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Thank you for the opportunity to testify on behalf of the Environmental Working Group, a
national environmental health organization which has sought to address the health risks posed by
per- and poly- fluoroalkyl substances for two decades.
To address the growing PFAS contamination crisis, Congress should address ongoing sources of
PFAS contamination, measure the scope of existing PFAS contamination, notify communities
impacted by PFAS contamination, and dramatically accelerate efforts to clean up PFAS
contamination. More broadly, Congress should reform our federal environmental and public
health laws to better address the threats posed by contaminants like PFAS.

PFAS Chemicals Pose Serious Health Risks
Nearly all of us are contaminated by PFAS chemicals.1 Americans are exposed to dozens of
PFAS every day -- through our food, water, air, indoor dust, carpets, clothing and cosmetics.
While diet and dust are likely significant sources of PFAS exposure, even low PFAS
concentrations in drinking water can substantially increase our body burden.2
Exposure to very low doses of some PFAS chemicals is associated with serious health risks,
including cancer, reproductive harm, developmental harm, damage to the immune system,
hormone disruption, and liver and kidney damage.3 Because some PFAS chemicals have a long
half-life in our bodies,4 some PFAS bio-accumulate, or build up, in our blood serum and organs.
Once released into the environment, PFAS are highly mobile and do not readily break down -thus leading to the designation of PFAS as “forever chemicals.”5
While the health effects of PFOA and PFOS are well known, there is growing evidence that
replacement chemicals -- such as GenX and PFBS -- pose many of the same health risks.6 Other
PFAS chemicals linked to chronic health problems include PFHxS, PFNA, PFDeA, PFDoA,
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PFUA, PFHxA, and PFBA.7 Short-chain PFAS can be equally persistent, more mobile in the
environment, and also accumulate in the body.8
PFAS chemicals impact our health at all stages of life but pose unique risks to infants and
children.9 As EPA addresses the health impacts of PFAS, EPA should be directed to consider the
impacts of PFAS on infants as well as on breast-feeding women, should consider all health
effects including damage to the immune system, and should apply appropriate uncertainty
factors. PFAS safety standards which protect infants and which consider all health impacts,
including harm to the immune system, range from 8 ppt and 9 ppt for PFOS and PFOA, as
proposed by Michigan10; to 13 ppt and 14 ppt for PFOS and PFOA, as proposed by New
Jersey11; to a sum of 20 ppt for five and six PFAS, as proposed by Vermont12 and
Massachusetts13, respectively. Other studies and public health agencies have recommended even
lower values.14 Fortunately, some water treatment technologies can reduce concentrations of
PFOA, PFOS, PFNA, PFHxS, GenX and other PFAS chemicals to levels below 1 ppt and
address other contaminants of concern.15
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Congressional Action Urgently Needed
In February, EPA released a PFAS Action Plan that failed to treat the PFAS contamination crisis
with appropriate urgency.16 In particular, EPA failed to address ongoing PFAS releases into air
and water, failed to add any PFAS chemicals to the Toxic Release Inventory, failed to expand
efforts to monitor for PFAS, and took no concrete steps to clean up existing PFAS
contamination. To reduce the risks posed by PFAS contamination, Congress should: address
ongoing sources of PFAS contamination; document the sources and scope of existing
contamination; and dramatically accelerate efforts to clean up existing PFAS contamination.
Address Ongoing PFAS Contamination
To address ongoing air and water releases of PFAS, Congress should subject industrial PFAS
releases to Sec. 307 and Sec. 311 of the Clean Water Act and Sec. 112 of the Clean Air Act,
direct EPA to limit the application of bio-solids containing PFAS,17 and should, at a minimum,
phase out non-essential uses of PFAS in cookware, food packaging, textiles, cosmetics and other
consumer products.18 Congress should also address the management of PFAS waste, and replace
fluorinated fire-fighting foams with safe and effective alternatives.
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Document the Scope of PFAS Contamination
Congress should also expand our ability to understand the scope of PFAS contamination. In
particular, Congress should improve our ability to detect PFAS in water and soil, as proposed by
S. 950, the PFAS Detection Act of 2019.19 S. 950 would authorize the U.S. Geological Survey to
conduct nationwide sampling for PFAS and to develop new PFAS detection methods.20 S. 950 is
an important first step. Congress should also amend Sec. 1445(a)(2)(B)(i)21 of the Safe Drinking
Water Act to add all detectable PFAS to the next Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Rule.22
In combination, monitoring ground and surface water, monitoring soil, and monitoring tap water
will allow us to better characterize the full scope of PFAS contamination. Congress should also
expand efforts to monitor PFAS in household dust, food, and blood,23 and should ensure that
communities impacted by PFAS contamination are notified, especially military families, as
proposed in S. 1105, the PFAS Registry Act of 2019.24
Congress should also improve our ability to identify the sources of PFAS contamination. Many
PFAS chemicals currently in use can be reasonably anticipated to cause serious health risks,
including GenX, PFBS, PFHxS, and PFNA, PFDeA, PFDoA, PFUA, PFHxA, and PFBA,25 and
many of these PFAS are being detected in water.26 All PFAS that are reasonability anticipated to
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pose cancer or other chronic health risks should be added to the Toxic Release Inventory. At a
minimum, Congress should require that all industrial discharges of PFAS subject to a Significant
New Use Rule27 be added to the TRI, as proposed in S. 1507, the PFAS Release Disclosure Act
of 2019.28 Congress should also require that all PFAS for which there are final toxicity values be
added to the TRI, as proposed in S.1507.29 Because PFAS pose health risks at low levels,
Congress should direct EPA to use the same reporting threshold typically applied to chemicals of
special concern.30
Accelerate PFAS Clean-Up Efforts
Congress should also dramatically accelerate efforts to clean up PFAS contamination. To do so,
Congress should designate PFAS as hazardous substances under Sec. 102 of CERCLA, as
proposed in S. 638, the PFAS Action Act of 2019.31 By designating PFAS as hazardous
substances, Congress will trigger certain reporting requirements and remedial actions. What’s
more, designating PFAS as hazardous substances will also ensure that the costs of PFAS
remediation are shared by responsible parties, including the Department of Defense.32 Congress
should also ensure that PFAS wastes are properly managed.33
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To better address contamination caused by military installations and other federal facilities,
Congress should direct federal agencies to develop cooperative agreements with states to monitor
and remediate contaminated sites, as proposed in S. 1372, the PFAS Accountability Act of
2019.34 These agreements should require PFAS clean-up efforts to meet or exceed the most
health protective standards, including state standards, as proposed in S. 1372. If a cooperative
agreement is not finalized within a year of a state request, DOD and other federal agencies
responsible for PFAS contamination should be required to alert Congress, as proposed in S.
1372.
Congress should also set a deadline for the development of a National Primary Water Drinking
Regulation for PFAS, as proposed in S. 1473, the Protecting Drinking Water from PFAS Act of
2019.35 Many states have established or proposed drinking water standards for PFAS which
protect vulnerable populations, such as infants, and which address all of the health risks posed by
PFAS, such as damage to the immune system. But, many states have not taken steps to reduce
PFAS contamination in tap water, and EPA has consistently failed to address these threats.36
Drinking water standards developed by EPA, as proposed in S. 1473, should be required to take
vulnerable populations and all health effects into account and should build upon the progress
being made by states.
To help water utilities meet these standards, Congress should help share the cost of effective
PFAS treatment technologies.37 Designating PFAS as hazardous substances will help ensure that
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polluters share clean-up costs. However, Congress should also establish a fee system to ensure
that companies which have profited from PFAS pay their fair share.38
More broadly, Congress should reform our federal environmental and public health laws to better
address the threats posed by contaminants like PFAS. S. 1251, the Safe Drinking Water
Assistance Act of 2019,39 provides a first step by creating a national research initiative to address
the threats emerging contaminants pose to our drinking water supplies. As the GAO report
referenced in S. 1251 noted, EPA has failed to keep pace with these threats.40 In particular, the
GAO report referenced in S. 1251 found “EPA has made limited progress in prioritizing drinking
water contaminants on the basis of greatest public health concern” since the enactment of the
1996 amendments to the Safe Drinking Water Act.41
EWG is grateful for the opportunity to testify, and we look forward to working with you to
continue to address the PFAS contamination crisis. Last year, Congress allowed civilian airports
to use fire-fighting foams that do not contain PFAS. The bipartisan bills that are the subject of
today’s hearing -- S. 638, S. 950, S. 1251, S. 1372, S. 1473, and S. 1507 -- will build on that
progress by documenting the scope and sources of PFAS contamination and by accelerating
efforts to clean up PFAS contamination.
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