How demand is building for
Green Chemistry solutions
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Increasing public awareness of
toxic chemicals exposure

Body burden monitoring WWF-UK and Greenpeace

A Why are non-stick
chemicals In our
babies?

AfEvery singl e samg
mother or baby blood
tested positive for an
array of chemicals linked
to birth defects to certain
types of cancer. o

A http://iwww.wwf.org.uk/chemi
cals/biotourbaby.asp




COMITE PERMANENT DES MEDECINS EUROPEENS

STANDING COMMITTEE OF EUROPEAN DOCTORS ')
Y

A It has now been scientifically
demonstrated that there Is indeed a link
between chemical products and the
appearance of diseases, such as cancers,
Infertility, degenerative diseases of the

central nervous system and allergies
AAdopted Brussels, 3 September 2005



Chemical Home: Key campaign tool
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To raise concern on harmful
chemicals in consumer THE CHEMICAL HOUSE _ JSEARCH ™ GO! |
products

To encourage companies to
commit to substitution using
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Call for chemicals policy reform
with a focus on safer substitution

OWher e c¢hemi
found In elevated
concentrations In
biological fluids such
as breast milk, they
should be removed
from the market

| mmedi at el y.

UK Royal Commission on
Environmental Pollution
(2003)




A REACH i taking safer alternatives into account

A fiThe considerable inherent uncertainty in our
understanding of the way that chemicals interact
with the environment means that there will continue
to be a risk of serious eff.
precautionary approach to chemicals management,

and this Is best implemented through
substitution. o
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MARKS & «
SPENCER @

Marks & Spencer, Boots

AARREACH needs to be seen
chemicals of very high ¢
an automatic legal requirements that all

authorised substances be substituted.

A It could also contribute substantially to creating a
culture of innovation in the chemical industry
forcing it to look for new chemicals, better
environmentally, soci all

A Other companies statements in What we need from REACH.
www.chemsec.org
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Chemicals policy reform in US
and Canada gaining steam

A US Toxic Substances
Control Act and Canadian INTEGRATED
Environmental Protection CHEMICALS POLICY

Seekrng New Divection in Chemicals Mar. dg ment

Act under current scrutiny NN
viz a viz REACH e <l

A All groups demanding full
transparency, reverse
onus of proof and
substitution principle

A www.louisvillecharter.org




Targeted campaigns on

chemicals policy directed at:

A Cosmetics industry A All demand public
A Auto industry statement that safer
substitutes will be
actively sought

A All grade brand
names on specific
chemicals use

A All demand the need
to change product
design or chemicals

A Electronics
A Health Care
A High Street retailers




www.safecosmetics.org

A The EU Cosmetics
Directive January 2003,
amended its cosmetics
directive (76/768/EEC) to
ban the use of chemicals
that are known or strongly
suspected of causing
cancer, mutation or birth
defects.

A US advocates lobby for . -
same standards in USA For baby;, it could

A Skin Deep chemicals: really be poison.

http://www.cosmeticdatab
ase.com/

for her.




www.HealthyCar.org

The Consumer Guide to Toxic Chemicals in Cars

Uehicles Car Seats AV 2117

Ten Best Picks Ten Worst Picks

Chevy Cobalt — ! Nissan Versa — Small Car 5.0
Chrysler PT Cruiser ' 0.8 Chevy Aveo — Small Car 44
Honda Odyssey n 0.8 Scion xB 5dr — Station Wagon 4.3
Volvo V50 1ation .\ ) 0.8 Kia Rio — Small Car 4.2
Suzuki Aerio tation Wasgol 0.8 Suzuki Forenza — Station Wagon 4.1
Acura RDX Tech — § 0.8 Kia Spectra 5 — Famuly Sedan 4.0
BMW X3 SUN 0.9 Subaru Forester — SL/\ 4.0
Nissan Frontier Pickup T 1.0 Chevy Express — Heavy Duty Truck 3.9
loyota Malrnx /i Wago 1.0 Hyundai Accent — Srmall Car 3.9
Volvo S40 - pscale Seda 1.0 Chevy Silverado — Pit kup Truck 3.8
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Electronics companies graded on
substitution of high priority chemicals
(OSPAR) and take back policy for e-waste

GUIDE TO
GREEMER ELECTRONICS

- - - Thie Guide ranks leading mobile and PC manufacturers on their global policies and
o i practice on eliminating harmful chemicale and on taking responsibility for their products
- once they are discarded by consumers. Companies are ranked on information that is
publicly available and clarifications and communications with the companies.

VERSION2 - -
DECEMBER 2006 .~

-

e

greenpeace.org/electronics GREENPEACE

L




Health Care Without Harm

Wwww.noharm.org

i

GREEN GUIDE

for Health Care™ gs‘rsj’f‘?c\

Best Practices for Creating High Performance Healing Environments™

The top group purchasing
organizations in the US 1
representing more than 70% of
buying power for the US health care
industry T have agreed to take
mercury products off contract, list
DEHP-free/ PVC-free medical
devices in catalogues, identify
products that contain brominated
flame retardants, and educate their
customers about environmentally
preferable purchasing.

A Operates in 52 countries/430
organizations

A Works to eliminate:

I PVC and DEHP, Hg,
hazardous fragrances,
cleaners, pesticides,
hospital waste

A Green Procurement for




Toxic Ted FoE national tour 2004
retallers sign on to safer chemicals

pledge

Commit to phase out hazardous chemicals from
own-brand products, with the aim of eliminating
them in 5 years, starting with those chemicals

which pose the greatest threat.

Put pressure on manufacturers of branded

products to do the same and

Report publicly on progress on an annual basis.
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To Do o o Io Io Io To Do Do Do Do Do Do Do Do

Argos*

Boots

B&Q

The Body Shop
Co-Op
Debenhams

The Early Learning Centre
Focus Wickes
Homebase

Ikea

Kwik Save

Marks & Spencer
Mothercare
Sainsbury's
Somerfield
Woolworths



Fiduciary guide to toxic Chemical Risk
Investor Environmental Health Network (www.iehn.org)

A Collaboration of
Institutional investors
advised by NGOs,
concerned about the
market and health risks
associated with corporate
toxics policies.

A Info resource and
secretariat for investors
working to reduce
portfolio risk related to
toxics

A>$30b and gr o\



