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This map 
opens up a 

series of questions 
about transboundary 
hazardous waste 

movement. 

Why do some U.S. 
facilities import 

hazardous waste?  
Economics are part of 
the story, but the whys 

and hows are open 
questions. Distance to a 

border seems to be 
another part of the answer, 

but exceptions are numerous. 

Additionally, are hazardous waste 
imports an environmental justice 
issue? Some, but not all, facilities seem 
to cluster in areas with high percent-
ages of people in poverty and people 

of color. As environmental justice 
scholar-activists have long 

recognized (Bullard 1996), 
hazardous waste facilities vary 
greatly. Recycling facilities, for 
example, are sometimes lauded 
but can pollute local environ-
ments. And demographic data -- 
based on census tracts -- might 

not capture neighborhood 
characters and challenges.
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