Response to Eastman Kodak from Political Economy Research Institute

25 May 2006

Eastman Kodak responded to its ranking on the “Toxic 100” list prepared by the Political Economy Research Institute (PERI), University of Massachusetts, with a statement on 22 May 2006, available here:

http://www.reports-and-materials.org/Kodak-response-to-PERI-air-pollution-list-22-May-2006.doc 
The “Toxic 100” list and related materials are available at:

http://www.umass.edu/peri/programs/development/toxic100table.htm 

Below is PERI’s rejoinder to Eastman Kodak’s 22 May statement.

“We thank Eastman Kodak 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.

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.umass.edu/peri/programs/development/ctip.htm as well as PERI's Technical Notes for the Toxic 100 project at http://www.umass.edu/peri/programs/development/toxic100notes.htm.

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. Of course, the resulting rankings are only as good as the underlying data, which are the best currently available. We applaud efforts by companies and by the EPA to improve the quality of these data.

With respect to the use of 'old' data for the year 2002, 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.

Company concerns about the timeliness of the data also underscore the importance of maintaining the quality and frequency of the Toxics Release Inventory data.  The EPA is considering rule changes that would reduce the frequency of TRI reporting from annual to biannual and would increase the threshold quantities of chemical releases required to trigger reporting.  These rule changes would force environmental analysts to rely on less precise estimates and older data to describe corporate environmental performance, which will reduce the quality of information available to private and public decisionmakers.  PERI encourages citizens and companies who want to see decisions made on the basis of the best possible information to contact EPA to support maintaining and improving the timeliness and quality of information available to the public. Visit ombwatch.org, especially http://www.ombwatch.org/article/archive/97 for more details on whom to contact.
TRI data are now available through 2004.  The top three air self-reported air releases for 2002 that have placed Eastman Kodak at number five on the Toxic 100 list of Top Corporate Air Polluters are 540,054 pounds of sulfuric acid, 30,800 pounds of chlorine, and 1,400,510 pounds of hydrochloric acid from the Kodak Park facility in Rochester, New York.  EPA's toxicity weights for these chemicals, which express their toxicity relative to methanol (toxicity weight = 1), are 1,800 for sulfuric acid, 9,000 for chlorine, and 90 for hydrochloric acid.  These three account for 95 percent of the Eastman Kodak's 2002 toxic score.  

The most recent (2004) data on air releases from the Kodak Park Facility, without the full RSEI modeling, are available from EPA and from RTKnet.org; see

http://www.rtknet.org/new/tri/fac.php?reptype=f&database=tri&facility_name=&facility_id=14652STMNK1669L&city=&state=&reporting_year=2004&first_year_range=&last_year_range=&detail=3&dbtype=C&sortp=D&datype=T&email=&esubj=
The 2004 data show 520,038 pounds of air-released sulfuric acid, 17,100 of air-released chlorine, and 980,410 pounds of air-released hydrochloric acid. These reductions will lower Eastman Kodak's Toxic Score for 2004.

Although EPA has not yet released RSEI results for 2004, PERI can provide a rough estimate of the change in Eastman Kodak's Toxic Score by calculating Hazard, the pounds released times their toxicity weights.  (Hazard provides less information than does Toxic Score because the hazard measure does not include the fate and dispersion or population components.)  For Kodak, the Hazard in 2002 and 2004 for the three chemicals mentioned above are:

2002 Hazard: (540054 * 1800) + (30800 * 9000) + (1400510 * 90) = 1,375,343,100

2004 Hazard: (520038 * 1800) + (17100 * 9000) + (980410 * 90)   = 1,178,205,300

Kodak's decrease in Hazard from 2002, the most recent year of RSEI data available, to 2004, the most recent year of TRI data available, is approximately 14 percent.  A decrease of 14 percent in Kodak's Toxic Score would still place Eastman Kodak among the Top 10 on the current Toxic 100.  Greater emission reductions would be needed to drop Kodak from the top 10 of the Toxic 100.”
