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1. ABSTARCT 

This is empirical research conducted by researcher in one of the districts of Uttar Pradesh called as Meerut in India. This district 
is surrounded by huge number of small and medium scale industries which are located in the vicinity of a river popularly called as Black 
River (Kaali Naddi).  It has always been the Researcher’s curiosity from the very beginning to understand that why the water of this 
river is black while the water of other rivers is white and transparent, the researcher also come to know that there exist laws in the 
country that protect the quality of water and quality of air and environment as a whole which creates obligation for the industrialists to 
comply with the rules framed under the pollution laws. One day researcher read a news column in the local newspaper that Black River 
or (Kaali Naddi) is being polluted by the uncontrolled discharge of trade effluents in the river despite laws. To know the truth of the 
news, the researcher determined to undertake an investigation and conducted this study. 

 
Keyword: Water Pollution, Air Pollution, Environmental Damage, Obligations of Industries, Trade Effluent. 
  
2. INTRODUCTION 

Environmental degradation is one of the most serious challenges before mankind in today’s world. Scientific advancement, 
globalization and rapid industrialization lead to global climate change. The process of development although meant for human happiness 
has become responsible for the disasters, particularly in the context of ecology and the environment. The simultaneous increase in the 
human population is adding further to this process of destruction and climate change. The existing process of development has exerted 
four negative effects on the ecosystem: climate change, global warming, ozone depletion, toxic pollution and erosion of biodiversity. 
There are various reasons for it but the most important reason, no doubt is heavy industrialization all over the world. Indiscriminate use 
of machines in these industries to increase production for the sake of development without complying with the environmental norms set 
by the government is found as one major cause of environmental degradation and climate change. Discharge of pollutants from the 
factories in the form of trade effluents, green-house gases like carbon-di-oxide, hydro-fluorocarbon etc. from the chimney’s in the Air 
causes loss to the environment. Human activities during the last few decades of industrialization and population growth have polluted 
the atmosphere to the extent that it has begun to seriously affect the climate.  

 
The carbon dioxide (CO2) in the atmosphere has increased by 31% since pre-industrial times, causing more heat to be trapped 

in the lower atmosphere. There is evidence to show that carbon dioxide levels are still increasing. World population growth, global 
economic expansion, and intensified human activities, particularly energy-intensive activities, have changed the properties of the earth’s 
atmosphere by unlocking a vast quantity of underground fossilized carbon and emitting it into the atmosphere in the form of CO2. Other 
greenhouse gases (GHGs) such as methane, nitrous oxide, and various halocarbons have also been injected into the atmosphere. This 
has altered the functioning of the global climate system. Industrialization is the sine qua non for economic development. The developed, 
as well as the developing countries, have considered industrialization to be a dynamic instrument for economic and social development. 
The present pattern of industrial activity compelled the use of hazardous substances and led to the generation of toxic wastes. It 
accelerated the destruction of the ecology of the planet. Environmental pollution has come to stay as the concomitant hazard of the 
industrial society. Industrialization caused an environmental crisis due to the continuous emitting of toxic chemicals, hazardous solid 
wastes, and noxious fumes into the air and water.  Untreated industrial effluents are emptied straight away into water bodies causing 
pollution of water resources. Industrial pollution cannot be eliminated we can only reduce it by making rules preventing and controlling 
pollution and thus seeking compliance with those laws by the industries. 

 
Governments everywhere in the world took serious steps in curbing this problem so did our government by passing legislation 

like the water act, the air act, and the environment protection act 1986. Though our original Constitution didn’t explicitly mention the 
word ‘environment’ in essence it was present in various of its provisions. Through 42nd Amendment Act, environment protection has 
been made a part of the Indian Constitution by adding Articles 48-A and 51A (g) in 1976. The Environment Protection Act 1986 was 
enacted for the protection and improving the quality of the environment and preventing, controlling and abating environmental pollution. 
our constitution thus cast a duty on all persons including Industries involved in the manufacture and production to act environment 
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friendly and thus these industries can play an important role in the protection of the environment and climate change mitigation by 
complying with the rules and regulations meant for environment protection strictly taking it as their social responsibly.   
                                                       
3. STATEMENT OF PROBLEM  

Industries are the big polluter and it is also observed that industries particularly small and medium scale industries first do not 
comply with the rules or if comply then do it half-heartedly. There are various reasons for these behaviors of the industries but one 
important reason for not paying compliance may be that they do it in need of maximizing their profits. The study entitled “Assessing 
the compliance of pollution laws by the small and medium scale industries and its impact on an environmental pollution-A case study 
of Meerut district” is chosen after taking into account various news-paper reports alerting alarming increase in  environmental pollution 
in Meerut District, recently NGT has issued notice to SPCB Lucknow to send the list of polluting industries who are not complying the 
pollution laws and issued directions to the state pollution control board to register FIR against 124 such industries. There is a hub of 
industries, particularly small scale and medium industries like pharmaceuticals, textiles, sugar and sports industries in Meerut and they 
are operating in different parts of the district. The researcher through this study wants to assess whether these industries follow the 
pollution laws or not and if they follow them to what extent? As it may be one of the prominent reasons for the increase in environmental 
pollution in Meerut city.  

 
4. REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

There is a dearth of literature on that particular study however the researcher has gone through the works of other researchers 
done earlier not directly connected but has relevance to the researcher’s present study like the work of Ran Zhang and David Stern. ” 
firms environmental and financial performance: an empirical study” conducted in 2007 and published by Fondazione Eni Enrico matter 
under the heading corporate and social responsibility of industries also the work of N. Hanna and P. Oliva. “The impact of inspections 
on plant-level air emissions” published by The BE Journal of Economic Analysis and Policy, and by W. B. Gray and J. P. Shimshack. 
“The effectiveness of environmental monitoring and enforcement”: A review of the empirical evidence published by Review of 
Environmental Economics and Policy. The researcher has also gone to D. Earnhart and K. Segerson. “The influence of financial status 
on the effectiveness of environmental enforcement” published in the Journal of Public Economics where the authors tried to establish a 
link between the financial potential of firms and its impact on compliance with environmental performance but here the authors have 
left certain gaps for which the researcher tried to fulfil by this study. the researcher has also gone through various legislations and rules 
made at the national and international level to curb the problem of environmental degradation and climate change like the Water ( 
prevention and control of pollution) act, 1974, the Air (prevention and control of pollution) act,1981 and environment protection act 
1986 and rules made there and various international commitments done by states at international level like Stockholm and Rio-
declarations and also took into considerations constitutional aspects and supreme court cases. 

 
5. OBJECTIVES OF THE RESEARCH 

The primary object of the present research is to assess compliance with environmental norms by the industries operating in the 
district of Meerut and its impact on climate change in India. A still clearer delineation of the specific objective of the study is as follows: 
To analyse the attitude of owners of industries towards protecting the environment. 
To examine the level of understanding of awareness of pollution laws among owners of industries 
To evaluate the impact of compliance with pollution laws on the environment and thus on climate change 
To examine whether the target groups are satisfied with the present legal scheme 
To find out what are the suggestions, if any, for improving the situation of degradation of environment. 
 
6.HYPOTHESIS 

In this study the following hypothesis will be critically examined: 
Low compliance with pollution laws by small scale industries situated in the Meerut district leads to an increased level of 
pollution in the city 
Independent variable – compliance with pollution laws  
Dependent variable –     pollution level 
 
7. RESEARCH QUESTIONS 
In the present research the researcher wants to get the answer to the following questions: 
Q 1. Whether industries operating in the Meerut district, particularly small and medium scale industries comply with the pollution laws 
or not? 
Q2. Whether the increase in environmental pollution of the district Meerut because of non-compliance with pollution laws by these 
small-scale industries or not? 
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8. OPERATIONAL DEFINITIONS 
The terms used in the hypothesis convey specific meaning and therefore, they need to be precisely understood. In research, if 

the term used did not mean the same to others as they mean to them, would be disastrous and would hurt work done. Thus, the terms 
used in this research and their specific meanings are as follows: 

For the sake of proper understanding and clarity in the mind of readers meaning of the following terms used in this research is 
hereby clarified by giving their meaning in the context that has been used to avoid confusion 

 
Industry means economic activity concerned with the processing of raw materials and manufacture of goods in factories but 

does not include industries that provide services. 
 
Environmental pollution is defined u/s sec 2(c) of the environment protection act 1986 and has the same meaning here as 

‘environmental pollution' means the presence in the environment of any environmental pollutant." 
 
According to sec 2 (a) of the Environment Protection Act, 1986, “environment includes water, air and land and the inter-

relationship which exists among and between water, air and land and human beings, other living creatures, plants, micro-organism and 
property.”1 

 
  "Climate change" means the same as what UNFCCC has defined and according to it “it is a change in climate which is attributed 
directly or indirectly to human activity that alters the composition of the global atmosphere and which is in addition to natural climate 
variability observed over comparable periods. 
 

UNFCCC defines "Greenhouse gases" as those gaseous constituents of the atmosphere, both natural and anthropogenic, that 
absorb and re-emit infrared radiation. 

 
Pollution laws here mean and include the water Act 1974, Air act 1981 and rules made thereunder. 
 
Small and medium scale industries here mean and include those industries that are low budget industries whose annual turnover 

is less than 2 crores rupees only but does not include big multinational companies or industries. 
 

9. METHODOLOGY 
This being empirical research, Data collection is done in two ways first-hand data i.e. primary data which was collected directly 

after interacting with the person in charge of the industry, he may be the owner, manager or executive of the industry and data will be 
collected using questionnaire and personal interview and second-hand data were collected from the data available with law enforcing 
agencies like pollution control boards(see website www//: uppcb.com) and district pollution control authority. For this research, the 
following is the brief of the methodology adopted- 

The main research tool used is the questionnaire which consists of structured questions of which the factual questions are all 
close-ended questions whereas, information and opinion-oriented questions are open-ended. 

 
 Personal interview was conducted with the in-charge /owner of the industries and after collecting the data from the respondents, 

the analysis of the same has been done to formulate a statistical al comparison of the respondent’s answers, tabulation and the 
interpretation of the collected data. 

 
10. SAMPLING AND UNIVERSE 

The data for the present study has been collected based on a sampling technique where a sample is chosen based on a convenient 
sampling method. A total of 50 respondents were contacted out of which 30 have given their consent to give to be part of the study and 
were then interviewed. The study has been conducted in the Partapur industrial area of district Meerut and the office of the regional 
pollution control board, Pallavpuram at Meerut. The choice of the area has been made keeping in view the time and economic constraints 
as most of the industries operate in that industrial area, Moreover, it could be easy for the researcher to contact the respondents in one 
place rather than moving from one place to another. 

 
  
 

 
1 The Environment Protection Act 1986 
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11. SAMPLE SIZE 
As regards sample size, I have chosen 30 respondents from among industrialists and 10 from among district pollution control 

authority and state pollution control board officials as follows: 
Respondents industrialists 

Numbers 30 
   
12. LIMITATION OF RESEARCH 

Though I have tried to the best of my ability to cover a wide range of issues, my basic focus is on assessing sincerity among 
industrialists about the environment and environmental pollution and examining their role and attitude as a contributor to the pollution 
of the environment in complying to the norms meant to regulate causes of environmental degradation. The main limitation from which 
my research suffers are: 

Number of respondents for my research is just 30, which I believe is a very small number and the research is conducted in a 
restricted geographical area i.e., Partapur industrial complex and the regional office of state pollution control board, district, Meerut. 
Managers or executives in the service of industry did not respond positively as they fear the loss of employment. Limited time was given 
to complete my research. This has affected my research, particularly in collecting and analyzing the data so collected. Most of the 
persons refused to answer the questions asked. Government authorities did not cooperate in the study and the researcher found a lot of 
difficulty in collecting information from them.    

  
Cost of interviewing the field to collect data was also a constraint to the researcher as the expenses have to be borne by the 

researcher himself. This field survey was conducted from 5th April to 30th April 2019 at Partapur industrial area and office of the 
regional pollution control board, Meerut. When the interview was conducted the researcher came across several views of the industrialist, 
but few of them refused to answer as they find less time for this purpose. As the interview was conducted personally, it allowed me to 
think, about industrialists think about the problem of environmental degradation and climate change. Some of them encouraged me and 
wished me success in the study I wish to replicate this study in future with a bigger universe and with some more open-ended questions. 
Finally, I express my gratitude to all those who encouraged and helped me in carrying out this study. 

 
13. TABLE AND DATA ANALYSIS 
  Q. 1 Do you know the pollution laws regulating your Business? 

Table 1. 
 

Knowing about pollution laws regulates your business No. of respondents 
 a.  YES 27 (90%) 
b.    NO 3 (10%) 

 

Fig.no.1 
 
 

90%

10%00%

Are you aware of enviornmental laws regulate 
your business or not? 

1st Qtr

2nd Qtr

3rd Qtr
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Inference 
The above data and the pie diagram show that most of the respondents nearly 90% said that they know the existing 

environmental laws in the country and on further asking them they revealed that they know water ( prevention and control of pollution 
act) 1974 and the Air ( prevention and control of pollution act) 1981, they also informed the researcher about the environment protection 
act of 1986, very few i.e. 10% only replied in negative out of 30 respondents who were interviewed  thus it may easily be concluded 
from the above data that  awareness level of  respondents of the environmental laws that apply on their business activity is very high 
and satisfactory  
 
Q. 2 Have you got a No-objection certificate or consent from pollution control authorities to run your business? 

Table 2. 
Got NOC/licence from pollution control authorities? No. of respondents 
Yes 15 (50%) 
No 10 (33%) 
No comment 5 (17%) 

 

 
  
Inference 

Thus, from the above data and pie chart it can be inferred that 50% of the respondents claimed that they have got no objection 
certificate or consent from the state pollution control board or district pollution control authority to run their business while 33% of them 
denied that they have got consent with them and very few that is less than 5% preferred not to speak on that issue. The researcher to 
know the truth of the above data visited the website of the state pollution control board and checked the status of the NOC given to them 
and surprisingly found that there is inconsistency in their statements as NOC is granted to very few and for most of them though they 
applied for NOC it is still in process and for many, it has been either revoked or rejected for the failure of not complying with the rules 
or rejected for various other reasons. so here my inference is negative. 

 
QUES- 3. Whether consent or NOC provided by pollution authorities to you ever revoked by them for non-compliance with the 
conditions laid down in it or for violations of rules? 

Table 3. 
NOC OR CONSENT REVOKED BY AUTHORITIES FOR 
FAILURE OF CONDITIONS OR VIOLATIONS OF RULES? 

No. of respondents 

yes 15(50%) 
no 5(17%) 
no comment 10 (33%) 

15, 50%

10, 33%

5, 17%

yes

no

no comment
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Q. 4 Do you discharge trade effluents into the atmosphere directly or indirectly i.e., after treatment through PCD or without 
treatment? 

Table 4. 
Discharge of trade effluents directly or indirectly 
after treatment through PCDs 

No. of respondents 

Directly 6(20%) 
indirectly after treatment through PCD’s 20 (67%) 
no comment 4 (13%) 

 

 
Fig no.3 
 
Inference 

The above table and the pie diagram represent that out of 30 respondents no one discharges their trade effluents directly into 
the atmosphere rather all of them first do the treatment of their trade effluent through PCD which they claim they have employed in 
their premises and after it only allows it to go out. 
 
                              Q.5 Do you have employed pollution control devices on your premises? 

TABLE 5. 
e No. of respondents 
yes 25 (83.3%) 
  
no 3 (10%) 
no comment 2 (6.67%) 

6, 20%

20, 67%

4, 13%

discharge trade effluents directly or 
indirectly after treatment?

directly

indirectly after treatment through
PCD's
no comment
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fig no 4. 
 
Inference 

The above data and the pie diagram show that out of 30 respondents, most of them claim that they have fixed PCDs on their 
premises and very few only replied no, and some of them also refused to speak on this issue. my inference about this is that fixing PCDs 
for these low budget industries is a big issue and it puts a financial burden on them though the majority of them claim that they have 
employed PCDs it is still doubtful whether all these are in working conditions or not as when I asked them to show their data about 
working conditions of PCD’s they refused to show so I don’t claim that the above result is hundred per cent true or not this is based 
purely on their reply. 
 
Q. 6. Whether the state pollution control board official comes for inspection of your units? If your answer is, yes? Then how 
often do they come for inspection? 

Table 6. 
Visit of state pollution control board official 
and what is the frequency of visit 

No. of respondents 

yes comes quarterly 5 (16.67%) 
yes comes half-yearly 18 (60%) 
yes comes annually 5 (16.67%) 
never comes  2 (6.67%) 

83%

10%7%0%

Do you have installed pollution control devices inside 
your premise?

yes

no

no comment

0
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Inference 

The above data and the pie diagram shows that the respondents admit that officials of the state pollution control board visit 
their premises for inspection but here they vary in responses most of the respondents says that official inspect their premises half-yearly 
and few say that officials visit quarterly and very few say that they come annually for inspection very less percentage says that inspection 
is done by board officials all of sudden and without intimation this concludes that there are some failures on the part of board officials 
in carrying out proper inspection and visits. 
 
Q.7 Whether you comply with the rule which set the limit of emitting pollutants in the environment within the permissible limit 
prescribed by pollution laws? 

Table 7. 
Do you emit your trade effluent within the permissible limit No. of respondents 
yes 18(60%) 
no 2(7%) 
don’t know 10(34%) 

 

 
Inference 

Thus, from the above data and the pi- diagram it is inferred that 60% of respondents claimed that they follow the rules of 
emission as prescribed by pollution laws and less than 34% cent denied following that rule while very few preferred not to comment on 

yes come but quarterly
17%

yes come but half 
yearly 
60%

yes come but annually
17%

never comes
6%

whether state board officials come for inspection and if 
yes than how often?

yes come but quarterly

yes come but half yearly

yes come but annually

never comes

18, 60%
2, 7%

10, 33%

0%
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the issue.to know the truth the researcher went to the websites of the pollution control board and found this data again is very far away 
from the truth and the inference in negative 
 
Q.8. Have you ever been punished or fined by state board officials for non-compliance with pollution laws? 

Table 8. 
Ever punished or fined by board officers No. of respondents 
yes punished had to pay fine 2 (6.67%) 
never punished 25 (83.34%) 
no comment 3 (10%) 

 
Inference  

The above data and the pie diagram show that out of 30 respondents very few were punished for violations of environmental 
norms and the majority of them were never punished or fined and very few preferred not to speak on that issue so it concludes that the 
majority of the industrialists never found violating environmental norms. 
 
Q.9. Are you satisfied with the support provided by the government for the smooth functioning of your business? 

Table 9. 
Satisfied by the support provided by the Government  No. of respondents 
 Satisfied 8 (26.67%) 
 Not satisfied 22 (73.33%) 

yes punished had to 
pay fine

7%

never punished 
83%

no comments
10%

0
0%

Ever punished for violations of norms?

yes punished had to
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no comments
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Fig no.7 
 
Inference 

The above data and pie diagram reflect the level of satisfaction among the industrialists. The majority of the respondents do 
not feel satisfied with the government support system and very few seem satisfied. 
 
Q.10. Whether government provides you subsidized loans or incentives to improve your existing infrastructure to prevent 
violations of norms and do you think that it will bring more obedience to rules among industrialists? 

Table 10. 
Government support in the form of subsidized loans or 
incentives can prevent violations of norms 

No. of respondents 

Yes will bring improvement in observance of rules  25(83%) 
No it will bring no change 3(10%) 
Not sure will hardly matter 2(7%) 

 

    
Fig no.8 
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Inference 
From the above figure and table above, it can be concluded that government support in the form of subsidized loans and 

incentives for good performance can bring more observance and compliance with environmental regulations and will ultimately affect 
the environment 
 
Q.11 What according to you is the motivation factor for you to obey pollution laws? 

Table 11. 
The motivating factor which prompts you to obey environmental laws No. of respondents 

awareness of rules and regulations through media and advt. 20 (66.67%) 
government policy of incentives  5 (16.67%) 
family and social norms 5  (16.67%) 

 
Fig no.9 

 
Inference 

The above data and the pie diagram show that there might be various factors that prompt the respondents to obey the 
environmental rules and regulation. The majority of them accepted that their awareness of these rules prompts them to comply with the 
rules few of them said that they obey rules because in case of good performance government gives them incentives and a few of them 
said that their family and social values motivate them to follow environmental rules and regulations 
 
Q.12. Do you think that provisions in pollution laws that gives citizen’s right to know and their active role against pollution also 
exert pressure on you to comply with environmental rules? 

Table 12. 
Citizen’s active role against pollution exerts pressure 
to comply with environmental rules 

No. of respondents 

yes 27 (90%) 
no 3 (10%) 

 

20, 67%

5, 16%

5, 17%0, 0%

motivating factor which prompts you to obey rules and 
regulations ?

awareness of rules
and regulations
government policy of
incentives
family and social
values
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Inference 

The above data proves that now a day’s citizen’s increasing awareness about the environment and pollution and their active 
role exerts pressure on respondents to comply with environmental rules and regulations as per table no.9 and the pie diagram it is 
reflected clearly that 90 per cent of respondents admit this fact and very few i.e,10 per cent only does not admits the role of active 
citizens. 
 
Q.13. Do you appoint employees who are trained and well informed who may avoid the incidence of non-compliance with 
pollution laws? 

Table 13. 
Skilled and informed employees avoid the incidence of non-
compliance with environmental norms 

No. of 
respondents 

true 24 (80%) 
false 3(10%) 
not very much sure 3(10%) 

 

90%

10%

citizen's right to know exert pressure to obey the rules?

yes

no
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Fig no. 11 
 
Inference 
  from the above data and the pie diagram it is inferred that 80 per cent of the industrialist/manager believes that skilled and 
informed employees avoid the incidence of non-obeying of the rules and just 10 per cent denies it also very few i.e., 10 per cent says 
that they are not very much sure about it, according to them it may or may not have any impact on the observance of rules. 
 
Q.14: Have you done compliance of environment impact assessment of your business activity and are you sure that the 
assessment report favors operation of your business? 

Table 14. 
Done with compliance of environment impact assessment and 
does it favours your activity 

No. of respondents 

yes done with and favours us 24 (79%) 
not done exempted by authorities 5 (16%) 
environment impact assessment not required  1 (5%) 

 

24, 80%

3, 10%
3, 10%0, 0%

skilled and informed employee avoids non compliance 
of rules? 

TRUE

FALSE

not very much sure

0
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Fig no.12 
Inference 

Thus from the above data and pie diagram it is inferred by the researcher that out of 30 respondents 24 i.e. 79% had done with 
environmental impact assessment and the report of assessment was positive and supportive of their business activity very few 5 
respondents i.e. 16% said in negative and had not done with the impact assessment and the reason they told was that they have been 
exempted by the board officials and various govt. authorities however by further asking the reason for exemption by the researcher they 
couldn’t give a satisfactory reply and in the last only one respondent said that he need not be required to do environmental impact 
assessment respondents  
 
Q.15. Do you have a self-monitoring mechanism in your plant and submit its report to the government periodically? 

Table 15. 
Have a self-monitoring mechanism in your plant 
and submit a report to the government  

No. of 
respondents 

yes 25 
no 3 

 

79%

16%
5%0%

whether done with enviornment impact assesment of 
business activity or not?

done with and it
favours us

not done with
exempted by
authorities
not required by
law
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Inference 

Thus, from the above data and pie diagram, it can be inferred that since 90% of respondents have self-regulatory and self-
monitoring mechanisms in their units that check pollution from time to time and they also submit the reports of it to the state and state 
pollution control board authorities and it proves their sincerity about pollution control. Very few i.e. 10%respondents replied in negative 
i.e. they don’t have such self-regulatory and self-monitoring mechanisms in their units 
 
Q.16. Whether the state pollution control board has ever issued notice to you for closure, prohibition or has ever cut down your 
electricity or stopped water supply for the failure of your not complying with the directions of the board? 

Table 16. 
The state pollution control board stopped the water and electric 
supply for not complying with the direction of the board? 

No. of respondents 

yes it happened once 12 (40%) 

yes it happened on various occasions 14 (47%) 
never happened 4 (13%) 
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Inference 

Thus from the above data and attached pie diagram, it is inferred that 40% of respondents claimed that they receive an order 
for closure of operation and when they did not comply with that order their water supply and electricity were cut down by board officials 
and 47% admits that this has happened on various occasions for the failure of not complying with the directions however very few only 
13% responded in negative that means they have never faced such kinds of problems and it means that they abide by the rules strictly. 
so the conclusion is that there are happening violations of pollution laws at a high level. There the inference is again negative as the 
majority of them failed to comply with the rules. 
 
Q.17. Whether the state pollution control board official comes for inspection of your units? If your answer is yes? Then how 
often do they come for inspection? 

Table 17. 
State pollution control board officials come for inspection and if yes then how often? No. of respondents 

yes come but quarterly 5 (17%) 

yes come but half-yearly 18 (60%) 
yes come but annually 5 (17%) 
never comes 2 (7%) 
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Inference 
The above data and the pie diagram shows that the respondents admit that board officials of the state pollution control board 

visit their premises for inspection but here they vary in responses most of the respondents i.e.60% says that official inspect their premises 
half-yearly and few i.e. 5% says that officials visit quarterly or come annually for inspection very less percentage i.e less than 7%  says 
that inspection is done by board officials all and sudden and without intimation, this concludes that there are some failures on the part 
of board officials in carrying out a proper inspection and visits the researcher tried to contact board officials to know the truth but they 
denied not to share the information saying that ours is a statutory body and not a research institute or academic institute and cannot share 
information .so here researcher cannot make any opinion. 
 
Q.18: whether samples of effluents were ever collected by the board officials from your premises during the inspection and 
whether you cooperated with them in the process? 

Table 18. 
Samples were ever collected by the board official and you cooperated 
with them? 

 No of respondents 

yes collected and we co-operated 7(23%) 
yes collected on various occasions and we always co-operated 17(57%) 

Never collected 6 (20%) 

 

 
 
Inference 

Thus from the above data and pie diagram, it can be inferred that 57% of respondents admit that samples of effluents are taken 
by board members and other government authorities on many occasions and they cooperated with them while 23% of respondents 
revealed that in a year samples are collected once and they cooperated with them only 6% respondents admits that samples were never 
collected by board officials though they inspected the premises and checked the documents so in that case, it may be concluded that 
inspections by the board officials take place on regular intervals and samples are also collected regularly.   

 
14. TEST OF HYPOTHESIS 

Based on the above data and after its analysis it is concluded that industries in Meerut are not knowing the pollution laws and rules 
regarding regulating their business activities and as can be seen in the table no.1 most of the industrialist/managers operating their 
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business in partapur industrial area of Meerut district claims that they know the existing laws of pollution control but their statements 
could not match with the data present on the website and also from table no 2 it is proved that most of them claim that they have got no- 
objection certificate from the pollution control board and other pollution control authorities but on demanding the documents they could 
not show the documents that means most of the industries in Meerut are operating without license or NOC. Also from table no.8 when 
asked how many times they are punished or fined than it was revealed that very few were fined and no one was ever punished for 
violations of laws which means that there are no gross violations done by any one of them ever however this does not seem correct 
because of the blatant irregularities revealed by them in violations of norms reflected by other questions which can be seen from the 
data Moreover truthiness of these data can't be tested because state board officials did not support the researcher as I mentioned earlier 
in limitation of the research. However, these industrials/managers believe that if the government helps them by providing subsidized 
loans in purchasing pollution control devices or helps them at the time there is a financial crisis in the industry then it may affect 
observance of rules more strictly and thus  

 
15. RESULT OF THE RESEARCH 

From the above discussion, I can say that industries operating in Meerut, particularly small scale and medium scale industries do 
not comply with the pollution laws strictly i.e., compliance with pollution laws by them is either very low or poor and thus my hypothesis 
stands proved and leaves no doubt that one of the causes of the increasing rate of pollution in the city of Meerut is because of non-
compliance of pollution laws by these small-scale industries. In this study to understand the truth of the above data, the state board 
officials and government authorities were also tried to be contacted but they did not respond to the researcher’s repeated calls and they 
avoid speaking giving one or the other reasons. So, the researcher has concluded his research just based on the interactions by the 
industrialist/managers through personal interviews and also by checking the responses with the help of U.P. state pollution control board 
websites (www.uppcb.com). 
                                                               
16.  SUGGESTIONS 

From the above data and discussion of the interview I suggest the following measures be taken in future to avoid the incidence of 
violations of environmental laws: 
Government must have the same policy for all industries whether big, medium or small 
Small scale industries should be given some relief in case of taxation to promote compliance with rules  
Loans with no interest or low interest should be given to them so that they can purchase the latest pollution control devices to be fixed 
on their premises 
Low budget industries should be provided land on rent or lease at a low rate as compared to big-budget industries 
Training for the employees working with low budget industries should be given by the government on the cost of the state instead of 
the falling burden of cost on the industries. 
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