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Attack on cancer risk embarrasses Du Pont

ck Edmonds
ey Staff Wnier

WILMINGTON — jt has been some

ne, nearly three years, since any-
1e publicly accused the Du Pont Co.

being an environmental criminal,
1t last week the company was faced
ith a forceful new attack on that

d theme.

The forum was the opinion section
[last Sunday's Washington Post; the
_ua_.w.m — that for 35 years, Du Pont
nowingly’ “subjected workers to
eta-mapthylamine and benzidine,
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Cancer risk
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embarrasses

d\va.:ﬂ hemicals with tent
§A N chemicals wi a potent cancer-caus-
ing effect.

Barry Castleman, a chemical engi-
neer and consultant who ofien works
with the Environmental Defense
Fund in Washingion, wrote thal the
company has recently been trying lo
put “sanctimonious varnish over
criminal business conduct.” His arti-
cle accused Du Pont of keeping find-

ings about the dangers of the sub-,

stances from the public and its own

employes, of whom by current
count have contracted bladder cap-

Cers.
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tional employes may contract blad.

Reaction from the eighth fioor of
Du Pont’s headquariers here, where
its large public affairs department is
based, was muted. By weck's end,
there had been no threats of lawsuits
or demands for retractions.

But the company did issue a six-
page question-and-answer handout
on the two chemicals, describing
Castleman’s article as slanled, disput-
ing him on some facts, and suggest-
ing that he had doctorcd the grim
history of the episode the bettef to.
flay at big busihess. .

According 10 Du Pont's own ac-

-~

count, the cancer<ausing potential
of the two chemicals, used as inter-
mediates in the manufacture of dyes,
was recognized by company doctors
as early as 1935; efforts were made to
isolate workers from contact with
beta and benzidine, and the company
finally abandoned the manufacture
of both products and came clean
about the resulting health disaster,
when the cancer Jink was scientfi-
cally proven, .

The company accepts “full respon-
sibility” for the cancer and “has paid
out some $5.5 millioh in compensa.
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S compen-

“As it is, with workman'

uon to affected employes and their
families,” according to last week’s
statement. And il made its data avail-
able at a Department of Labor hear-
ing on carcinogens 1n 1973 and at a
similar congressional hearing 1o
1976.

All this said, the beta and benzi-
dine episode remains en embarrass-
ment 10 a company thot boasts of
safety consciousness and maintains
an elaborate facility (lbe Haskeld
Laboraiories) to .est chemicals for

(Se¢eDUPONT o0 78)

'S a hice

‘s habilaty 1s lim-
, but it doesn't apply

It's a no-fault system that
faith attempt 1o keep

here.”

ited ...
assumes a good-
the workplace safe. That

“assumption

sation, the company



4 Sundey, July 15, 1979

THE WASHINGTON POST

y Barry 1. Castleman

N HE “Five-Part Quiz on Co

L rate Ethics” offered to ors
Outlook two weeks ago by the Du-

mt public affairs office contended

at critics of business morality have

ilad to .:glpreciato the complexities
the ethical problems that face

winess executives. A fuller under-

mding of such issues, the article

geoiited, would vindicate the ac-

s of DuPant, for one.

At lsast one of the examples cited
this article deserves further dis-
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- DuPont’s Record
In Business Ethics:
Another View

A few yoars later Hueper was
working for DuPont Comw , and
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the work was not his after all. “By
then, I knew my days at DuPont
wers counted,” Hueper told me.
‘The scientific report was publishsd
in 1938, around the time Hueper
Ift DuPont After that time,

toxicological

the occurrence of occupational
cnacers among their employes or of

emvironmental cencers among the
consumers of their products made a
matter of public records. Such pub-
licity might reflsct unfavorably

n their business activities and
oblige them to undertake extensive
and expensive technical and sani-
tary changes in their production
methods and in the types of pro-
ducts manufactured. There is,
moreover, the distinet possibility of

involved in compensation
suits with extravagant financial
clalms by the injured parties. It is,

therefore, not an uncommon prac-
tios that some pressure is exerted
by the parties financially interested
in such matters to keep information
on the occurrence of industrial
m‘:“" m‘fl eallod

paper, Hueper upon
Industrty to find substitutes for
carcinogenic substances such as sec-
ondary aromatic amines and asbes-
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bladder cancer in his factories could
be laid at the door of Beta, whose
use he said was being abandoned.

In the early months of 1549 the
medical officer to the Imperial
Chemical Industriee Dyestuffs Divi-
g e Dt

t. This man, ta
Qr.MichufWilliamp,wmweompa-
nisd by another British researcher,
and they were shown around by the

madical director who had

companion in the back of the cs
had his eyes closed, and seid to th
DuPont doctor, “Look, you are
<company man, and I am a compan
man, and Dr. So-and-So is aslees
Can you explain to me why, after th
and 80 on that you hav

_shown to us today, you are so certai

thet benzidine is not causing any ¢
the trouble?” d
He got the reply, witnessed by th
other Briton, who was in fact nc
asleep but thinking, “We here kno
very well that benzidine is causin
bladder cancer, but it is compan
policy to incriminate only the an
substance, Beta-naphthylamine ™
Dr. Williams had only recent
joined the giant Imperial Chemie
firm, where he later became know
#8 an ardent campaigner against o«

1 development . ¢
canoer, it is obvious that this contir
uing epidemic of cancer was bot
fareseen and preventahle,

possibility that most peopls in bus
ness have pretty much the sam
base of values as most of their eriti
« « <" L could well imagine Dz. Hue
ar’tnacﬁontothosqsxutiontha

he was the moral equivalent of it
DuPont ves and their med
dl!ocllhdthmckinlm,the
lm-b\uimwhomdnz
thousand dollars on industrial I
Mg:r;ﬂedttthn
suppressing esadly tru
bmnthﬁrwurhgn,withtheir“ﬂc
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