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2. The within proposed consumer product liability multi-jurisdictional class proceeding involves

the sale and installation of carpets that release toxic carpet dust containing PF AS which

people unknowingly inhale or ingest. Carpets and rugs are major sources of human and

ecological PFAS exposures. Carpets and rugs constitute nearly one-half of all floor

coverings in North American homes and workplaces. A large percentage of PF AS produced

globally is used to treat carpets, rugs and other home textiles to confer stain-, soil-, oil- or

water-resistence. The PFAS laden dust in carpets has damaged the buildings where carpet

treated with PFAS has been installed, and which damage will continue unless the PFAS­

infused carpets are removed and replaced with non PFAS carpet.

3. PFAS are a diverse group of chemicals often referred to as "Forever Chemicals" due to their

strong carbon-fluorine bonds which makes them extremely resistant to degradation in the

environment and difficult for the human body to effectively metabolize and/or excrete.

4. Once released into the environment during manufacture, use and/or disposal, PFAS

become part of a virtually close cycle leading to chronic human and ecological exposures.

Carpets and rugs materially contribute to the amount of the ubiquitous environmental

contamination and exposures. As persistence PFAS lack a natural degradation route, their

levels in the environment, humans or biota will continue to rise for as long as PFAS are

produced and used in consumer or household products, and even after production of these

compounds has ceased.

5. Exposure to PFAS can lead to adverse health outcomes in humans. If humans are exposed

to PFAS through diet, drinking water or inhalation, these chemicals remain in the human

body for a substantial period of time. Human epidemiology studies have shown that some

PFAS can cause reproductive, developmental, liver, kidney, and immunological effects that

are harmful.

6. The Defendants designed, developed, tested, manufactured, marketed, distributed, and/or

sold stain- and soil- repellants with PFAS to carpet manufacturers and others without

disclosing the dangers or toxicity of PFAS that were known to them. PF AS-Infused Products
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sold by the Defendants were applied by carpet manufacturers, and others, to all, or 

substantially all, carpets manufactured in North America before carpet manufacturers 

ceased treating or incorporating PFAS into their carpet products in 2020. 

7. For decades, while fully aware of the health risks posed by PFAS-lnfused Products to

humans, the Defendants through a shared purpose and common scheme sold PFAS­

lnfused Products to carpet manufacturers and others without disclosing the toxicity of their

stain repellants. As the Defendants knew and intended, and as a foreseeable and common

purpose of the scheme, carpet manufacturers treated their carpets with PFAS-lnfused

Products before they were sold to consumers. The Defendants did not themselves apply

the PFAS-lnfused Products to carpeting, rather carpet manufacturers, or other non-parties,

did so to carpet fibers before the carpets were manufactured or after the carpet had been

manufactured.

8. The Defendants never disclosed to carpet manufacturers, retailers and/or consumers that

PFAS in carpets is extremely dangerous to human health, property and/or the environment.

For instance, the Defendants knew based on their own joint studies that PFOA could cause

cancer. Rather, the Defendants collaborated with each other to conceal and suppress such

dangers all the while promoting the stain repellant qualities of their products.

9. Carpet manufacturers and retailers learned only recently that PFAS-lnfused Products used

to treat carpets are extremely dangerous. But they did not learn that from the Defendants.

Rather, it fell to third parties, such as non-profit public interest groups and policy institutes,

to inform major carpet manufacturers, such as Shaw lndustrie� Group, Inc., Mohawk

Industries, Inc, Interface, Inc., Tarkett, Milliken & Company, large purchasers, academic and

government scientists, and others about those dangers.

10. As of January 2020, many large retailers such as Home Depot and Lowe's have stopped

selling any carpets or rugs treated with PFAS. But even then, the Defendants continued to

falsely claim that PFAS is not harmful and none of them have offered to replace the millions

of carpets treated with PFAS and installed in residential homes or commercial buildings

throughout North America.
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of Civil Claim, and have performed acts and made statements in furtherance of the wrongful 

or unlawful conduct for which the Defendants are vicariously liable. For the purposes of this 

claim, the term "co-conspirator" refers to any co-conspirator identified by name herein as 

well as any unnamed co-conspirator. 

i. 3M Defendants

23. The Defendant, 3M Company ("3M"), is a company duly incorporated pursuant to the laws

of the State of Delaware, one of the United States of America, and has a registered agent,

the Corporation Service Company, at 251 Little Falls Drive, Wilmington, Delaware, 19808,

United States of America.

24. The Defendant, 3M Canada Company ("3M Canada"), is a company incorporated

pursuant to the laws of Canada, registered within the Province of British Columbia under

number A0098958, and has a registered and records office at 2200 - 700 West Georgia

Street, P.O. Box 10325, Vancouver, British Columbia, V7Y 1K8, Canada.

25. Hereinafter, the Defendants,3M and 3M Canada, and all of their related and predecessor

corporations that are or were involved in the design, development, testing, manufacture,

import, marketing, distribution and/or sale of PFAS-lnfused Products, are collectively

referred to, and interchangeably, as the "3M Defendants", unless referred to individually.

26. At all material times herein, including during the Class Period, the 3M Defendants

designed, developed, tested, manufactured, imported, marketed, distributed and/or sold

PFAS-lnfused Products in Canada, including the Province of British Columbia, directly or

indirectly, through agents, subsidiaries, affiliates, representatives, or predecessors. The

PFAS-lnfused Products designed and manufactured by the 3M Defendants are used in a

multitude of different products, including, inter alia, widely used consumer or household

products such as Scotchgard, Scotch-Brite, Steri-Strip stain and soil repellants for use on

carpets and textiles.

27. If and to the extent that any related corporations were involved in the design, development,

testing, manufacture, importation, marketing, distribution and/or sale of PFAS-lnfused
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registered agent, The Corporation Trust Company, at Corporation Trust Center 1209 Orange 

Street, Wilmington, Delaware, 19801, United States of America. 

33. The Defendant, The Chemours Company FC, LLC ("Chemours FC"), is a company duly

incorporated pursuant to the laws of the State of Delaware, one of the United States of

America, and has a registered agent, The Corporation Trust Company, at Corporation Trust

Center 1209 Orange Street, Wilmington, Delaware, 19801, United States of America. The

Defendant, Chemours FC, operates as a subsidiary of the Defendant, Chemours.

34. The Defendant, The Chemours Canada Company ("Chemours Canada"), is a company duly

incorporated to the laws of Canada, registered within the Province of British Columbia under

number A0093604, and has a registered and records office at Suite 2900 - 550 Burrard Street,

Vancouver, V6C 0A3, British Columbia, Canada.

35. Hereinafter, the Defendants, DuPont, DuPont Canada, Chemours, Chemours FC and

Chemours Canada, and all their related predecessor corporations, including E.I. du Pont de

Nemours and Company, that are or were involved in the design, development, testing,

manufacture, import, marketing, distribution and/or sale of PFAS-lnfused Products, are

collectively referred to, and interchangeably, as the "DuPont Defendants", unless referred

to individually.

36. At all material times herein, including during the Class Period, the Dupont Defendants,

designed, developed, tested, manufactured, imported, marketed, distributed and/or sold

PF AS-Infused Products in Canada, including PFAS Components that were incorporated into

PFAS-lnfused Products by the other Defendants. This occurred directly or indirectly, through

agents, subsidiaries, affiliates, representatives or predecessors.

37. If and to the extent that any related corporations designed, developed, tested, manufactured,

imported, marketed, distributed and/or sold PFAS-lnfused Products in Canada, the other

DuPont Defendants, or any of them, are responsible for their conduct as master, employer,

partner, joint venturer or alter ego. To the extent that any predecessor corporations designed,

developed, manufactured, imported, marketed, distributed and/or sold PFAS-lnfused Products

in Canada, the other DuPont Defendants, or any of them, are responsible for their conduct as

successor.
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C-F bond.

45. The chemical properties of PF Ms are, in part, related to the length of this C-F chain. As the

size of the chain increases, the compound becomes more thermally, chemically, and

biologically stable.

46. Once they enter the environment, "long-chain" PF AAs, such as PFOA and PFOS, can cause

extensive and long-lasting environmental contamination due to their chemical properties.

47. Further, once they are in the environment, other PFAS compounds can transform into more

stable and long-chain PFMs, such as PFOA and PFOS.

48. The chemical properties, molecular architecture, and C-F bond of PFAS are unique to each

proprietary manufacturer, such that the PFAS created and propagated by the Defendants, for

example, can be identified as such by testing the affected environment and/or contaminated

product.

ii. Health Risks of PFAS

49. PFAS are extremely toxic and have significant detrimental impacts on human health and the

environment.

50. PFOA and PFOS are bioaccumulative, meaning they are readily absorbed in animal and

human tissues after oral exposure, extremely stable and persistent once ingested, and

resistant to metabolic degradation. Any newly ingested PFOA and PFOS will be added to

whatever is already present in the body.

51. Short-term exposure to PFOA and PFOS can result in a body burden that persists for years

and increases with additional subsequent exposures. In humans, PFOA and PFOS remain

in the body for years.

52. Further, PFOA and PFOS can also biomagnify, meaning their concentration in organic tissue

increases as they are consumed up the food chain. This means that humans that eat animals

will accumulate the highest levels of PFOA and PFOS in the food chain.
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(a) in 1956 a Defendant, 3M, study on mice showed that PFAS accumulated in the blood

and further, a Stanford University study found that PFAS bound to proteins in humans.

These findings alerted the Defendants to the health risks associated with PF AS

exposure, including their ability to accumulate in the body and interact with human

biological components;

(b) in 1961, a Defendant, DuPont, toxicologist concluded that PFOA is toxic and should

be "handled with extreme care" and affirmed industry concerns about the risks of

PFAS;

(c) in 1963, a Defendant, 3M, technical manual classified PFAS as toxic, marking an

internal recognition of the risks associated with PFAS;

( d) In 1965, a Defendant, DuPont, study on rats found liver damage and an increase

spleen size as a result of exposure to PFAS and provided concrete evidence of their

toxicity in mammals;

(e) a 1966 a Defendant, 3M, study found that PFAS caused acute oral toxicity in rats;

(f) in 1970, an internal Defendant, DuPont, memorandum found that PFAS substances

posed significant health risks;

(g) in 1975, the Defendant, 3M, was informed that PFAS accumulated in human blood

samples and concluded that PFOS was present in the blood of the general population;

(h) in 1976, the Defendant, 3M, discovered PFOA in the blood of its workers at its plant

in Cottage Grove, Minnesota, United States;

(i) in 1977, the Defendant, 3M, tested workers and animals to measure PFAS in blood

and found that PFOS was "more toxic than anticipated";

(j) in 1978, Defendant, 3M, studies revealed that PFOS and PFOA were toxic to rats, and

that PFOS caused the death of monkeys tested in the studies; and
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(k) in 1979, a Defendant, DuPont, survey of employees at its Teflon plant in Parkersburg,

West Virginia, United states, found possible evidence of liver damage.

60. In the 1980s and 1990s, the Defendants accumulated the following additional scientific

evidence that demonstrated the health risks of PFAS:

(a) in 1990, a Defendant, 3M, study found a risk of testicular cancer linked to exposure to

PFOA;

(b) in 1992, a Defendant, DuPont, study found high rates of cancer among its workers,

and a former Defendant, 3M, scientist found that male workers exposed to PFOA were

more likely to die from prostate cancer;

( c) in 1995, a Defendant, DuPont, scientist expressed concern about the long-term health

effects of PFAS;

(d) in 1997, a Defendant, 3M, chemist tested human blood for chemical contamination.

His analyses affirmed that PFOS was present in almost all blood samples tested,

including samples from remote areas;

(e) in 1998, Defendant, 3M, scientists reported that PFAS moved up the food chain, and

the Defendant, 3M, acquired more evidence that PFAS accumulated in the blood; and

(f) in 1999, a Defendant, 3M, scientist described PFOS as "the most insidious pollutant

since PCB".

61. In 2000, under pressure from the EPA, the 3M Defendants announced a phasing out of

production of PFAS in the United States.

62. With the 3M Defendants ceasing the sale of PFOA in the early 2000s, the DuPont Defendants,

who had been purchasing PFOA from the 3M Defendants since the early 1950s, no longer had

a supplier for this chemical. As a result, the DuPont Defendants began manufacturing PFAS

Components for their own use in PFAS-lnfused Products and for other manufacturers in the

early 2000s.
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63. In December 2022, the 3M Defendants announced they were going to exit PFAS Component

manufacturing altogether by the end of 2025, in part due to regulations introduced around the

world to restrict PFAS compounds.

64. At all material times herein, including during the Class Period, the 3M Defendants designed,

developed, tested, manufactured, imported, marketed, distributed, supplied and/or sold

PFAS-lnfused Products in Canada, including PFAS Components used in the manufacturing

processes or incorporated into PFAS-lnfused Products. From the 1940s until a time presently

unknown to the Plaintiff, the 3M Defendants were the primary supplier of PFAS Components

used in the manufacturing processes or incorporated into PFAS-lnfused Products in Canada.

65. At all material times herein, including during the Class Period, the DuPont Defendants

designed, developed, tested, manufactured, imported, marketed, supplied, distributed and/or

sold PFAS-lnfused Products in Canada, including PFAS Components used in the

manufacturing processes or incorporated into PFAS-lnfused Products.

66. Safer reasonable alternative designs for PFAS-lnfused Products, including their PFAS

Components, exist. Despite knowledge of this, as well as knowledge of the toxic nature of the

PFAS compounds and the health risks posed to humans and the environment, the Defendants

continued to develop, manufacture, formulate, distribute, market and/or sell their PFAS-lnfused

Products, including their PFAS Components.

iv. Carpets infused with PFAS are a significant source of harmful PFAS in indoor

environments

67. In carpets and rugs, PFAS have been used since the early 1980s to impart stain-, soil-, and

grease resistance. Most residential and commercial carpets are treated with PFAS-based stain

and soil repellents. PFAS-containing treatments can be applied to carpets at four different

stages: (1) during the manufacturing of the carpet fibers; (2) during the carpet and rug

manufacturing process, at the carpet and rug mill; (3) after the carpet and rug manufacturing

process, at a separate finishing facility or in stores at the time of sale; or ( 4) post-sale of the

carpet or rug by consumers or professional cleaners.

68. In the mid-1950s, the 3M Defendants developed "Scotchgard Fabric Protector", the first
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soil repellents used on carpets and rugs. PF AAs from carpet and rug treatments can also 

adsorb to house dust or be released as tiny particles from surface abrasion during normal use. 

Household and office dust concentrates PFAS, leading to exposure via inhalation of PFAA­

containing fine particles and incidental ingestion of dust. 

7 4. Office workers are another large group that may experience chronic exposures to PFAS while 

on the job. Office air can be contaminated with PFAAs from carpet treatments, leading to 

involuntary, chronic inhalation exposures in workers. PFAS can also adsorb to office dust or 

be released from surface abrasion as tiny particles, which office workers may ingest. Due to 

their long usage life, commercial carpets could be a near-daily source of exposure to PFOA, 

PFOS, and other phased-out longer chain PFAS for office workers. 

v. PFAS in carpeting is dangerous throughout the life of the carpet

75. Carpets continue to emit PFAS throughou� their lives. PFAS are released by consumer or

household products, including carpets, through ordinary wear and tear. They make their way

into humans and household dust. They are washed down the drain, contaminating wastewater

and related biosolids used as compost. They are released to surface water and groundwater

from the industrial facilities that manufacture and use them.

76. Routine wear and tear, as well as any type of cleaning, dislodges PFAS chemicals from carpet

fibers into air and dust. People inhale or ingest PFAS chemicals throughout the lifecycle of

production, use, and disposal of carpet.

77. Despite the voluntary removal of PFAS from new carpets, PFAS will remain a legacy chemical

issue because of the ten to twenty year lifetime of carpets. Furthermore, current aftermarket

treatments for stain, soil, and grease repellency still contain PFAS. As a result, it is

precautionary to assume that all carpets in the waste or recycling pipeline are contaminated

with PFAS.

78. Although the carpet industry has largely eliminated treatments based on long-chain PFAS from

production as a result of pressure from consumers and government regulators, the Defendants

replaced them with treatments based on shorter-chain PFAS compounds. The environmental

concentration of short-chain PFAS now often exceeds those of the longer-chain substances

in water and other media, yet there is very limited toxicological data for them.
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vi. For decades, the Defendants collaborated to suppress and conceal information

about PFAS risks, deceived consumers and government regulators, and failed

to act on their knowledge of the dangers of Pf AS-Infused Products

79. Despite their knowledge of the harms of their PFAS-lnfused Products, the Defendants have

collaborated to suppress and conceal scientific research on the hazards associated with PFAS

and mounted a campaign to control the scientific dialogue on the risks of PFAS.

80. Through their roles as the designers, manufacturers, marketers, distributors, and sellers of

PFAS-lnfused Products, the Defendants controlled the information available to their

customers, government regulators, and the general public. The Defendants had a vested and

common financial interest in exercising this influence to conceal the true harmful nature of

PFAS, in spite of their obligations to provide this information and to be truthful in advertising.

81. Internal documents and testimony made public demonstrate a strategy to "shape the debate

at all levels." For instance, a consultant retained by the Defendant, Dupont, to work on PFAS

issues outlined the company's goal in a 2003 proposal, which reads in part, as follows:

DUPONT MUST SHAPE THE DEBATE AT ALL LEVELS .... The 

outcome of this process will result in the preparation of a multifaceted 

plan to take control of the ongoing risk assessment by the EPA, 

looming regulatory challenges, likely litigation, and almost certain 

medical monitoring hurdles. The primary focus of this endeavor is to 

strive to create the climate and conditions that will obviate, or at the 

very least, minimize ongoing litigation and contemplated regulation 

relating to PFOA. This would include facilitating the publication of 

papers and articles dispelling the alleged nexus between PFOA and 

teratogenicity as well as other claimed harm. We would also lay the 

foundation for creating Daubert precedent to discourage additional 

lawsuits.... This battle must be won in the minds of the regulators, 

judges, potential jurors, and the plaintiffs bar. ... Manufacturers must be 

the aggressors. 

82. The Defendants efforts to conceal or suppress knowledge of the harms of PFAS began as

soon as evidence of its toxicity began to emerge, when they marked scientific studies and
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related documents as "confidential," withholding their disclosure in spite of the public interest 

and evidencing an awareness of legal exposure. 

83. The Defendant, 3M, used a variety of tactics to deceive others and to conceal the negative

effects of PFAS, including, inter alia: (i) tactics to prevent research into the adverse effects of

its PFOS; (ii) submission of misinformation about its PFOS to the EPA; (iii) failure to disclose

substantial risks associated with its PFOS to the EPA; (iv) failure to inform the public of the

widespread dispersal of its PFOS in the environment and population; (v) production of

chemicals it knew posed an ecological risk and a danger to the food chain; and (vi) attempts

to keep its workers from discussing the problems with the company's fluorochemical projects

so as to prevent their discussions from being used in the legal process.

84. The Defendant, 3M, intentionally withheld scientific information about the material risks of its

PFAS-lnfused Products. For instance, when researchers contacted the Defendant, 3M, in

1975 about the "universal presence" of organic fluorine in compounds in blood among the

general population, it "plead ignorance," misled them by advising him that 'Scotchgard' was

a polymeric material not a fluorochemical and feigned a position of scientific curiosity and

desire to assist in any way possible. The Defendant, 3M, directed its Central Analytical

Laboratory to conduct similar sampling from blood banks, from which an internal report

concluded that the organic fluorine compounds "resembled most closely" PFOS, confirming

the suspicions held by its own researchers. Subsequent Defendant, 3M, research in 1976

confirmed that the compounds found in human blood by the researchers were PFOS

manufactured by the Defendant, 3M.

85. The Defendant, 3M, withheld material scientific information from government agencies as well.

From the 1970s, the Defendant, 3M, conducted over a thousand studies related to the

properties of PFAS and its effects on human health and the environment. These studies were

not disclosed to the EPA, but from 1980 to 1993, the Defendant, 3M, submitted only

eighty-four studies or reports to the EPA. From 1998 to 2000, the Defendant, 3M, submitted

over 1,218 studies or reports, many of which had been prepared decades earlier.

86. Even after the Defendant, 3M's, phase-out, the company worked to control and to distort the

science on PFAS. When the Defendant, 3M, revealed in 1998 that PFOS was in the blood of

the general population, it developed a "Science Publication Strategy" to simultaneously publish

select studies in academic journals to create a "context which demonstrates that there is no
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of PFAS or the dangers of which the DuPont Defendants were fully aware of. One of the 

most memorable commercials from the Stainmaster advertising campaign aired in 1987, 

portraying a toddler in his highchair launching his blue airplane shaped dish into the air, 

spilling its contents onto Stainmaster carpet, without disclosing that Stainmaster was 

endangering the child because of its use of PFAS. 

106. In 2003, DuPont Textiles and Interiors was formed from the DuPont Defendants textile

fibers division. The company was given the name lnvista and was then sold in 2004 to Koch

Industries. The sale included Stainmaster and other brands.

107. lnvista continued to sell Stainmaster after the sale. It packaged or bundled with its carpet

fiber sales certain topical fluorochemicals, including C6 fluorochemical-containing additives

supplied by the Dupont Defendants, to be used by its carpet mill customers during the

manufacturing process. These chemistries were labeled as DuPont products, and were

accompanied by DuPont Material Safety Data Sheets.

108. It was not until 2017 that lnvista transitioned to exclusively fluorine-free formulations in its

branded carpets.

ix. In 2020 the Defendants ceased using PFAS-lnfused Products but continued

to falsely claim that such products were safe

109. Even when it discontinued PFAS infused Scotchgard in 2000, the 3M Defendants continued

to falsely claim that it is safe. In May 2000, the 3M Defendants announced that they would

stop making many of its well-known Scotchgard products, including its spray that protects

clothing, fabrics, upholstery and carpets from stains and other damage. But the 3M

Defendants falsely maintained that Scotchgard was safe and that the chemical compounds

posed no health risk to humans.

110. Further, in May 2000, the 3M Defendants also announced that they were stopping

production of PFOS altogether. The announcement made no mention of health or toxicity

concerns from their PFAS-lnfused Products. The 3M Defendants' implication that the

toxicity of PFOS had no bearing on their decision to stop production was false. The EPA
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treat carpeting in order to maximize their profits. 

114. The arrangement between the Defendants ensured that all parties to the common design

had an incentive to maximize profit from sales of PFAS-lnfused Products used to treat

carpeting in Canada.

115. Beginning in the 1940s and continuing through at all times material to this case, the

Defendants, or any of them, conspired to engage in unlawful and wrongful acts with respect

to the design, development, testing, manufacture, import, marketing, and sale of

PFAS-lnfused Products in Canada, both with each other and their co-conspirators.

116. The conspiracy described above was unlawful because it was intended to cause harm to

the Plaintiff and Class Members through, inter alia:

(a) intentionally misrepresenting to the public that PFAS-lnfused Products used to treat

carpeting were safe and did not pose a risk to health, property or the environment;

and

(b) concealing from the public the dangers of PFAS-lnfused Products used to treat

carpeting.

117. The predominant purpose of the conduct of the Defendants and their co- conspirators was

to cause injury to the Plaintiff and Class Members, by maximizing profits from the sale of

PFAS-lnfused Products used to treat carpeting, when they knew or ought to have known

the risks posed by the intended use of PFAS- Infused Products.

118. Each of the Defendants performed overt acts in furtherance of the conspiracy, including, but

not limited to, the following activities:

(a) sharing research and scientific findings on the risks associated with PFAS;

(b) sharing market data, sales data, sales forecasts, marketing plans and demand

estimates for PFAS-lnfused Products in Canada; and
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(e)(i), (e)(iii)(A)(B), (f), (g), (h) and (i) of the CJPTA because this proceeding: 

( e )(i) concerns contractual obligations to a substantial extent, were to be 

performed in British Columbia; 

( e )(iii)(A)(B) the contract is for the purchase of property, services or both, for use other 

than in the course of the purchaser's trade or profession, and resulted from 

a solicitation of business in British Columbia by or on behalf of the seller; 

(f) 

(g) 

(h) 

(i) 

Causes of Action 

Negligence 

concerns restitutionary obligations that, to a substantial extent, arose in 

British Columbia; 

concerns a tort committed in British Columbia; 

concerns a business carried on in British Columbia; and 

is a claim for an injunction ordering a party to do or refrain from doing 

anything in British Columbia. 

i. Negligent Design

122. The Plaintiff and Class Members incorporate by reference the allegations contained in the

preceding paragraphs of this Notice of Civil Claim.

123. At all material times herein, the Defendants were engaged in the business of designing,

developing, testing, manufacturing, marketing, distributing and/or selling PFAS-lnfused

Products to carpet manufacturers and others.

124. As manufacturers of PFAS-lnfused Products, the Defendants had a duty not to place or

introduce into the stream of commerce in Canada a product that is unreasonably
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136. At all material times herein, the Defendants owed a duty of care to the Plaintiff and Class

Members to, inter alia,

(a) to provide adequate warnings to Class Members about the dangers of carpet

treated with PFAS-lnfused Products;

(b) not to provide false and misleading statements about the dangers of PFAS­

lnfused Products;

( c) provide adequate instructions, guidance and safety measures to persons

who could be reasonably be expected to be exposed to PFAS-lnfused

Products;

(d) adequately monitor, investigate, evaluate and follow-up on reports of

potential risks associated with PFAS-lnfused Products to treat carpets;

( e) provide adequate, timely warnings about the increased risks associated with

PFAS-lnfused Products used to treat carpets; and

(f) provide timely recalls of PFAS-lnfused Products that were unsafe in their

intended use and application, in particular, to treat carpets.

137. The Defendants breached the standard of care expected in the circumstances, and

therefore were negligent to take adequate and appropriate steps, in a timely manner, to

warn the public, consumers, Plaintiff and Class Members about the health, property and

environmental risks associated with exposure to carpets treated with PFAS-lnfused

Products by, inter alia:

(a) failing to provide adequate warnings to Class Members about the dangers

of carpet treated with PFAS-lnfused Products;

(b) by providing false and misleading statements about the dangers of PFAS­

lnfused Products;
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150. As a direct and proximate result of the Defendants' creation of private nuisances, the

Plaintiff and Class Members have suffered and continue to damages. Such damages were

foreseeable by the Defendants.

151. The Plaintiff seeks to abate the private nuisances the Defendants created and seeks all

necessary relief to abate these private nuisances.

Breach of the Competition Act 

152. The Plaintiff and Class Members incorporate by reference the allegations contained in the

preceding paragraphs of this Notice of Civil Claim.

153. The Competition Act applies to business transacted in Canada. The PFAS-lnfused

Products are "products" within the meaning of sections 2 and 52 of the Competition Act.

154. The wrongful conduct of the Defendants includes both express misrepresentations to carpet

manufacturers and purchasers of carpets treated with PFAS-lnfused products regarding the

safety and efficacy of the PF AS-Infused Products, as well as omissions, including the failure

to warn of risks to the health, property and the environment.

155. The Defendants knew, or ought to have known, that their representations and omissions

were false and misleading in a material respect. As a result, the Defendants breached

section 52 of the Competition Act and committed an unlawful act because their

representations and omissions:

(a) were made for the purpose of promoting, directly or indirectly, the use of

PFAS-lnfused Products to treat carpets;

(b) were made for the purpose of promoting, indirectly or directly, any business 

interests of the Defendants;

( c) were made to the public;
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(d) Were made knowingly and recklessly; and

( e) were false and misleading in a material respect.

156. As a result of the Defendants' breaches of s. 52 of the Competition Act, consumers in

British Columbia and Canada chose to purchase carpets treated with PFAS-lnfused

Products, when they otherwise would not have.

157. The Plaintiff and the Class Members suffered damages as a result of the Defendants'

unlawful breach of section 52 of the Competition Act.

158. The Plaintiff and Class Members also seek their costs of investigation, pursuant to section

36 of the Competition Act.

Civil Conspiracy 

159. The Plaintiff and Class Members incorporate by reference the allegations contained in the

preceding paragraphs of this Notice of Civil Claim.

160. The Defendants and their co-conspirators are liable for the tort of civil conspiracy-both

under unlawful means conspiracy and predominant purpose conspiracy.

161. The Defendants and their co-conspirators entered into agreements with each other to use

unlawful means which resulted in the loss, injury and damage, including special damages,

to the Plaintiff and other members of the Class.

162. The unlawful means used include, but are not limited to, the activities and arrangements

pied at paragraphs 113 to 118 above. In furtherance of the conspiracy, the Defendants,

along with their agents, servants, and unnamed co-conspirators, carried out the unlawful

acts.

163. The unlawful acts particularized herein were directed towards the Plaintiff and the Class.









Dated: September 11, 2024 
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c_ 
Signature of K.S. Garcha 

lawyer for plaintiff( s) 



• 

-43-

ENDORSEMENT ON ORIGINATING PLEADING OR PETITION FOR SERVICE OUTSIDE 

BRITISH COLUMBIA 

There is a real and substantial connection between British Columbia and the facts alleged in this 

proceeding. The Plaintiff and the Class Members plead and rely upon the Court Jurisdiction and 

Proceedings Transfer Act R.S.B.C. 2003 c.28 (the "CJPTA") in respect of these Defendants. 

Without limiting the foregoing, a real and substantial connection between British Columbia and the 

facts alleged in this proceeding exists pursuant to sections 10(e)(i), (iii)(a) & (b), (f), (g), (h) and (I) 

of the CJPTA because this proceeding: 

( e )(i) concerns contractual obligations to a substantial extent, were to be 

performed in British Columbia: 

(e) (iii)(a) & (b)the contract is for the purchase of property, services or both, for use

other than in the course of the purchaser's trade or profession, and 

resulted from a solicitation of business in British Columbia by or on 

behalf of the seller; 

(f) 

(g) 

(h) 

(i) 

concerns restitutionary obligations that, to a substantial extent, arose in 

British Columbia; 

concerns a tort committed in British Columbia; 

concerns a business carried on in British Columbia; 

is a claim for an injunction ordering a party to do or refrain from doing 

anything in British Columbia. 
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Appendix 

[The following information is provided for data collection purposes only and is of no legal effect.] 

Part 1: CONCISE SUMMARY OF NATURE OF CLAIM: 

The within proposed consumer product liability multi-jurisdictional class proceeding involves the 

sale and installation of carpets treated with toxic stain repellants designed, developed, testsed, 

manufactured, marketed, distributed and/or sold by the Defendants, who failed to disclose the 

dangers of their stain repellants to carpet manufacturers and consumers, who suffered property 

damage arising from the emission dangers of their carpeting infused with toxic stain repellants. 

Part 2: THIS CLAIM ARISES FROM THE FOLLOWING: 

A personal injury arising out of: 

[ ] motor vehicle accident 

[ ] medical malpractice 

[ ] another cause 

A dispute concerning: 

[ ] contaminated sites 

[ ] construction defects 

[ ]  real property (real estate) 

[ ] personal property 

[ ] the provision of goods or services or other general commercial matters 

[ ] investment losses 

[ ] the lending of money 

[ ] an employment relationship 

[ ] a will or other issues concerning the probate of an estate 

[x] a matter not listed here






