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DuPont Penalized for
Violating Worker
Protection Standard rule
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Eric V. Schaeffer
Director, Office of
Regulatory Enforcement
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See Page 2 for useful EPA
Websites and additional
resources.
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harm to human health and the environment, stating that “[a]ctions like those
taken by Respondent in this case -shipping pesticides with labels found
by the Agency to contain serious errors
after being expressly told not to do so - interfere with the Agency’s ability to
carry out its statutory mandate to protect human health and the environment
and thus present a clear threat to the
FIFRA regulatory scheme.” DuPont’s
actions “created the potential for serious or widespread harm to human
health and the environment by preventing achievement of the basic goals of
the WPS and FIFRA,” Kuhlmann added.
In addition to the record penalty, this
was the first case to be tried under the
WPS rule. When publishing the rule,
EPA estimated that tens of thousands
of agricultural workers were experiencing acute illness and injuries each year
as the result of occupational exposures
to pesticides. The Agency estimates that
more than 3.5 million farmworkers and
other pesticide handlers should be receiving protection today because of the
WPS rule.
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This is the first court decision involving
the new FIFRA Worker Protection
Standard rule.
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•

•

Citing Johnson-Pacific and Sav-Mart,
Judge Kuhlmann noted in his decision
that FIFRA penalties are designed to
“deter future violations” and that such
deterrence includes “recovery of
economic benefit” to take “away the
economic incentive to violate the law.”
Judge Kuhlmann concluded that
DuPont’s defiance of EPA orders, the
harm to the EPA’s regulatory program
and the $9.4 million profit enjoyed by
DuPont were reasonable bases for his
sweeping decision.

For more information contact:
Mark Garvey, (202) 564-4168 or
Robert Darnell, (202) 564-4176.

EPA’s Audit Policy
EPA’s Audit Policy reduces
and, in some cases, eliminates

penalties for companies that
voluntarily disclose and
correct violations of federal
law. For more information
about the Audit Policy, see
EPA’s Audit Policy Website at:
http://www.epa.gov/oeca/
auditpol.html.
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Useful Websites
EPA HOMEPAGE
http://www.epa.gov/epahome
OFFICE OF ENFORCEMENT AND
COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE (OECA)
http://www.epa.gov/oeca/index.html
OFFICE OF REGULATORY
ENFORCEMENT (ORE)
http://www.epa.gov/oeca/ore.html
ORE’S OFFICE OF TOXICS &
PESTICIDES ENFORCEMENT
DIVISION
http://www.epa.gov/oeca/ore/tped/
OFFICE OF PESTICIDES,
PREVENTION AND TOXIC
SUBSTANCES (OPPT)
http://www.epa.gov/internet/oppts/
OPPT’S OFFICE OF PESTICIDE
PROGRAMS
http://www.epa.gov/pesticides/
OPPT’S PESTICIDE APPLICATOR
AND WORKER SAFETY
HOMEPAGE: http://www.epa.gov/
oppfead1/work_saf/
NATIONAL AGRICULTURE
COMPLIANCE ASSISTANCE
CENTER
http://www.ine.gov/oeca/aghmpg.html
NATIONAL CENTER FOR
ENVIRONMENTAL PUBLICATIONS
AND INFORMATION (NCEPI)
CATALOG:
http://www.epa.gov/ncepihom/
catalog.html
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