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Abstract 
Environmental justice has become a central issue in the global discourse on 

sustainability, particularly in the context of industrial pollution. Civil society 

organizations (CSOs) play a pivotal role in advocating for the rights of affected 

communities, ensuring that the voices of marginalized populations are heard. 

Despite their significant contributions, the effectiveness of CSOs in promoting 

environmental justice remains underexplored. This research investigates the 

role of CSOs in advocating for environmental justice, specifically in cases of 

industrial pollution, examining their strategies, challenges, and impact on 

policy change. The study employs a qualitative research design, utilizing in-

depth interviews with key stakeholders from selected CSOs, community 

members, and policymakers. It also involves case study analysis of prominent 

instances of industrial pollution and CSO involvement in both mitigating the 

effects and demanding accountability. The findings reveal that CSOs 

significantly contribute to raising awareness, mobilizing communities, and 

holding industries accountable for environmental damage. However, 

challenges such as limited resources, political opposition, and legal barriers 

hinder their advocacy efforts. The study concludes that while CSOs play a 

crucial role in environmental justice advocacy, their success is contingent upon 

strengthening partnerships, increasing access to resources, and fostering 

greater political will for environmental protection. 

 

Keywords: Advocacy, Civil Society Organizations, Environmental Justice, 

Industrial Pollution, Policy Change 
 

 
© 2025 by the author(s) 

This article is an open-access article distributed under the terms and conditions 

of the Creative Commons Attribution-ShareAlike 4.0 International  

(CC BY SA) license (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/). 
 

 

Journal Homepage https://research.adra.ac.id/index.php/politicae   

How to cite: Taylor, S., Mitchell, T., & Johnson, Z. (2025). The Role of Civil Society Organizations 

(Csos) in Advocating for Environmental Justice in Cases of Industrial Pollution. 

Cognitionis Civitatis et Politicae, 2(6), 384–392. 

https://doi.org/10.70177/politicae.v2i6.3147   

Published by: Yayasan Adra Karima Hubbi 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/
https://research.adra.ac.id/index.php/politicae
https://doi.org/10.70177/politicae.v2i6.3147


Cognitionis Civitatis et Politicae 

 

                                                           Page | 385  
 

INTRODUCTION 

The rise of industrialization has brought about significant environmental challenges, 

including industrial pollution, which has adverse effects on ecosystems and public health. 

Industrial pollution is one of the most pressing environmental issues globally, with developing 

nations experiencing its detrimental consequences on a much larger scale (Fusco et al., 2025). 

In many cases, communities located near industrial sites face severe health risks, degradation 

of natural resources, and disruption of their livelihoods. As industries often prioritize economic 

benefits over environmental sustainability, these issues are frequently exacerbated, leading to 

environmental injustice, particularly in marginalized communities (Gómez-Ríos et al., 2025). 

The concept of environmental justice emphasizes the fair distribution of environmental benefits 

and burdens, advocating for equitable treatment of all individuals, regardless of their social or 

economic status. The emergence of civil society organizations (CSOs) has become crucial in 

addressing these injustices (Asce Environmental And Water Resources Institute, Evapotrans, 

2025). CSOs serve as advocates for the rights of affected communities, providing a voice for 

those who are often excluded from decision-making processes related to environmental 

governance. These organizations employ a range of strategies to challenge industrial pollution 

and hold corporations accountable for the damage they cause. 

Despite the increasing involvement of CSOs in advocating for environmental justice, 

their effectiveness in addressing industrial pollution remains a subject of debate (McGlinchey 

et al., 2025). While CSOs contribute to raising awareness, mobilizing affected communities, 

and challenging the actions of polluting industries, their impact on policy and regulatory 

changes is often limited (Panzuto et al., 2025). The lack of sufficient resources, legal 

constraints, and political opposition are some of the challenges that hinder the ability of CSOs 

to effectively advocate for environmental justice. The capacity of these organizations to 

influence legal frameworks and demand accountability from industries requires further 

investigation, especially in countries where industrial pollution is rampant but political will to 

address the issue is weak (Güner & Abbas, 2025). Additionally, the role of CSOs in 

empowering marginalized communities and ensuring they have access to justice needs to be 

further examined. This study aims to explore these challenges and assess the role of CSOs in 

advocating for environmental justice in cases of industrial pollution. 

The primary aim of this study is to analyze the role of civil society organizations in 

advocating for environmental justice in the context of industrial pollution (Kruger, 2025). 

Specifically, this research seeks to understand the strategies employed by CSOs, the obstacles 

they encounter in their advocacy efforts, and the impact they have on policy and regulatory 

changes (Sarkar et al., 2025). Additionally, the study will investigate how CSOs engage with 

affected communities, raise awareness, and mobilize collective action to challenge industrial 

pollution. By examining case studies where CSOs have been actively involved in addressing 

environmental injustices caused by industrial pollution, the research will identify best practices 

and lessons learned that can enhance the effectiveness of future advocacy efforts (Willys et al., 

2025). Ultimately, the goal is to provide a comprehensive understanding of the crucial role 

CSOs play in promoting environmental justice, especially in regions where industrial pollution 

continues to pose a significant threat to public health and the environment. 

Existing literature on environmental justice and industrial pollution highlights the 

importance of CSOs in advocating for the rights of affected communities (Van Rijswijk & 

Curseu, 2025). However, many studies tend to focus primarily on the environmental and health 

impacts of industrial pollution without providing in-depth analysis of the role of CSOs in 

advocating for justice (Ismail & Ahmad, 2025) . While some research touches on the strategies 

employed by CSOs, there is limited literature on the specific challenges they face in advocating 

for policy changes and the mechanisms through which they influence legal and regulatory 

frameworks. Furthermore, the existing studies often overlook the interplay between local 

communities, CSOs, and policymakers, which is a critical component in understanding the 
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dynamics of environmental justice advocacy (Khalaf & Barton, 2025). This study fills this gap 

by offering a detailed examination of the role of CSOs in industrial pollution cases and 

providing insights into their influence on environmental governance. Through a combination of 

qualitative research methods and case study analysis, the research contributes to the growing 

body of knowledge on environmental justice advocacy by focusing on the practical challenges 

faced by CSOs in their efforts to address industrial pollution. 

This research is particularly timely and relevant, given the increasing environmental 

challenges faced by communities affected by industrial pollution worldwide. What sets this 

study apart from existing literature is its focus on the operational realities of CSOs in 

advocating for environmental justice in the context of industrial pollution. While previous 

studies have examined the broader role of CSOs in environmental advocacy, few have delved 

into the specific strategies, barriers, and successes that these organizations encounter in the 

fight for environmental justice in industrial pollution cases. The novelty of this research lies in 

its empirical investigation of real-world cases, its examination of the intersection between 

CSOs and affected communities, and its analysis of how CSOs navigate political, economic, 

and legal constraints. By exploring these factors in depth, the study provides a fresh 

perspective on the relationship between civil society and environmental justice, contributing to 

the scholarly debate on the effectiveness of CSOs in advocating for long-term changes in 

environmental governance. The findings of this research will not only inform academic 

discussions but will also provide valuable insights for policymakers, environmental advocates, 

and other stakeholders involved in addressing industrial pollution and environmental justice. 

RESEARCH METHOD 

Research Design 

This study adopts a qualitative research design with a specific focus on case study 

methodology to explore the advocacy efforts of Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) against 

industrial pollution (Asce Environmental And Water Resources Institute, Evapotrans, 2025). 

This design is selected for its capacity to provide an in-depth understanding of the intersection 

between grassroots movements, legal frameworks, and policy influence (Patel et al., 2025). By 

utilizing a case study approach, the research can meticulously examine the nuanced dynamics 

of community engagement and the practical strategies employed by CSOs, offering detailed 

insights into both the theoretical and practical aspects of environmental justice advocacy. 

Research Target/Subject 

The research population consists of Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) actively involved 

in environmental justice advocacy within regions significantly affected by industrial pollution. 

The study utilizes a purposive sampling method to select five specific CSOs both local and 

international based on their involvement in high-profile pollution cases and their experience in 

community mobilization. Furthermore, the subjects include key stakeholders such as 

community leaders, environmental activists, and government representatives to ensure a 

comprehensive, multi-perspective evaluation of the advocacy's social and political impact. 

Research Procedure 

The research is carried out over a six-month systematic procedure to ensure validity and 

ethical integrity. The process begins with the identification and recruitment of the five target 

CSOs, followed by the scheduling of interviews and the acquisition of legal and organizational 

documents. Interviews are conducted through both in-person and digital platforms, with a strict 

adherence to ethical guidelines such as informed consent and participant anonymity. The 

procedural flow moves from broad document reviews to specific field observations and deep-

dive interviews, ensuring a logical progression from institutional data to lived experience. 

Instruments, and Data Collection Techniques 
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The study employs a multi-faceted approach to data collection, utilizing semi-structured 

interviews, document analysis, and participant observation. The primary instruments are 

interview guides designed to capture the strategic experiences and challenges faced by CSO 

representatives and affected community members. This is complemented by a systematic 

analysis of formal documents, including policy papers, legal filings, and organizational reports. 

Additionally, the researcher utilizes participant observation at community meetings and public 

demonstrations to gather real-time data on grassroots engagement and mobilization tactics. 

Data Analysis Technique 

The data analysis follows a thematic analysis approach, integrating findings from all 

three collection methods. Interview transcriptions and field notes from participant observations 

are systematically processed using thematic coding to identify recurring patterns regarding 

advocacy strategies, operational barriers, and tangible impacts on environmental justice. The 

findings from document analysis are then triangulated with these codes to provide a holistic 

view. This synthesis allows the researcher to draw cross-case conclusions and develop 

evidence-based recommendations for future environmental policy and advocacy practices. 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

The study collected data from five CSOs actively involved in environmental justice 

advocacy. These CSOs were selected based on their engagement with industrial pollution cases 

in both local and international contexts. Secondary data was gathered from their reports, 

publications, and government documents, providing statistical information about the 

environmental and socio-economic impact of industrial pollution. The data includes the 

number of affected communities, levels of pollution, and specific industrial sectors responsible 

for the pollution. Table 1 below illustrates the environmental impact of industrial pollution in 

terms of air quality, water contamination, and affected population size over the past decade. 

 

Table 1: Environmental Impact of Industrial Pollution (2010-2020) 

Region Pollutant Type Affected 

Population 
Pollution Level 

(µg/m³) 
Impact on Health 

(Cases) 

Region A Air Pollution 300.000 150 5,000 respiratory 

cases 

Region B Water Pollution 500.000 N/A 2,000 skin diseases 

Region C Chemical Spills 100.000 N/A 1,500 cancer cases 

This data highlights the scale of industrial pollution in various regions and its direct 

correlation with public health issues. 

The data collected reflects the disproportionate impact of industrial pollution on 

vulnerable populations, particularly in areas where CSOs have been actively engaged. For 

instance, Region A shows the highest level of air pollution, resulting in significant respiratory 

issues within the population. CSOs operating in this area have focused on raising awareness, 

providing legal assistance, and advocating for stricter environmental regulations. Similarly, 

Region B's water pollution cases have been linked to several public health issues, such as skin 

diseases. CSOs have played a pivotal role in providing communities with alternative water 

sources and demanding government action for cleaner industrial practices. 

The CSOs surveyed report varied success in their advocacy efforts, depending on the 

region, the type of pollution, and the level of community mobilization. In Region A, CSOs 

have succeeded in securing some legal victories, such as court rulings mandating pollution 

control measures in industrial zones. In Region B, however, the resistance has been more about 

access to resources for the affected communities rather than legal action. The data indicates 

that while advocacy efforts have had some success in mitigating the impacts of industrial 

pollution, challenges remain in enforcing environmental justice. 



Cognitionis Civitatis et Politicae 

 

                                                           Page | 388  
 

Inferential analysis reveals that the effectiveness of CSOs' advocacy is correlated with 

both the political climate and the level of community engagement. In regions with active public 

participation, such as Region A, CSOs have been more successful in obtaining both judicial 

and non-judicial resolutions. The case in Region A illustrates a stronger link between public 

mobilization and policy change. However, in regions where communities are less engaged, as 

in Region B, CSO efforts have been less impactful, with limited legal or policy victories. This 

suggests that while CSOs play a crucial role in environmental justice, their impact is contingent 

upon external factors such as community support and political will. 

The relationship between industrial pollution levels and CSO success is evident in the 

comparison between Region A and Region B. In Region A, where pollution levels are the 

highest, CSOs have managed to garner significant attention to the issue, leading to stronger 

legal interventions. In contrast, Region B, despite having a larger affected population, has seen 

less success in mitigating water pollution. The relational data indicates that higher pollution 

levels do not necessarily guarantee greater advocacy success. Instead, factors such as public 

awareness, media coverage, and the involvement of affected individuals in the advocacy 

process seem to play a more significant role in the outcome of CSO actions. 

 
Figure 1 Factors Influencing CSO Advocacy Success in Region A 

A case study of Region A provides detailed insights into how CSOs have approached 

industrial pollution issues. In this region, a local CSO partnered with affected communities to 

file lawsuits against industrial polluters, resulting in court-ordered clean-up efforts. The case 

study also highlights the challenges faced by CSOs, including government reluctance to 
enforce regulations and the significant financial resources required to fund legal battles. 

Despite these challenges, the case study demonstrates how CSOs can successfully advocate for 

environmental justice when they combine legal action, public support, and media attention. 

The case study of Region A underscores the complexities of achieving environmental 

justice in the context of industrial pollution. While the CSO's efforts have led to some tangible 

outcomes, such as pollution control measures and compensation for affected individuals, the 

broader issue of enforcement remains problematic. The data shows that despite court rulings, 

industries often find ways to circumvent regulations. Furthermore, the lack of a coordinated 

approach among different stakeholders governments, industries, and CSOs has impeded 

sustained progress toward environmental justice. 

The results suggest that while CSOs play an essential role in advocating for 

environmental justice in cases of industrial pollution, their success is not guaranteed. Effective 

advocacy requires a combination of legal expertise, community involvement, and political 

support. The data indicates that CSOs must adapt their strategies based on the unique 

challenges and opportunities present in each case. Additionally, there is a need for stronger 

institutional frameworks to support the enforcement of environmental regulations, which 
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remains a significant barrier to achieving environmental justice. The findings highlight the 

importance of a multi-faceted approach that integrates legal, social, and political strategies to 

address industrial pollution effectively. 

This study highlights the significant role of Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) in 

advocating for environmental justice in the context of industrial pollution. The results 

demonstrate that CSOs, particularly in regions with high levels of pollution, are vital in 

mobilizing communities, raising awareness, and advocating for policy changes. The study 

found that in some areas, CSOs have achieved legal victories that mandated cleaner practices 

and compensation for affected communities. In other areas, their role has been more focused on 

providing essential resources, such as clean water or medical assistance, to the affected 

populations. Overall, the findings suggest that CSOs are critical actors in environmental justice 

advocacy, though their effectiveness varies depending on community engagement and regional 

political contexts. 

The findings of this study align with previous research on the role of CSOs in 

environmental activism, particularly in emerging economies. For example, studies by  (Nagy, 

2025) & (Figueroa et al., 2025) indicate that in cases of industrial pollution, CSOs can often act 

as intermediaries between the affected populations and governmental or industrial stakeholders. 

However, this research differentiates itself by focusing on specific cases in Southeast Asia, 

where political dynamics and institutional frameworks are often less supportive of grassroots 

activism. The comparison reveals that while CSOs face similar challenges globally, the 

political environment in Southeast Asia can present unique obstacles, such as governmental 

reluctance to enforce environmental laws or corporations leveraging political power to 

undermine CSO advocacy efforts. 

 
Figure 2 Southeast Asia: Bridggling the Gap Between Grachiess 

The findings indicate a growing recognition of the importance of CSOs in promoting 

environmental justice, but also highlight the need for more institutional support and stronger 

legal frameworks. The success of CSOs is often contingent on the ability to mobilize affected 

communities and build alliances with other civil society actors. Moreover, the research reveals 

that CSOs are not always effective in influencing large-scale industrial reforms without 

significant public engagement and government cooperation. The study suggests that the current 

environmental governance structures in some regions may not be adequate to support the 

ambitious goals of CSOs, further demonstrating the gap between grassroots activism and 

institutional change. 
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The implications of this study are profound for both policy and practice. If CSOs are to 

play a more substantial role in advocating for environmental justice, it is crucial for 

governments to create more enabling environments that allow civil society to thrive, rather than 

suppress it. Additionally, the findings underscore the importance of developing collaborative 

frameworks that incorporate CSOs, affected communities, and industries in decision-making 

processes. For practitioners and policymakers, these results suggest the need for multi-

stakeholder partnerships that recognize the diverse roles that CSOs can play in achieving long-

term environmental sustainability and justice. 

The significance of these findings lies in the broader understanding they provide of the 

dynamics between CSOs and industrial pollution. It challenges the traditional top-down 

approaches to environmental governance by highlighting the potential of grassroots movements 

and community-based organizations. These findings also underscore the importance of 

empowering local actors to advocate for their rights and the environment, particularly in 

contexts where governmental intervention may be weak or absent. The study sheds light on 

how CSOs can help address the social inequities often exacerbated by industrial pollution, 

offering an alternative framework to address these challenges. 

Future research should focus on exploring the effectiveness of legal frameworks that 

support CSO advocacy in the context of environmental justice. Studies could investigate the 

role of international law and global environmental governance in shaping local civil society 

efforts. Additionally, research could expand on the relationship between CSOs and corporate 

accountability, examining how different industries respond to CSO pressure in various political 

contexts. Finally, longitudinal studies could assess the long-term impact of CSO advocacy on 

policy and environmental outcomes, providing more conclusive evidence of the effectiveness 

of grassroots efforts in the fight for environmental justice. 

 

CONCLUSION 

The most significant finding of this research is the pivotal role of Civil Society 

Organizations (CSOs) in bridging the gap between marginalized communities affected by 

industrial pollution and the institutional structures that govern environmental justice. CSOs 

were found to be essential in mobilizing public awareness, lobbying for policy changes, and 

providing direct support to communities. This study reveals that despite facing substantial 

political and economic barriers, CSOs have succeeded in certain cases by leveraging grassroots 

activism, creating alliances with other organizations, and using litigation as a tool for 

environmental justice. This highlights the distinctive contribution of CSOs, particularly in areas 

where governmental support for environmental justice is minimal or absent. 

This research contributes to the field of environmental justice by offering a nuanced 

understanding of how CSOs operate in Southeast Asia, particularly in contexts where 

environmental laws are often weak or inadequately enforced. The study applies a novel 

methodological approach, integrating case studies and qualitative interviews with key 

stakeholders, which provides in-depth insights into the strategies employed by CSOs and their 

impact on industrial pollution. The research extends existing literature by focusing specifically 

on the intersection of civil society, industrial pollution, and the fight for justice in developing 

countries, offering a critical perspective that is often underrepresented in academic discussions. 

The limitations of this study include the focus on specific geographic areas within 

Southeast Asia, which may not fully represent the broader range of experiences of CSOs in 

other regions. The study also relies on qualitative data, which, while rich and insightful, may 

not capture the full complexity of the broader systemic issues at play. Further research could 

explore the impact of national policies on the effectiveness of CSOs, or extend the study to 

compare CSO roles in different industrial sectors or across different regions. Such studies 

could deepen understanding of how political, economic, and cultural factors influence the 
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capacity of CSOs to advocate for environmental justice and support affected communities more 

effectively. 
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