Hazardous Products, Without Warnings? DuPont was one of four companies that were sued by
13 workers injured in a fire at the Malden Mills factory, Lawrence, Massachusetts. The blaze,
which swept through the Malden Mills complex on December 11, 1995 leveled four buildings,
and injured more than 30 people. It was one of the largest industrial fires in history. DuPont
supplied material that fire investigators believe may have sparked the inferno. The case was
settled December 13, 1999 for an unspecified amount.”*

Leak Not Reported to Emergency Services: In October 2004, four contract employees were
treated after a faulty pipe at DuPont Titanium Technologies in DeLisle, Mississippi released a
chlorine cloud. According to emergency responders the cloud covered an area of about 200 feet,
causing breathing difficulty and nausea for the four workers and required the plant to shelter the
rest of the employees onsite. The leak occurred in a pipe that routes waste chlorine back into a
line to be reused by the plant.*

The local fire coordinator was upset that plant officials did not report the release and injuries to

him until an hour after the four were transported to the hospital by American Medical Response.
. . . . 2

Better communication, he said, would have made the whole thing a "non-news event."”

Catastrophes with a Lasting Environmental Footprint

DuPont’s bragging—including bragging about a heritage of scientific breakthroughs and
decreasing toxic releases into the environment—really comes down to “greenwash.”

Greenwash: “Disinformation disseminated by an organization so as to present an
environmentally responsible public image,” much like whitewash (Concise Oxford
English Dictionary.)

After years of negative criticism over its environmental practices—in 1992, USA Today named
DuPont among the top 15 “toxic offenders”—DuPont began to talk the talk. DuPont changed its
slogan from “Better Things for Better Living” to “The Miracles of Science” in 1999 to portray its
new desired image of being environmentally responsible. During the same period, many other
companies altered their rhetoric to be appealing to the socially conscious. The top corporate
offenders decreased reported toxic releases by high percentages. DuPont reduced its emissions
by 73 percent from 1991 to 1996.” Even then, DuPont made the second-to-last percentage
decrease out of the seven companies that made the most change, according to an EPA study.

When the headline reads, “DuPont makes $12.5m in donations in Rhode Island lead case,”**
DuPont reads as a hero and a responsible corporate citizen, but in reality the donations are a

* Associated Press. December 14, 1999. Workers settle suit in Malden Mills fire.

** Harman, Greg and Fitzgerald, Robin. October 23, 2004. Biloxi Sun Herald (Mississippie). DuPont leak stirs
concern near DeLisle; 4 treated.

% Harman and Fitzgerald, Id.

*7 Environmental Protection Agency. April 18, 2000. Assessments of the Incentives Created by Public Disclosure of
Off-site Consequence Analysis Information for Reduction in the Risk of Accidental Releases.

8 Ford, Brian. July 1, 2005. “DuPont makes 12.5m in donations in Rhode Island lead case.” Chemical News &
Intelligence.
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public relations ploy, and another form of greenwashing. DuPont has settled out of a case that
could have implicated the company for the continuous sale and marketing of a toxic product—in
this case, lead-based paint—which it knew harms humans. In another recent case, under a
settlement with the state, DuPont gave land to New Jersey. The company only donated as much
as it had contaminated and some of the land included the groundwater contamination the
company had caused. These types of “donations” offer DuPont “a chance to avoid litigation and
to tout its concern for the environment,” as an Associate Press journalist wrote.”’

DuPont’s greenwashing also comes in the form of rhetoric for “sustainable growth,” an approach
CEO Chad Holliday says should “promote and sustain economic prosperity, social equity, and
environmental integrity.”** However, DuPont’s new and expanding environmental footprint has
cost people jobs in struggling communities. When Luigino’s, a food processing company, did
not open a plant that would have hired 600 workers near DuPont’s Parkersburg, West Virginia
Teflon facility, it cited the reason: “Luigino’s would have been using hundreds of thousands of
gallons of potentially contaminated water each day for the production of frozen food.”!
Likewise, in an economically downtrodden, North Carolina town, where 2,000 skilled jobs were
just lost, DuPont does not want to clean up the contamination caused by its former X-ray film
plant to make the land developable for other businesses. DuPont is requesting immunity, which
is currently against state law. 32

Business growth, according to DuPont, includes creating “shareholder and societal value.”
However, this policy must have been lost on the company when it accrued $1.9 billion in legal
battles that lasted over 10 years around crop destruction and birth defects allegedly caused by the
company’s fungicide Benlate (see p. 20). A legal battle, possibly just as costly, may be
mounting through the equally-scandalous controversy over the Teflon-chemical,
perfluorooctanoic acid (see p. 22).

DuPont has a long history of causing catastrophes with a lasting environmental footprint. Some
problems take years to emerge. Continual denial of responsibility and greenwashing, may
contribute to a repeat of history.

Toxic Products: DuPont Causes Lead Poisoning for Over 50 Years

Continuous use and marketing of toxic lead in paint and as a gas additive, called tetracthyl lead
(TEL), has emerged as one of DuPont and the paint industry’s earliest cover ups. Industry
research from the 1920s that showed lead levels in humans were normal and harmless was
revealed as deceptive in the 1960s.> Industry ignored other studies that demonstrated lead from

2 Mulvihill, Geoff. July 11, 2005. “DuPont to preserve 1,900 acres in deal with NJ.”" The Associated Press State &
Local Wire.

2 DyPont Sustainable Growth 2001 Progress Report. www.DuPont.com

3! Hunt, Spencer. May 22, 2005. C8 Concerns; Food-maker sues W.VA. over spoiled plant deal. Columbus Dispatch
(Ohio).

32 Rawlins, Wade. June 19, 2005. Deal could revive DuPont site; Swiss firm may reopen plant. But taxpayers might
end up paying for pollution cleanup. The News & Observer (Raleigh, N.C).

33 Kovarik, William. 1994. Charles F. Kettering and the 1921 Discovery of Tetraethyl Lead In the Context of
Technological Alternatives. Originally presented to the Society of Automotive Engineers, 1994. At:
www.radford.edu/~wkovarik/papers/kettering2.html.
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flaking paint had serious effects on children, including brain damage and death. The New York
Times reported in the 1920s, that more than 300 workers at DuPont's lead plant were poisoned
by tetracthyl lead. “DuPont workers dubbed its Deepwater, New Jersey plant ‘The House of
Butterflies’ because so many workers had hallucinations of insects.”* And between 1923 and
1925, eight DuPont workers died from lead poisoning.”

News reports and warnings—such as one sent to Pierre S. DuPont describing TEL as “a creeping
and malicious poison”—fueled a large well-crafted ad campaign by the industry.’® DuPont
began marketing TEL itself in 1948." 1t continued to make both TEL and lead-based paints up
until the 1970s and 1980s when lead was banned and phased out of use in both paint and
gasoline in the U.S.

Prior to the lead phase out, the EPA estimated that as many as 5,000 Americans died annually
from lead-related heart disease.>® After the phase out, the mean blood-lead level of the American
population has declined more than 75 percent, demonstrating that lead levels were not normal.
However, the prolonged sale and use of lead has had its lasting effects.

Lead-based paint can still be found in older homes, often in poor, older neighborhoods. In
Rhode Island, 80 percent of private homes and public buildings still have lead-based paint. And
in 1999,* 14 percent of Rhode Island children were poisoned with lead, contributing to
behavioral problems and brain damage.* The presence of lead-based paint has become a public
nuisance for Rhode Island as well as for other states.

DuPont gave $12 million to lead-based abatement organizations as a deal to get out of the Rhode
Island case against it and other companies.*’ But one case brought by a Wisconsin youth with
mild-retardation still stands. One Wisconsin judge summed up the lead industry’s cover up, now
that it is faced with numerous lawsuits, when he stated that manufacturers “are essentially
arguin;g2 that their negligent conduct should be excused because they got away with it for too
long.”

34 Environmental Research Foundation. March 27, 1997. History of Precaution Pt. 1. Rachel’s Environment and
Health Weekly #539. At: www.monitor.net/rachel/r539.html. Originally in Silas Bent, "Tetraethyl Lead Fatal to
Makers," The New York Times, June 22, 1925.

35 Kovarik, William. 1994. Charles F. Kettering and the 1921 Discovery of Tetraethyl Lead In the Context of
Technological Alternatives. Originally presented to the Society of Automotive Engineers, 1994. At:
www.radford.edu/~wkovarik/papers/kettering2 html.

3¢ Kovarik, William, and Hermes, Matthew E. Fuels and Society B: 4. TEL Toxicity. Kennessaw State University.
At: www.chemcases.com/tel/tel-17.htm. Also see: Kovarik, William. 2003. “Ethyl: The 1920s Environmental
Conflict Over Leaded Gasoline and Alternative Fuels.” Paper to the American Society for Environmental History,
Annual Conference, March 26-30, 2003. Providence, R.1.

*7 www.heritage.dupont.com

*¥ Kitman, Jamie Lincoln. March 20, 2000. The Secret History of Lead: Special Report. The Nation.

% Lewis, Richard. October 30, 2002. Foreman: Jury could not agree on lead paint's threat. The Associated Press
State & Local Wire.

* Lord, Peter B. March 21, 2005. R.1. lawsuit against lead-paint makers postponed 5 months. The Providence
Journal (Rhode Island). And, Forliti, Amy. June 19, 2003. R.1. to Retry Lead Paint Suit on April 5. Associated Press
Online.

*! Chemical Week. July 13, 2005. DuPont to Pay $ 12 Million to Settle Lead Paint Suit.

“ Ross, JR. July 15, 2005. Court allows teen to sue lead paint manufacturers for his injuries. The Associated Press
State & Local Wire.
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Secret is Out: 40 Years Later Downwinders have Cancer

During the Cold War era, DuPont operated a nuclear plant in central Washington. Forty years
later, workers and local residents learned they had been exposed to radioactive emissions.
Children who had resided downwind from the plant have recently been awarded damages
because they developed thyroid cancer as adults.

The Hanford facility, which DuPont helped build and operated from 1942 to 1946, converted
uranium into plutonium for the core of nuclear bombs, such as the bomb dropped on Nagasaki,
Japan.¥ Little was known about the Hanford site or its radioactive emissions until the
Department of Energy released thousands of documents in 1986. This was the first time the
public learned that radioactivity had been secretly released into the air and water. Included in the
releases was radioactive iodine, I-131, which is linked to increased risks of thyroid disease and
thyroid cancer.*

Some 14,000 downwinders—people who were born and raised under the prevailing winds that
carried clouds of radiation—are believed to be at risk.** Thousands of downwinders have filed
multiple suits against DuPont. Each case has included different claimants with leukemia or
thyroid, stomach and colon cancer. Several cases have been dismissed. Some residents have
received jury awards, like Mr. Stanton, a 60-year old with thyroid cancer. He summarized the
issue in a Seattle Times article when he said, "...1 think the principle of the thing is probably
more important: that government and big business need to be more careful what they put out in
the atmosphere that could hurt people.™

Superfund Sites

DuPont has 20 Superfund sites. Superfund47 sites are the nation’s worst toxic waste sites,
contaminated by improper handling of waste and toxic materials, often spanning many decades.*®
Superfund sites undergo extensive evaluation to determine the posed risk and are then
remediated. Sites that put people most at risk are placed on the National Priority List (NPL) and
become eligible for long-term remedial action.

Two DuPont sites are currently on the NPL. Two DuPont sites have been taken off the NPL.*
Many of the sites are former landfills and closed DuPont plants, but they may also include sites
where hazardous materials have spilled and were then contained.

# Viele, Lawrence. July 12, 2000. DuPont, nuclear contractors sued for $100 billion. Pittsburgh Post-Gazette.
“ Cornwall, Warren. May 20, 2005. Hanford likely caused cancer downwind, jury decides. The Seattle Times.
* Ashton, Linda. September 2, 1999. Judge limits claims in second downwinders lawsuit. The Associated Press
State & Local Wire.

46 Comnwall, Warren. May 20, 2005. Hanford likely caused cancer downwind, jury decides. The Seattle Times.
* Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980

¥ Environmental Defense Fund. www.Scorecard.org

4 Environmental Protection Agency. Superfund Information System at www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/cursites/
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One of the Nation’s Most Hazardous Sites: Newport, Delaware

DuPont’s environmental footprint has been left in the form of 120-acres of landfill in Newport,
Delaware, which EPA designated as a National Priority under the Superfund program.”’ During
DuPont’s 1929 to 1979 production years, the company dumped metals such as lead, cadmium,
zinc, barium, mercury, and copper into two landfills and one wetland. After 15 years, the EPA
and DuPont continue to remediate the site’s soil and groundwater.

The site potentially threatens between 5,001 and 10,000 people who live within one mile of the
site.’’ Those who once drank from wells placed within a 3-mile radius of the site may be
especially threatened with organ damage, respiratory problems or cancer, which develop after
long-term exposure to metals.’> Water from the groundwater sources has since been banned.
Now residents receive water from a DuPont-built line. DuPont also had to remove
approximately 10,000 yards of wetland sediments (EPA), and cap both landfills— a $37 million
investment. But the land is still off-limits for future development.

Cleanup Sites

Numerous other contaminated sites are not listed under the Superfund program. Sites requiring
remediation can include brownfields, nonhazardous waste disposal facilities, and sites included
under a state program. DuPont clean up sites (some that have been subject to litigation) include
the following.

o More Newport pollution: DuPont is also paying for another site contaminated on the
west side of Newport. The company is splitting a $52 million bill to clean up hazardous
waste with creosote, which may increase the risk of skin, scrotum and lung cancer for
potential workers and 3,500 people who live within a mile of the property. The EPA
wants the waste excavated, put in a pile and contained. In a cost cutting measure, DuPont
wants to leave the chemicals in the Hershey Run brook and wait for it to breakdown.
However, the EPA remedial project manager pointed out, “When you're getting tens of
thousands 5c;f parts per billion, it’s so acutely toxic there isn’t any chance for degradation
to occur.”

o Lead in the soil and groundwater: In Washburn, Wisconsin, the EPA is testing to
determine if the defunct DuPont site should be on the National Priority List (as of 2003).
Dugont manufactured explosives from 1905-1971, and now they are paying for its clean
up.

50 Montgomery, Jeff. May 28, 2002. Superfund site work nearly done. The News Journal (Wilmington, DE).
5_’ EPA Superfund Information System, www.epa.gov/reg3hwmd/npl/DED980555122.htm

52 Montgomery, Jeff. May 28, 2002. Superfund site work nearly done. The News Journal (Wilmington, DE).
53 Montgomery, Jeff. October 7, 2004. EPA proposes $52 million cleanup of Newport site. The News Journal
(Wilmington, DE)

> Environmental Protection Agency. 2003. DuPont Barksdale Explosives Plant Site. At:
www.epa.gov/Tegion5/sites/dupont/index.htm
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o Asbestos, dioxins and cyanide liquids: DuPont is one responsible party cleaning up a
former drum reconditioning plant that sparked a fire in 1994 in New J. ersey.”

e First clean up was not enough: Contaminants at a Buffalo, New York site re-emerged
after the site was declared clean in 1992. DuPont is paying $1.7 million for additional
clean up that began in 2002.°°

o Lasting Legacy at Calumet Grand River: Arsenic, lead, chromium, antimony, zinc and
acid contaminated the area around DuPont’s Chicago plant. In 1997, DuPont began to
assess and then clean contaminants from past manufacturing. EPA was concerned about
the hazardous chemicals in the 470-acre site’s groundwater, sediment, nearby wetlands
and Grand Calumet River. In 2002, DuPont agreed to pay $10.5 for more clean up of the
river as part of a $56 million settlement between DuPont, seven other companies and
Indiana state agencies. Studies have shown the releases contaminated the river's water
and streambed, affecting migratory birds, fish, invertebrates and aquatic insects.”’

e $2.3 million fine for a Clean Air Violation in New Johnsonville, Tennessee: In the
EPA and the Department of Justice’s complaint, *'...the United States alleges
that...DuPont failed to perform the required testing, reporting, recordkeeping, and repairs
pursuant to enforcing recycling, emissions and reduction requirements involving ozone
protection. As a result, nearly 9,000 pounds of refrigerant leaked into the atmosphere.
The leaking of refrigerant from the IPRs and the comfort cooling appliances at DuPont's
facility results in the depletion of the stratospheric ozone layer which causes an increased
exposure to the sun's harmful rays. The harmful ultraviolet rays can cause skin cancer.”®

Public Health in Pompton Lakes, New Jersey: Residents who live near a closed Munitions
plant in Pompton Lakes, New Jersey filed a lawsuit against DuPont six years ago for lead,
mercury, arsenic and chemical solvent contamination from the plant. DuPont acknowledged
“polluting the groundwater under the 600-acre site and an adjoining neighborhood, as well as
tainting a nearby river and scores of backyards along the Acid Brook, which flows about two
miles from the plant site to a lake, Pompton Lake. But the company said the well met
drinking water standards.”"

In 1997, DuPont settled with more than 400 residents for $38.5 million.? And, in 2003,
DuPont agreed to provide lifetime medical monitoring for 1,500 current and former
residents, and allow 166 of the sickest to argue for monetary damages in front of an arbiter.’
In each case, DuPont claimed no wrongdoing.

1 Hanley, Robert. June 8, 2002. Three Women Awarded $380,000 for Illnesses Linked to DuPent Plant. The New York Times

2 Hughes, Jennifer V. March 23, 2003. DuPont settlement taking shape; Former, present Pompton Lakes residents affected, The Record
(Bergen County, NJ)

3 Associated Press. June 21. 2003. DuPont settles pollution case with Pompton Lakes residents.

5% Johnson, Jim. February 2, 2004. Firms agree to N.J. site cleanup. Waste News.

% Hughes, Diane E. August 3, 2002. New cleanup begins at DuPont site. Buffalo News (New York).

57 Hazardous Waste Superfund Report. September 20, 2004. Eight firms will pay $60 mullion for

restoration effort in Indiana. No. 32, Vol. 26; Pg. 312

5% Department of Justice and Environmental Protection Agency. May 2, 2005. U.S. Announces Clean Air Act
Settlement with DuPont in New Johnsonville, Tennessee. At: http://www.epa.gov/ozone/enforce/
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Largest Producer of Dioxins

DuPont is the country’s largest dioxin and dioxin-like compounds producer. The company’s
three US titanium dioxide, or TiO2, facilities top the list for disposal and release of dioxins
among all US companies, according to the EPA Toxic Release Inventory (TRI) (see Top Ten
chart). DuPont’s unique process of heating and combing titanium ore with chlorine to make
TiO2, a white pigment used in almost any product that is white—like toothpaste and the filling in
Oreo cookies—produces dioxins as waste.”’

Top Ten Chemical Facilities Disposing Dioxin and Dioxin-like
Compounds On-site and Off-site (in grams), U.S. 2003

Total Disposal
and other Releases
Ranked Facility (in grams)t
1. DuPont Edge Moor 41,097.7
2. DuPont DeLisle Plant 15,045.1
3. DuPont Johnsonville Plant 1,601.7
4. Kerr-McGee Chemical LLC 298.2
5. Millennium Inorganic Chemicals 100.5
6. Millennium Inorganic Chemicals 42.9
7. Eastman Chemical Co., Tennessee 10.3
8. PCS Nitrogen Fertilizer LP 4.1
9. DuPont Victoria Plant 1.8
10. BASF Corp. 1.4

Source: Environmental Protection Agency Total Release Inventory
+ Rounded to the nearest tenth of a gram

Edge Moor, Delaware
According to the most recent
EPA statistics, the Edge Moor
plant disposed 0f 41,097 grams of
dioxin-laden waste in 2003,
which has gone into a unique off-
site landfill owned by DuPont
located on Cherry Island. Edge
Moor TiO2 waste, often called
Iron Rich has accumulated into a
500,000-ton pile in what
Wilmington, Delaware residents

Dioxin is the common name used to refer to the chemical
2.3,7,8-tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin or TCDD. Several
hundred compounds that have similar structures and
activity as dioxin are often commonly referred to as
dioxin-like compounds or "dioxins." They include the
polychlorinated dibenzodioxins (PCDDs), polychlorinated
dibenzofurans (PCDFs) and some polychlorinated
biphenyls (PCBs). TCDD is ranked as one of the worst
compounds to ecosystems and human health. It is also a
recognized carcinogen and developmental toxicant, and is
bio-accumulative. Other dioxins range in toxicity.
Sources: Scorecard.org, Cfsan.fda.gov and
www.nichs.nih.gov

%9 LaFontaine, Ryan. August 15, 2005. 'Deathblow’ for DuPont; Court's ruling damages company's case, Biloxi Sun
Herald (Mississippi). And, Montgomery, Jeff. July 17, 2005. It's toxic, but DuPont wants it near homes; Capping
waste pile at Edge Moor costs $5 million; moving it would cost $380 million. The News Journal (Wilmington, DE).
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