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Forty-six commercial sterilizers were identified by EPA as contributing to elevated excess cancer risks or were
identified by UCS as located within 10 miles of at least one other commercial sterilizer.

SOURCES: ECHO, n.d.; EPA 2022c.

NOTES

2 EtO emissions from these facilities contribute to a maximum excess cancer risk level that exceeds the EPA’s
threshold of 100 cancer cases per 1 million people. This is equivalent to one additional cancer case per 10,000
people.

bThe EPA’s excess cancer risk values assume that a person breathes air containing EtO at the expected level for 24
hours a day for 70 years. This risk level does not include cancer risks from other causes.

¢These are commercial sterilizers located within 10 miles of one or more other commercial sterilizers.
Communities in sterilizer hotspots may be located within five miles of two or more commercial sterilizers.

4 These are commercial sterilizers that have been found to be in noncompliance with the Clean Air Act at least
once in the last 12 quarters and/or been subject to informal and/or formal enforcement actions at least once in
the last five years.



