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The Union Carbide plant was built in the early 80s as part of the “Green Revolution” which began some 20 years before. The GR marked many great technological breakthrough in crop genetic improvement3 and production. Since these advancements lowered the costs of food production, New Delhi saw there a golden opportunity to increase India’s agricultural output in order to adequately feed a growing and already starving population4. 

The unethical conduct of the Government in the Bhopal tragedy began before the construction of the plant, in 1973, when it bypassed it’s own Foreign Exchange and Regulation act by allowing UCC to control 50.99% of UCIL (Its Indian division, the limit of foreign control was set at 40% of a company’s subsidies), while the India Government had 22% stake in the company, and the rest was divided among investors1. They also shifted the overall responsibility of project implementation to UCIL (Now an outside corporation), who’s “Risk Assessment” was aimed at profit maximizing. The conclusion of the “risk” in implementing a chemical plant was that any financial shortfall caused by a drop in pesticide prices could be compensated by imports. The government also gave the responsibility of safety audits to UCC engineers6.
Obviously, the “risks” involved in the Bhopal chemical plant had been underestimated when looking at the aftermath of the tragedy which occurred on Dec 3td 1984. Without mentioning economic drawbacks, an estimated 3 800 people died and 11 000 now live with permanent disabilities caused by the MIT spill2.

Following the accident, the emergency response was inefficient. Thousands of lives could have been saved if the government would have played a bigger role in looking after the safety of its citizen. As a matter of fact, had the nearby residents been informed to stay at elevation and wrap wet clots around their faces, the death toll could have been reduced significantly5. As the highest authority in India, the government should have issued emergency procures to Bhopal’s residents as part of the construction of the chemical plan. Further more, whenever warnings were issued by UCIL, local officials dismissed them as “sensationalist reporting”8.
Allegations states that the Government was fully aware of safety violations in the plant, and kept emitting safety permits so that the plant could continue operating1 thus generating revenue. That theory is easy to believe considering the fact that the Government had some of its own Roupies involved in the company and that as part owner, they probably had a good idea of inside information. Also, because of India’s unfavorable foreign investor’s climate situation as a 3rd world country, it was in their advantage not to threaten any multinational corporation for any reasons what so ever.
After the incident, the government’s misconduct continued. As self proclaimed unique representative of the people against UCC, they agreed to settle the compensation lawsuite in October 1991 for US$470 million, after a reasonable initial claim of US$3.3 billion7, leaving a mere 2, 200$ per victim. Even though the money was paid by UCC, most of it never made it to the survivors and families of victims. More recently (July 2004), the Indian Supreme court passed a judgment ordering the Government to pay the US$330 still left in the compensation fund9.
It is obvious that the Indian Government, event though not directly responsible for the incident, played an unethical role in the whole tragedy, from the implementation of the plant up to this date.
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