ash and Fet-
ter 2004, Baden et al 2007, United Church of
Christ 2007, Downey and Hawkins 2008) as

Table 1. Summary statistics for study variables.

N Min Max Mean Std.Dev.

Hazardouswaste generated inmetric tonnes per year (MTA) 583 0 595 940 10 786 44 794

Percent urban population 583 0.00 100.00 25.79 19.62

Population density (persons per square km) 583 2 26 705 764 2141

Percent Scheduled Caste 583 0.00 50.17 15.51 8.76

Percent Scheduled Tribe 583 0.00 98.19 16.49 25.73

Percent literate population 583 12.66 97.91 72.14 10.70

Percent households with BPL ration card 548 0.90 95.00 32.53 18.49
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explanatory variables for our analysis. The percentage
of urban population is calculated by the Census of
India in terms of population residing in urban settle-
ments within a district. Urban settlements in India
comprise census towns and statutory towns. Census
towns are settlements with a population of at least
5000 people, a density of population of at least 400
people per square kilometer, and where at least 75% of
main male workers pursued non-agricultural occupa-
tions. Statutory towns are those administered by a
municipality, corporation, cantonment board or noti-
fied area committee. Hazardous waste production in
India can be expected to be related to urban con-
centration in one of two ways. A higher proportion of
urban population can both serve to attract industries
in search of labor, as well as repel them as urban dwell-
ers organize to ensure that hazardous wastes are not
produced in their immediate vicinity (Véron 2006).

Our analysis also includes population density, a
commonly used explanatory variable in EJ research.
Population density, similar to urban population, can
have varying effects on industrial activity and asso-
ciated pollution patterns. Some studies indicate that
densely populated areas are likely to attract more
industrial activity and generate more pollution (Men-
nis and Jordan 2005), while others suggest that indus-
tries are often located in areas with vacant land
(Downey and Crowder 2011) as local officials tend to
focus on reducing pollution levels in areas with higher
population densities (Ash and Fetter 2004). Although
population density is traditionally measured as per-
sons per square kilometer (or, square mile), a natural
logarithmic transformation of this measure is used in
ourmultivariate analysis to account for its skewed dis-
tribution, as recommended in previous EJ research
(Mennis and Jordan 2005, Pastor et al 2005, Gilbert
andChakraborty 2011).

The variables percent SC and percent ST are uti-
lized to represent two main socially marginalized
groups in India, both being linked to long histories of
exclusion from the economic and social mainstream.
Thus, similar to how racial/ethnic minorities such
as non-Hispanic Blacks and Hispanics have been uti-
lized to represent socially marginalized subgroups for
EJ studies in the U.S., our study used caste (SC) and
tribal (ST) status to represent socially disadvantaged
populations in India. In the 2011 Census, SCs com-
prised 16.6% and STs comprised 8.6% of India’s total
population (Census of India 2011a, 2011b). It should
be noted that SC and ST populations show a dis-
tinctive spatial distribution within India. SCs are
located mostly in northern India, while STs are con-
centrated in central India and in the northeastern
region.

SCs and STs are listed in the Indian Constitution
under The Constitution (Scheduled Castes) Order,
1950 and The Constitution (Scheduled Tribes)Order,
1950, respectively. Subject to ill treatment and often
entrusted with performing menial or degrading work,

SCs were first given special protections under British
colonial rule through the Government of India Act
1935, and this was continued after independence.
Within the Hindu caste system, SCs represent the
lower castes, and SC groups are considered to be pre-
sent only within Hindu, Buddhist, and Sikh religious
communities. Currently, protections accorded to SCs
include reservation policies that set aside a specific
number of seats in education, employment and poli-
tical bodies for SCs, and laws penalizing abuses and
atrocities perpetrated against SC groups. The designa-
tion ST refers to indigenous social groups that have
maintained a distinctive culture, or are relatively iso-
lated. STs can belong to any religious community, and
are afforded protections similar to SCs.

To evaluate socioeconomic status, we used two
variables. The first is district-level literacy rate which
could characterize the suitability of the local labor
force for industrial employment (hence attracting
industries) as well as ability of a community to become
aware of, challenge, and mitigate the adverse con-
sequences of industrial pollution (hence repelling
industries). In India, literacy rates are counted for
population aged seven years and above. A second vari-
able is the percentage of households with BPL ration
card. Access to India’s Public Distribution System
which provides subsidized food and fuel is available
through ration cards based on income level of the
household, and BPL ration card becomes a useful
measure of district-level eligibility for food aid, and
hence possible economic deprivation. However, there
are two limitations associated with this measure. First,
possession of a BPL ration card may not reflect actual
economic status of the household (Planning Commis-
sion 2012). Second, data on this variable is available for
548 of the 583 districts in India for which we had
hazardous waste generation information. At the pre-
sent moment, however, this variable remains an easily
available measure of district-level poverty, and hence
was considered relevant for our research.

2.3. Statisticalmethodology
The first phase of our analysis uses descriptive
measures to explore the relationship between each
explanatory variable and the presence or absence of
hazardous waste generation. More specifically, the
average values of each census variable in districts that
reported hazardous waste generation are compared to
their corresponding values in districts that did not
report waste generation. This basic approach has been
used in several EJ studies conducted at the national
level in the U.S. (Hird 1993, Anderton et al 1994,
Goldman and Fitton 1994, United Church of
Christ 2007, Bullard et al 2008) and Australia (Chakra-
borty andGreen 2014).

The second phase of our analysis uses multivariate
regression to examine the statistical association
between the magnitude of hazardous waste generated
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and selected explanatory variables at the district level.
A simple application of linear regression was not
appropriate for our multivariate analysis because the
distribution of the dependent variable was skewed
with a large proportion of zeros (about 35%of districts
in India did not report any hazardouswaste generation
in the 2009 National Inventory). To deal with these
distributional characteristics, we utilized a ZINB
regression model (Jones 2002) that allowed us to
simultaneously identify the factors affecting both the
likelihood of hazardous waste generation and total
quantity of waste generation. ZINB regression is parti-
cularly appropriate for modeling overdispersed count
variables with excessive zeros (Ismail and
Zamani 2013) and is based on the assumption that
excess zeros and non-zero values are generated by
separate processes that can be modeled independently
(Long 1997). The two components of the ZINBmodel
are: (1) a binary model, in this case a logit model, to
analyze which set of factors the zero outcome is asso-
ciated with; and (2) a count model, in this case a nega-
tive binomial (NB) model, for the quantity of
hazardouswaste generated inMTA.

It should be noted that the 2009 National Inven-
tory lists zero as the value of hazardous waste genera-
tion for 27 districts that reported ‘negligible
quantities.’ For our descriptive analysis and bivariate
comparisons, these are classified as districts that gen-
erated hazardous waste. For our multivariate ZINB
regression analysis, each of these 27 districts was
assumed to generate 0MTAof hazardouswaste.

3. Results

Before presenting the results of our statistical analysis,
it is useful to consider the geographic distribution of
industrial hazardous waste generation in India. The
district-level distribution of waste generation is
depicted as a classified choropleth map in figure 1,
which also shows districts for which datawere unavail-
able and those that did not generate any industrial
hazardous waste. The total amount of hazardous
wastes generated (in MTA) in each district is used to
group districts into four quartiles. As mentioned
before and visible in the map, districts generating the
greatest volume of hazardous waste (highest quartile
or top 25%) are located primarily within two states in
the west (Gujarat and Maharashtra) and one state in
the south (Andhra Pradesh). In contrast, districts
without hazardous waste generation are located
mainly in central and northeastern India.

The first phase of our statistical analysis examines
differences between districts that generate hazardous
waste and those that did not report any waste genera-
tion. These results are summarized in table 2, along
with the national averages for each variable, based on
the districts considered in our study. With the excep-
tion of the percentage of households with BPL ration
card, our proxy for poverty, the differences in group
means (with versus without hazardous waste) are sta-
tistically significant for all our explanatory variables.
Compared to districts without hazardous waste, the
mean urban percentage is more than 12% higher and
literate percentage is about 4% higher in districts

Figure 1.District level distribution of hazardouswaste generation in India.
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generating hazardous waste. Population density is
almost 1.5 times higher in districts that generated
hazardous waste.While themean percentage of the SC
population is almost 4% higher, the mean percentage
of people belonging to an ST group is more than 13%
lower in districts producing hazardous waste, in com-
parison to those without such waste. Our preliminary
analysis thus suggests thatmore urbanized and densely
populated districts with a higher percentage of literate
and SC population, but a lower proportion of ST
population, are significantly more likely to generate
hazardouswaste.

While the comparison of group means provides a
basic understanding of the association between hazar-
dous waste generation and specific district level char-
acteristics, it does not clarify the underlying pattern.
Multivariate regression analysis is used, therefore, to
examine whether the suggested differences persist
after controlling for contextual factors. Specifically,
the next phase of the study uses ZINB regression to
model the relationship between hazardous waste gen-
eration and the set of explanatory variables examined
previously, based on the 548 districts for which com-
plete data on all variables were available. The results of
our ZINB model, which include a logit and a NB
regression, are summarized in table 3.

The log likelihood ratio (chi-square) test indicates
significance for the overall model (p< 0.001). The
natural log of the alpha statistic (dispersion parameter)
is also significant and validates the appropriateness of
the ZINB approach for this data. To examine multi-
collinearity, the condition index was calculated for the
combination of independent variables included in this
model. This value was found to be smaller than 30
(28.87), indicating the absence of serious collinearity
problems.

The original setup of the logit model is to predict
the probability of belonging to the group coded as 0
(districts generating 0 MTA of hazardous waste).
However, for the convenience of comparing the
results to those of the NB regression model that esti-
mates hazardous waste quantities, the signs of the
coefficients were reversed so that the logit model
reflects the probability of being in the hazardous waste
generation group (greater than 0 MTA). In the logit
model, variables indicating a statistically significant
(p< 0.10) association with the odds of hazardous
waste generation include percent urban, population
density, percent SC, and percent households with
BPL ration card. After controlling for the effects of all
other explanatory variables, the likelihood of hazar-
dous waste generation is significantly greater in den-
sely populated districts with a higher percentage of

Table 2.Comparing social characteristics of districts with andwithout industrial hazardouswaste generation in India.

All districts

Districts with

hazardous

waste

Districts with-

out hazardous

waste
Mean t-test:

Mean N Mean N Mean N Diff p-value

Percent urban population 25.79 583 30.10 377 17.92 206 12.18 <.001

Population density 764 583 877 377 559 206 318 <.05

Percent ScheduledCaste 15.51 583 16.76 377 13.22 206 3.54 <.001

Percent Scheduled Tribe 16.49 583 11.73 377 25.19 206 −13.44 <.001

Percent literate population 72.14 583 73.63 377 69.40 206 4.23 <.001

Percent households with BPL ration card 32.53 548 32.60 367 32.38 181 0.23 0.892

Table 3.Zero-inflated negative binomial regression analysis of industrial hazardouswaste generation.

Logit Negative binomial

Estimate z-value OR Estimate z-value

Percent urban population 0.061 3.96*** 1.063 0.057 5.92***

Population density (natural log) 0.571 2.85*** 1.770 −0.605 −3.05***

Percent ScheduledCaste 0.050 2.50** 1.051 −0.018 −1.01

Percent Scheduled Tribe 0.010 1.36 1.010 0.001 0.09

Percent literate population 0.012 0.80 1.012 0.015 0.84

Percent householdswith BPL ration card 0.013 1.79* 1.013 0.012 1.97**

Constant 5.817 3.17*** 9.908 6.30***

Ln (alpha) 1.693 17.02***

Alpha 5.434

Likelihood ratio chi-square test 72.57***

Multicollinearity condition index 28.87

Number of districts (N) 548

Non-zero observations 346

*p< 0.10; **p< 0.05; ***p< 0.01.
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urban and literate residents, SC members, and
households with BPL ration card. The odds ratios
(OR) for the logit model coefficients suggest that the
odds of being a hazardous waste generating district
increase by 6.3% for every 1% increase in the urban
percentage, by 5.1% for every 1% increase in the SC
population, and by 1.3% for every 1% increase in
households with BPL ration card. Although the per-
centages of literate people and ST members were
found to have a significant effect when group means
were compared (table 2), these variables were not sig-
nificantly related to hazardous waste generation in
presence of other explanatory variables in the logit
model (table 3).

The NB model indicates that for districts report-
ing more than 0 MTA of hazardous waste, the
volume of hazardous waste generated is significantly
related to percent urban, population density, and
percent of households with BPL ration card. After
controlling for the effects of other explanatory
variables, the quantity of hazardous waste generated
is significantly greater in districts with a higher
percentage of urban population and households with
BPL ration card, but significantly smaller in more
densely populated districts. While population den-
sity was found to have a significantly positive effect
on the likelihood of waste generation, this effect is
reversed when the quantity of waste generated is con-
sidered, in presence of urban percentage and other
explanatory variables.

4.Discussion

The multivariate analyses of both hazardous waste
generation and hazardous waste quantity provide
important insights on environmental and social injus-
tices associated with the generation of industrial
hazardouswaste in India. Our statistical results suggest
that the more urbanized and densely populated
districts with a higher proportion of both socially and
economically disadvantaged residents (i.e., SC and
households with BPL ration card) are significantly
more likely to generate hazardous waste. We also
found significantly higher quantities of hazardous
waste in more urbanized districts with lower popula-
tion densities that contain a higher proportion of
households with BPL ration card, after accounting for
other explanatory factors such as literacy and social
disadvantage.

Our results provide useful empirical evidence
regarding the effect of specific district-level character-
istics on both the likelihood and extent of hazardous
waste generation in India. The extent of urbanization,
as measured by the urban percentage, plays a persis-
tent explanatory role in the distribution of waste gen-
eration, even after controlling for other socio-
demographic variables. This can be explained by the
fact that urbanized districts are more likely to attract

industrial waste generating activities, and conse-
quently, produce higher volumes of hazardous waste
compared to less urbanized or rural districts. While
densely populated districts are significantly more
likely to generate hazardous waste, the quantity of
waste generated was found to decline with increase in
population density. National-scale EJ studies in the
U.S. have also reported a negative association between
population density and pollution levels, after control-
ling for the extent of urbanization (Ash and Fet-
ter 2004, Baden et al 2007). With respect to India, our
results suggest that industries generating higher
volumes of hazardouswaste aremore likely to locate in
urbanized districts that are sparsely populated, since
these districts have higher availability of vacant land
that are proximate and accessible to major urban cen-
ters. Previous EJ research also suggests that sparsely
populated urban areas have less political influence and
control over pollution generating activities (Ash and
Fetter 2004,Downey andCrowder 2011).

The presence of the two disadvantaged subgroups
(SC and ST) is found to have significant, but different
statistical associations with hazardous waste genera-
tion. Our bivariate comparison indicated a sig-
nificantly higher SC percentage and lower ST
percentage in districts generating hazardous waste,
compared to those without hazardous waste. Our
multivariate analysis also suggested a positive relation-
ship between the SC percentage and the probability of
generating waste, in presence of other explanatory
variables. While the positive effect of SC percentage is
indicative of an environmental injustice with regards
to hazardous waste, the non-significant association
with ST percentage does not necessarily imply a just
distribution since it reflects the lack of economic and
industrial development in these areas.

With regards to socioeconomic characteristics, the
percentage of households with BPL ration card is
found to be a significant explanatory factor after con-
trolling for urbanization and other explanatory vari-
ables. This finding suggests that hazardous waste
generating industries in India are more likely to locate
in urban districts characterized by lower economic
status. The location of industrial waste-related activ-
ities in urban lower-class communities can be linked
to factors such as lower operating costs, ease of access
to low-wage labor, and less political resistance. While
our preliminary comparison indicated a significantly
higher percentage of literates in districts with hazar-
dous waste, this variable ceased to remain significant
in presence of other explanatory factors in our multi-
variate ZINB model. This non-significant effect of lit-
eracy rate on waste generation can be explained, in
part, by its strong positive correlation with urban
percentage and population density, which suggests a
higher proportion of literates in the more urbanized
and densely populated districts of India.
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5. Conclusion

This letter contributes to EJ studies by exploring the
relationship between social disadvantage and hazar-
dous waste generation in India, a country where
quantitative analysis of distributive EJ had not been
previously conducted at the national scale. While our
results reveal that urban percentage is one of the
strongest predictors, we find that the presence of both
socially and economically disadvantaged subgroups
are significantly related to industrial hazardous waste
generation at the district level. Since industrialization
and related hazardous waste generation are likely to
continue in India, environmental policies and prac-
tices related to pollution control and waste manage-
ment should incorporate EJ principles to ensure that
the negative externalities of industrial development
are not disproportionately distributed.

There are several limitations associated with this
study linked to the availability of data on hazardous
waste generation. First, the National Inventory of
Hazardous Waste Generating Industries provides data
that are aggregated to the state and district levels. Since
the district is a relatively coarse unit of analysis, we are
unable to clarify whether various social groups resid-
ing in the district are also proximate to hazardous
waste generating industries. Second, data on facility
locations, quantity of waste generated by each facility,
and chemical composition of hazardous wastes gener-
ated by each facility are not available in the National
Inventory. Lack of facility-specific and chemical-spe-
cific data thus prevents us from estimating risks posed
by hazardous waste generation on local residents
based on exposure and toxicity. These limitations
underscore the need to improve the format in which
data on hazardous waste generation is made available,
as well as more broadly improve collection and public
dissemination of hazardous waste data in India. The
absence of information and the need to improve data
collection procedures has also been highlighted in
other studies of industrial development in India
(World Bank 2003, Kathuria 2009).

In the future, EJ assessment of hazardous waste
generation in India could be extended in three main
ways. First, one way to go beyond the limitations of the
data provided by the National Inventory is to gather
facility-specific and chemical-specific data from state-
level agencies or through field collection of data. Since
this may not be feasible for the entire country, it may
require the delimiting of smaller areas for analysis,
such as one or more individual states where the pro-
blems of industrial waste generation are likely to be
more egregious. Second, additional explanatory vari-
ables could be included for a more detailed EJ assess-
ment. For instance, shortcomings in the measure of
poverty through BPL ration cards can be addressed by
measuring poverty in terms of quality of housing and
access to basic services (e.g. piped water and elec-
tricity). A cost-benefit perspective on industrialization

can be provided bymeasuring the proportion of work-
ers employed in manufacturing that would allow us to
estimate the value of industries to social groups resid-
ing in the area. Third, more research is necessary to
examine the political, socioeconomic, and spatial
processes that are potentially responsible for the envir-
onmentally unjust distribution of industrial hazar-
dous waste generation in India. These could include
historical trajectories of industrial and economic
development, rural to urban migration trends, and
role of local factors such as land-use restrictions, land
values, and labor availability.

In conclusion, this letter represents an important
first step or starting point for future research on EJ in
India. Our analysis provides evidence regarding the
inequitable distribution of current hazardous waste
generation, and reveals that social inequities are
experienced in India not only in terms of lack of access
to facilities and services, education, and employment,
but also in terms of higher potential exposure to envir-
onmental harms. An attentiveness to EJ principles
therefore becomes highly relevant for industrial devel-
opment andwastemanagement policy in India.

Acknowledgments

The authors would like to thank the two anonymous
reviewers for their valuable comments and sugges-
tions. All remaining errors and omissions are the
responsibility of the authors.

References

ADB (AsianDevelopment Bank) 2012 SouthAsia Conference on
Environmental Justice (www.adb.org/publications/south-
asia-conference-environmental-justice) (Accessed: 15Octo-
ber 2016)

AndertonD,AndersonA,Oakes J andFraserM1994Environmental
equity: the demographics of dumpingDemography 31229–48

AshMandFetterT2004Who lives on thewrong sideof the
environmental tracks? Evidence from theEPA’s risk‐screening
environmental indicatorsmodel Soc. Sci.Q.78793–810

BadenB,NoonanD andTuraga R 2007 Scales of justice: is there a
geographic bias in environmental equity analysis? J. Environ.
Plan.Manage. 50 163–85

BrooksN and Sethi R 1997The distribution of pollution:
community characteristics and exposure to air toxics
J. Environ. Econ.Manage. 32 233–50

Bullard RD,Mohai P, Saha R andWright B 2008Toxic wastes and
race at twenty: why race still matters after all of these years
Environ. Law 38 371–411

Census of India 2011a Primary CensusAbstract Data for Scheduled
Castes (SC) (www.censusindia.gov.in/2011census/
population_enumeration.html) (Accessed: 15October 2016)

Census of India 2011b PrimaryCensus Abstract Data for Scheduled
Tribes (ST) (www.censusindia.gov.in/2011census/
population_enumeration.html) (Accessed: 15October 2016)

Central PollutionControl Board (CPCB) 2009National Inventory
ofHazardousWasteGenerating Industries andHazardous
WasteManagement in India, Delhi (http://cpcb.nic.in/
upload/NewItems/NewItem_145_hw_inventory_final_
report_2009.pdf) (Accessed: 15October 2016)

Chakraborty J andGreenD 2014Australia’sfirst national level
quantitative environmental justice assessment of industrial
air pollution Environ. Res. Lett. 9 044010

8

Environ. Res. Lett. 11 (2016) 125001

http://www.adb.org/publications/south-asia-conference-environmental-justice
http://www.adb.org/publications/south-asia-conference-environmental-justice
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2061884
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2061884
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2061884
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0038-4941.2004.08502011.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0038-4941.2004.08502011.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0038-4941.2004.08502011.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09640560601156433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09640560601156433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09640560601156433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jeem.1996.0967
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jeem.1996.0967
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jeem.1996.0967
http://www.censusindia.gov.in/2011census/population_enumeration.html
http://www.censusindia.gov.in/2011census/population_enumeration.html
http://www.censusindia.gov.in/2011census/population_enumeration.html
http://www.censusindia.gov.in/2011census/population_enumeration.html
http://cpcb.nic.in/upload/NewItems/NewItem_145_hw_inventory_final_report_2009.pdf
http://cpcb.nic.in/upload/NewItems/NewItem_145_hw_inventory_final_report_2009.pdf
http://cpcb.nic.in/upload/NewItems/NewItem_145_hw_inventory_final_report_2009.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/9/4/044010


Daniels G and Friedman S 1999 Spatial inequality and the
distribution of industrial toxic releases: evidence from the
1990TRI Soc. Sci. Q. 80 244–62

DasA 2015 Environmental justice atlas (EJAtlas.org): India reaches
the topwhilemapping the ecological conflicts and
environmental injusticesCurr. Sci. 109 2176–7 (www.
currentscience.ac.in/Volumes/109/12/2176.pdf) (Accessed:
15October 2016)

DevInfo 2011DevInfo India Vol. 4.0 (www.devinfo.org/
devinfoindia/libraries/aspx/Home.aspx) (Accessed: 15
October 2016)

DevInfo 2012 India Census Population Totals 2011 (www.devinfo.
org/indiacensuspopulationtotals2011/libraries/aspx/home.
aspx) (Accessed: 15October 2016)

Dixit A and Srivastava R 2015An estimate of contaminated land
area due to industrial hazardouswaste generation in India Int.
J. Adv. Res. Educ. Technol. 2 117–25 (http://ijaret.com/wp-
content/themes/felicity/issues/vol2issue3/abhishek.pdf)
(Accessed: 15October 2016)

Downey L andCrowder K 2011UsingDistanceDecay Techniques
andHousehold-Level Data to Explore Regional Variation in
Environmental Inequality Geospatial Analysis of
Environmental Health ed JMaantay and SMcLafferty (New
York: Springer) pp 373–94

Downey L andHawkins B 2008Race, income, and environmental
inequality in theUnited States Sociol. Perspect. 51 759–81

Gilbert A andChakraborty J 2011Using geographically weighted
regression for environmental justice analysis: cumulative
cancer risks from air Toxics in Florida Soc. Sci. Res. 40 273–86

Gokhale-WelchC 2009Toxic Release Inventory for India: A
Discussion paper. Institute for FinancialManagement and
ResearchCentre forDevelopment FinanceWorking paper
Series (www.ifmrlead.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/
OWC/TRI_Report_Finale.pdf) (Accessed: 15October 2016)

GoldmanB and Fitton L 1994ToxicWastes and Race Revisited: An
Update of the 1987 Report on the Racial and Socioeconomic
Characteristics of Communities withHazardousWaste Sites
(WashingtonDC: Center for Policy Alternatives)

Hanna B,MorehouseWand Sarangi S 2005The Bhopal Reader.
Remembering Twenty Years of theWorld’sWorst Industrial
Disaster (NewYork: Apex Press)

Haq I andChakrabarti S 2000Management of hazardouswaste: a
case study in India Int. J. Environ. Stud. 57 735–52

Haq I andChakrabarti S 2007Hazardous wastemanagement in
developing countries (India): a case study Int. J. Environ. Stud.
53 215–34

Hird J 1993 Environmental policy and equity: the case of superfund
J. Policy Anal.Manage. 12 323–43

IsmailN andZamaniH 2013 Estimation of claim count data using
negative binomial, generalized poisson, zero-inflated
negative binomial and zero-inflated generalized poisson
regressionmodelsCasualty Actuarial Soc. E-Forum 2013 1–28
(www.casact.org/pubs/forum/13spforum/Ismail%
20Zamani.pdf) (Accessed: 15October 2016)

Jones A 2002Applied Econometrics forHealth Economists—A
Practical Guide (London:Office ofHealth Economics)

Kathuria V 2009 Public disclosures: using information to reduce
pollution in developing countriesEnviron. Dev. Sustainability
11 955–70

Kathuria V andHaripriyaG 2000 Industrial pollution control:
choosing the right option Econ. PoliticalWkly. 35 3870–8

Kathuria V andKhanN2007Vulnerability to air pollution: is there
any inequity in exposure? Econ. PoliticalWkly. 42 3158–65

Kohli K andMenonM2015 Environmental regulation in India:
moving ‘forward’ in the old direction Econ. PoliticalWkly. 50
20–3

KumarN and Foster A 2009Air quality interventions and spatial
dynamics of air pollution inDelhi and its surroundings Int. J.
Environ.WasteManag. 4 85–111

Kumar S,Mukherjee S, Chakrabarti T andDevotta S 2007
Hazardouswastemanagement system in India: an overview
Crit. Rev. Environ. Sci. Technol. 38 43–71

Long J 1997RegressionModels for Categorical and LimitedDependent
Variables (ThousandOaks: Sage Publications)

Mennis J and Jordan L 2005The distribution of environmental
equity: exploring spatial non-stationarity inmultivariate
models of air toxic releasesAnn. Assoc. Am.Geogr. 95 249–68

MenonM, Sunder RajM, Chan T, Pendergrass J and PinkertonV
2014EnforcingHazardousWaste Rules in India: Strategies and
Techniques for Achieving Increased Compliance
Environmental Law Institute,Washington, DC

MOEF (Ministry of Environment, Forests, andClimate Change)
1995National Environment Tribunal (http://envfor.nic.in/
rules-regulations/national-environment-tribunal)
(Accessed: 15October 2016)

MOEF (Ministry of Environment, Forests, andClimate Change)
2010NationalGreen Tribunal (http://envfor.nic.in/rules-
regulations/national-green-tribunal-ngt) (Accessed: 15
October 2016)

PastorM,Morello-FroschR and Sadd J 2005The air is always
cleaner on the other side: race, space and ambient air toxics
exposure inCalifornia J. Urban. Aff. 27 127–48

PlanningCommission 2007 Eleventh Five-Year Plan, 2007-2012.
Volume III: agriculture, rural development, industry,
services, and physical infrastructure (http://
planningcommission.nic.in/plans/planrel/fiveyr/11th/11_
v3/11th_vol3.pdf) (Accessed: 15October 2016)

PlanningCommission 2012Report of the Expert Group to
Recommend theDetailedMethodology for Identification of
Families Living Below Poverty Line inUrbanAreas (http://
planningcommission.nic.in/reports/genrep/rep_
hasim1701.pdf) (Accessed: 15October 2016)

Raj K 2014Decentralising environmental justiceEcon. Political
Wkly. 49 (http://epw.in/journal/2014/48/web-exclusives/
decentralising-environmental-justice.html) (Accessed: 15
October 2016)

Ravi Rajan S 2014Ahistory of environmental justice in India
Environ. Justice 7 117–21

SabapathyA, Saksena S and Flachsbart P 2015 Environmental
justice in the context of commuters’ exposure toCO and
PM10 in Bangalore, India J. Exposure Sci. Environ.
Epidemiology 25 200–7

Taylor A 2014 Bhopal: theworld’s worst industrial disaster, 30 years
later. TheAtlantic,Dec 2 (www.theatlantic.com/photo/
2014/12/bhopal-the-worlds-worst-industrial-disaster-30-
years-later/100864/) (Accessed: 15October 2016)

UnitedChurch of Christ 1987ToxicWastes andRace in theUnited
States: ANational Report on the Racial and Socio-Economic
Characteristics of Communities withHazardousWaste Sites
(NewYork: Commission for Racial Justice)

UnitedChurch of Christ 2007ToxicWastes andRace at Twenty:
1987-2007 (Cleveland,OH: Justice andWitnessMinistries,
UnitedChurch of Christ)

VéronR 2006Remaking urban environments: the political ecology
of air pollution inDelhi Environ. Plan.A 38 2093–109

WilliamsGandMawdsleyE 2006Postcolonial environmental justice:
government and governance in IndiaGeoforum37660–70

World Bank 2003 India—Industrial Pollution Prevention Project
(Washington, DC:World Bank) (http://documents.
worldbank.org/curated/en/215491468752715977/India-
Industrial-Pollution-Prevention-Project) (Accessed: 15
October 2016)

9

Environ. Res. Lett. 11 (2016) 125001

http://www.currentscience.ac.in/Volumes/109/12/2176.pdf
http://www.currentscience.ac.in/Volumes/109/12/2176.pdf
http://www.devinfo.org/devinfoindia/libraries/aspx/Home.aspx
http://www.devinfo.org/devinfoindia/libraries/aspx/Home.aspx
http://www.devinfo.org/indiacensuspopulationtotals2011/libraries/aspx/home.aspx
http://www.devinfo.org/indiacensuspopulationtotals2011/libraries/aspx/home.aspx
http://www.devinfo.org/indiacensuspopulationtotals2011/libraries/aspx/home.aspx
http://ijaret.com/wp-content/themes/felicity/issues/vol2issue3/abhishek.pdf
http://ijaret.com/wp-content/themes/felicity/issues/vol2issue3/abhishek.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1525/sop.2008.51.4.759
http://dx.doi.org/10.1525/sop.2008.51.4.759
http://dx.doi.org/10.1525/sop.2008.51.4.759
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2010.08.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2010.08.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2010.08.006
http://www.ifmrlead.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/OWC/TRI_Report_Finale.pdf
http://www.ifmrlead.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/OWC/TRI_Report_Finale.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00207230008711308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00207230008711308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00207230008711308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00207239708711126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00207239708711126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00207239708711126
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3325238
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3325238
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3325238
http://www.casact.org/pubs/forum/13spforum/Ismail%20Zamani.pdf
http://www.casact.org/pubs/forum/13spforum/Ismail%20Zamani.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10668-008-9161-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10668-008-9161-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10668-008-9161-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1504/IJEWM.2009.026886
http://dx.doi.org/10.1504/IJEWM.2009.026886
http://dx.doi.org/10.1504/IJEWM.2009.026886
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10643380701590356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10643380701590356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10643380701590356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8306.2005.00459.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8306.2005.00459.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8306.2005.00459.x
http://envfor.nic.in/rules-regulations/national-environment-tribunal
http://envfor.nic.in/rules-regulations/national-environment-tribunal
http://envfor.nic.in/rules-regulations/national-green-tribunal-ngt
http://envfor.nic.in/rules-regulations/national-green-tribunal-ngt
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0735-2166.2005.00228.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0735-2166.2005.00228.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0735-2166.2005.00228.x
http://planningcommission.nic.in/plans/planrel/fiveyr/11th/11_v3/11th_vol3.pdf 
http://planningcommission.nic.in/plans/planrel/fiveyr/11th/11_v3/11th_vol3.pdf 
http://planningcommission.nic.in/plans/planrel/fiveyr/11th/11_v3/11th_vol3.pdf 
http://planningcommission.nic.in/reports/genrep/rep_hasim1701.pdf
http://planningcommission.nic.in/reports/genrep/rep_hasim1701.pdf
http://planningcommission.nic.in/reports/genrep/rep_hasim1701.pdf
http://epw.in/journal/2014/48/web-exclusives/decentralising-environmental-justice.html
http://epw.in/journal/2014/48/web-exclusives/decentralising-environmental-justice.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/env.2014.7501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/env.2014.7501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/env.2014.7501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/jes.2014.34
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/jes.2014.34
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/jes.2014.34
http://www.theatlantic.com/photo/2014/12/bhopal-the-worlds-worst-industrial-disaster-30-years-later/100864/
http://www.theatlantic.com/photo/2014/12/bhopal-the-worlds-worst-industrial-disaster-30-years-later/100864/
http://www.theatlantic.com/photo/2014/12/bhopal-the-worlds-worst-industrial-disaster-30-years-later/100864/
http://www.theatlantic.com/photo/2014/12/bhopal-the-worlds-worst-industrial-disaster-30-years-later/100864/
http://www.theatlantic.com/photo/2014/12/bhopal-the-worlds-worst-industrial-disaster-30-years-later/100864/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1068/a37449
http://dx.doi.org/10.1068/a37449
http://dx.doi.org/10.1068/a37449
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2005.08.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2005.08.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2005.08.003
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/215491468752715977/India-Industrial-Pollution-Prevention-Project
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/215491468752715977/India-Industrial-Pollution-Prevention-Project
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/215491468752715977/India-Industrial-Pollution-Prevention-Project

	1. Introduction
	2. Data and methods
	2.1. Dependent variable: hazardous waste generation
	2.2. Explanatory variables
	2.3. Statistical methodology

	3. Results
	4. Discussion
	5. Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References



