PERI rejoinders to company responses regarding Toxic 100 ranking

Business & Human Rights Resource Centre invited the top 10 companies on the 2008 “Toxic 100” list published by the Political Economy Research Institute, University of Massachusetts-Amherst (USA), for a response.  The companies’ responses are here:

www.business-humanrights.org/Documents/Toxic100responses-2008 

PERI then sent the following rejoinders to the 10 companies (DuPont, Nissan, Archer Daniels Midland, Bayer, Dow, Eastman Kodak, General Electric, ArcelorMittal, US Steel, ExxonMobil):
6 June 2008

Response to Du Pont Corporation
We thank Du Pont Corporation for its willingness to engage in dialogue with the Political Economy Research Institute, and the Business and Human Rights Resource Center for moderating this dialogue.

Du Pont Corporation, which ranked first on the Toxic 100 list of Top Corporate Air Polluters for 2002 and for 2005, emphasizes its responsive and effective effort to reduce toxic air emissions.  In winter 2008, Du Pont closed the facility responsible for slightly more than half of Du Pont Corporation's annual toxic score.  Even if none of the activity at the plant is shifted elsewhere, Du Pont Corporation would still rank among the top ten on the Toxic 100 list.  Please see http://www.peri.umass.edu/toxic100_index and click DuPont Corporation for details of the company's airborne toxic releases.  PERI looks forward to ongoing improvement in performance.

Response to Nissan Corporation

We thank Nissan Corporation for its willingness to engage in dialogue with the Political Economy Research Institute, and the Business and Human Rights Resource Center for moderating this dialogue.

Nissan Corporation, initially ranked second on the Toxic 100 list, has stated that it erred in its 2005 (and 2006) Toxics Release Inventory reporting to the Environmental Protection Agency and has submitted revised reporting to EPA.  If the revision is accepted by EPA, Nissan Corporation will not appear on the revised Toxic 100 list.  The PERI/RSEI method has helped to improve the accuracy of corporate toxic reporting.

Response to Archer Daniels Midland
We thank Archer Daniels Midland for its willingness to engage in dialogue with the Political Economy Research Institute, and the Business and Human Rights Resource Center for moderating this dialogue.

We are pleased to learn that ADM, which ranked sixth among polluting corporations in 2002 and second in 2005 is continuing its ten-year plan to reduce emissions.  We look forward to ongoing improvement in performance.

Response to Bayer Group
We thank the Bayer Group for its willingness to engage in dialogue with the Political Economy Research Institute, and the Business and Human Rights Resource Center for moderating this dialogue.

Bayer Group indicates that it no longer owns the H.C. Starck facilities that contributed approximately ten percent of the Bayer Group's toxic score.  The reduction from the reallocation of H.C. Starck facilities is likely to reduce Bayer Group's standing among the Toxic 100 from third to fourth.  

Bayer Group also indicates that the RSEI model assumptions regarding incinerator efficiency in reducing the toxic content of incinerated waste do not accurately reflect the Bayer Group's actual incineration facilities.  Approximately 90 percent of the Bayer Group's toxic score was based on incinerator emissions from wastes transferred for incineration from a facility in Baytown, Texas.  We encourage dialogue between Bayer Group and EPA to improve the characterization of the removal efficiency in the RSEI model.

Response to Dow Chemical 
We thank Dow Chemical for its willingness to engage in dialogue with the Political Economy Research Institute, and the Business and Human Rights Resource Center for moderating this dialogue.

We are pleased to learn that Dow Chemical, which ranks third on the Toxic 100 list of Top Corporate Air Polluters, has been responsive and effective in its effort to reduce toxic air emissions.   PERI looks forward to ongoing improvement in performance.

Response to Eastman Kodak
We thank Eastman Kodak for its willingness to engage in dialogue with the Political Economy Research Institute, and the Business and Human Rights Resource Center for moderating this dialogue.

With respect to the use of “old” data from the year 2005, we use these because they are the most recent data available from the EPA's RSEI project.  Starting with Toxics Release Inventory (TRI) data, the RSEI model adds information on the toxicity of each chemical, its spread through the environment, and the population affected.  We would welcome more frequent and up-to-date publication of RSEI data from EPA.  

For the three chemicals that accounted for more than 90 percent of Kodak's 2005 RSEI score, the most recent TRI data (for 2006—RSEI scores are not yet available) show decreases: from the 510,000 pounds of sulfuric acid released in 2005 to 370,000 pounds in 2006, from the 15,700 pounds of chlorine released in 2005 to 12,394 in 2006, and from 850,000 pounds of hydrochloric acid released in 2005 to 740,000 pounds in 2006.  

Although EPA has not yet released RSEI results for 2006, PERI can provide a rough estimate of the change in Eastman Kodak's RSEI score by calculating the change in the RSEI hazard, or pounds released times toxicity weight for each chemical.  (Hazard provides less information than does Toxic Score because hazard does not include the fate and dispersion or population components.)  The reductions imply a 26 percent reduction in Kodak’s hazard.  

A decrease of 26 percent in Kodak's Toxic Score would still place Eastman Kodak, which ranked fifth in the most recent publication of the Toxic 100, among the Top 10.  Greater emission reductions would be needed to drop Kodak from the top 10 of the Toxic 100.  Changes in Eastman Kodak's performance will be reflected in future publications of the Toxic 100.  

Eastman Kodak indicates that its stack heights are higher than reported in the RSEI database, but the RSEI database indicates that the Kodak facility stack heights are based on company reporting, not industry averages. We encourage Eastman Kodak to approach EPA to improve the accuracy of the RSEI modeling.

Response to General Electric
We thank General Electric for its willingness to engage in dialogue with the Political Economy Research Institute, and the Business and Human Rights Resource Center for moderating this dialogue.

We are pleased to learn that General Electric, which ranked sixth on the Toxic 100 list of Top Corporate Air Polluters, has been responsive and effective in its effort to reduce toxic air emissions.   PERI looks forward to ongoing improvement in performance.

With respect to the use of “old” data from the year 2005, we use these because they are the most recent data available from the EPA's RSEI project.  Starting with Toxics Release Inventory (TRI) data, the RSEI model adds information on the toxicity of each chemical, its spread through the environment, and the population affected.  We would welcome more frequent and up-to-date publication of RSEI data from EPA.  

The US Environmental Protection Agency's Risk Screening Environmental Indicators (RSEI) database is a peer-reviewed, state-of-the-art method for assessing the chronic human health risk posed by industrial toxic releases.  RSEI takes into account the toxicity of the released chemicals, their spread through the environment based on regional, industrial, and facility-specific data, and the population exposed based on U.S. Census data.  In addition to the discussion of the RSEI model at  http://epa.gov/oppt/rsei/faqs.html and more generally at http://www.epa.gov/oppt/rsei/, we encourage users to read our own discussion of the accuracy and potential for improvements of the RSEI data, “How Accurate are the RSEI Data?”, available at http://www.peri.umass.edu/toxic100_how_accurate/ as well as PERI's Technical Notes for the Toxic 100 project at http://www.peri.umass.edu/toxic100_notes/ .

The RSEI data are indeed intended for screening and comparative purposes, and PERI uses this feature of the RSEI data in constructing the Toxic 100.  By using RSEI data, the Toxic 100 allows comparison between the health risks posed by air pollution released by different companies.  RSEI also indicates which facilities and chemicals make the highest contribution to each company's total score.  We view these uses as fully compatible with EPA's intended uses of RSEI data. 

Response to Arcelor Mittal

We thank Arcelor Mittal for its willingness to engage in dialogue with the Political Economy Research Institute, and the Business and Human Rights Resource Center for moderating this dialogue.

We disagree with the response from Arcelor Mittal.  Grouping facilities under the same ownership gives guidance to shareholders and other stakeholders in the organization, for whom gross impact may be a relevant matter concerning environmental and financial sustainability.  Furthermore, identifying very large polluting organizations creates an efficient opportunity for improvement because the number of decision-makers required to make substantial changes is relatively small.

We are pleased to learn that Arcelor Mittal, which ranked seventh on the Toxic 100 list of Top Corporate Air Polluters, has been responsive and effective in its effort to reduce toxic air emissions.   PERI looks forward to ongoing improvement in performance.

Response to U.S. Steel
We thank U.S. Steel for its willingness to engage in dialogue with the Political Economy Research Institute, and the Business and Human Rights Resource Center for moderating this dialogue.

RSEI and the CTIP Toxic 100 examine toxic air releases from TRI-reporting facilities, which include most facilities engaged in manufacturing in the United States, as well as metal mining, electrical power generation, and some chemical warehousing and processing.  The data are an incomplete picture of all air pollution in the United States but they provide an accurate picture of releases of industrial air toxics.  

The releases included in the analysis represent U.S. Steel's self-reported stack and fugitive releases into air, net of waste management.  Based on these releases, U.S. Steel ranked eighth on the Toxic 100.

We inaccurately assigned ownership of Transtar Autobody Technologies to U.S. Steel. The mistaken attribution of that facility had no measurable effect on U.S. Steel's RSEI score, increasing the company score by 0.00 percent.  The attribution of ownership will be corrected in the next revision of the Toxic 100.

Response to ExxonMobil

We thank ExxonMobil for its willingness to engage in dialogue with the Political Economy Research Institute, and the Business and Human Rights Resource Center for moderating this dialogue.

We are pleased to learn that ExxonMobil, which ranked sixth on the Toxic 100 list of Top Corporate Air Polluters, has been responsive and effective in its effort to reduce toxic air emissions.   PERI looks forward to ongoing improvement in performance.

