Firefighting Foam Lawsuits:
Protecting Public Health from
Forever Chemicals

Throughout the 1970s, both military and commercial sources
have made substantial use of aqueous film-forming foam (AFFF),
a powerful fire suppressant. But more lately, worries over its
long-term effects on the environment and people have grown.

According to recent investigations, per- and polyfluoroalkyl
compounds (PFAS) are present in AFFF. These are a collection
of man-made pollutants that are thought to be environmentally
persistent and carcinogenic.

People’s health and well-being have been seriously threatened
by exposure to these “forever chemicals.” This is particularly
valid for the veterans who interacted with AFFF directly or
indirectly. Additionally, it endangers the people and
communities impacted by contaminated water.

This article will examine the current policy debates
surrounding AFFF and its environmental and health
implications.

Gaining Insight 1into Present
Results

In recent years, there has been a notable increase in legal
actions taken against the makers of these chemicals. The AFFF
foam lawsuit aims to hold the manufacturers accountable for
inadequately informing customers about the significant health
risks associated with these toxins.

Several AFFF firefighting litigations have been initiated,
including notable companies including DuPont, 3M, and
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Chemguard Inc. among others.

DuPont became entangled in a prominent settlement case 1in
2017. The company made a payment of $671 million to resolve
numerous protestations claiming it disposed of PFAS in the
rivers of West Virginia.

In 2018, TruLaw reported that 3M settled for $850 million in
response to a lawsuit initiated by the State of Minnesota. The
case contended that Chemicals were discharged into the
environment by 3M’'s manufacturing plants. As a consequence,
potable water sources across the entire state of Minnesota
became contaminated.

In March 2020, DuPont was mandated to provide a monetary
restitution amounting to $40 million to an individual affected
with testicular cancer. The lawsuit alleged a clear and direct
cause-and-effect relationship between the individual'’s
condition and the concentration of PFAS in the adjacent water
source.

Additionally, New Mexico initiated legal action against the
United States Air Force regarding the presence of PFAS
contamination from firefighting foam at Cannon and Holloman
bases. This lawsuit is slated to proceed to trial.
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Molding the Future: Best Practices
and Regulatory Frameworks

On the one hand, laws and legal actions can impose tighter
safety requirements along with safer alternatives. However,
such swift voluntary adjustments might be thwarted by
entrenched industry interests. Analyzing these future
situations can shed light on the levers that might affect
public health and safety regulations.
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Transformation of the Industry and the
Pursuit of Safer Alternatives

Growing public pressure may spur innovations in industry
accountability and public health initiatives. Should
subsequent studies demonstrate a high correlation between AFFF
exposure and danger to humans, this could compel producers to
increase their transparency and allocate funds towards safer
substitutes.

Thorough tracking of exposure effects on communities would be
possible with expanded screening programs and biomonitoring
studies. These have the power to strengthen local advocacy and
guide treatment plans.

Approval processes may be accelerated by regulations like the
new State Fire Marshal certification and testing program in
California. Additionally, the EPA’s review of the new Toxic
Compounds Control Act rules in 2025 could lead to new
government testing and labeling rules for toxins.

Continuing With Our Regular Operations
and Minimal Alterations

On the other hand, results that take well-traveled routes
could dash expectations for radical change. For example, the
EPA’s present position indicates a reluctance to embrace
outright bans by permitting the ongoing use of the current
AFFF supply under specific conditions.

Leading foam producers argue that substitutes fall short of
important performance standards; skewing policy
recommendations in favor of maintaining the current AFFF
market.

Similar arguments weaken stricter air and water quality
regulations surrounding military installations and chemical
facilities. Legal precedent hasn’t yet made a clear way for
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the corporate responsibility, environmental cleanup, and
health monitoring programs that communities require.

A Shared Commitment: The Path to
Better Health in the Future

Significant public health concerns necessitate a collaborative
effort from various stakeholders. Residents, researchers, and
regulatory bodies all hold crucial roles in driving positive
change.

Community Engagement and Advocacy

Individual community members, while seemingly wielding limited
influence, possess a collective voice that can demand
accountability from corporations. Public pressure serves as a
powerful tool in prompting responsible action from industry
leaders.

The Role of Research and Data Analysis

Researchers and public agency experts play a vital role in
objectively evaluating available data. Their impartial
analysis establishes sound safety standards that safeguard
public health.

Industry Responsibility and Transparency

Society expects industry leaders to demonstrate a genuine
commitment to eliminating harmful chemicals, prioritizing
public health over short-term profit margins. Proactive
investment in the development of safer alternatives and
transparent communication regarding emerging concerns are
paramount for rebuilding trust.

The opportunity remains for manufacturers to demonstrate
social responsibility and prioritize the well-being of the



communities they serve.



