2025.5.9

EARIEGPFAS 70y = 7 b

A b

B

SR REmELEEZARIT

' PFA ST

Xy Adtien |t b T‘? A D> ?

=R WL EHADS A7 4

= ﬁ

N e (Y R L b e Ny s gy g )




BRI TD T D DIREY) (Z opaaHinE) DY

PRV L 72 BHIK DR & &
( ' Erlbba— ) L LA D)
B2 70 B 1T A3 * RS IR\ 72 BEEA AR L

$IR R R £ COMBDIZ Y TH
5 E ) D ERGEET E % AHE
(FFBM: : H=FH P L —ATE
% THR D et




Mz 7R BSOS

el At 2l a

(E1) FajBEN oD H#EE

chhZ2 bl cwal R AT Lkl

1) "TE7LEa2—) ORUAIL 72 e85

2) REBEZEFLESTHDIVIAT L

ELTRERPERALANIZN , SSENRLOrREL. SRYETANRE, IATOENDIS LEPRESI ML TVEROANEERVCORANNAR YRAEIY, Ca
iy O SN) __:;—: [0}
EARPFAS7 0> =7+ HREEL K— F




7L Ea2a—3 AT DRI 72 T mFE

—JIRE[TI

Conceptualize Work A I ;D I 2 CONTRIBUTORS & REVIEWERS

D_I[:[:fﬁ ::“,"%‘ ) B a2 | CHEMICAL MANAGER TEAM
(i/ﬁ_" E‘ﬁ% ”XEF Il (%Jlé: ﬁp%@%ﬁé{‘ﬁi ﬁ:) Do s DU En D e St "

E Hana R. Ponl, M.C,, Ph.D. Heather Carison-Lynch, M 3., DABT

Categorize Work Product - i Patricla Ruz, PhD. Mario Cira, PR.D.
{———> and Determine Need for Franco Scinkarielo, M.O., M.P.H. Gary L Olamond, Ph.D.
Peer Review 2eiene Chou, Pn.D. Julle Klotzbach, Ph.D.
: Henry Abadin, M.S.PH. Fernando T. Liagos, Pn.D.
£ Danle! J. Flewak, 8.2,
\"EPA ATZDR, Division of Toxkology and Human Health  8RC, Inc., North Syracuse, NY
United States Scierces, Atdanta, GA
Ay 2w Develop Draft Product
S 5 REVIEWERS
=
o 5 ﬂ Interagency Minimal Risk Level Workgroup:
O ©T Inchndes ATSDR: Natiomal Csuter for Exrironmeesal Health (NCEH): Naciomal Instieae of
. : . n . Occupational Healsh and Safsty (NIOSH): U.S. Exvironmsesal Prossction Agency (EPA): Natioual
c 3
Science and Technology Policy Council § § [  PlanPeerReview  (—— c Tenicology Program (NTP).
g Z ﬂ - i Aaditional reviews for aclence and/or policy:
P ] =3 ATSDR. Division of Commyamaty Health Invostigations: EPA: NCEH, Divition of Laboratory Science.
L = = O
& 2 K== ConductPeerReview <(——) = E PEER REVIEWERS
£t a
H H H 1. Abby Bsuninghoff PaD. F Raessarch Associate, Deparmmsnt of Exvircesnsntal and
ﬂ § % TOXICOIog'CaI PrOfIIe for ;hmebp&oﬁgmUmmuwaco?‘msm
o = . . L .
Complete Peer Review Q. 2. Deborak A. Cory-Slechta. PhD.. Professcr of Envirommeetal Modicine, Pediamncs and Public
‘ E ‘ v ‘ ‘ W < finalize Work Product  <~——] Perfluoroalkyls Hoalth Sciseces. Acting Chair. Deparemaet of Emvircemnsatal Mdicine, PL, NIEHS Conter of
Excelleece. Dopartmees of Environmsatal Medicime, University of Rochester Moedical Comer,
ﬂ Rochestar. Now York
H A N D B O O K Released May 2021 3. Jamis DeWin. PhD.. Associats Profsssor, Dspartusant of Pharmacology & Taxicalogy. Brody
Disseminate Work Product Last Updated March 2020 School of Madicins, East Carolina Univarsity, Gresurills. North Carolina

4. Edvard Emmgtt M D., Professor, Cemtar of Excellonce in Emircamsntal Texdcology, Unnisesity
of Psunsylvania, Philadeiphia, Penmsyhrania

Lym R. Goldman, M.D. M P E. Professor of Emiroamental Heakh Scisuce. John FEoploms

6. William L Hayron, Ph.D. Professor Emerns, Collogs of Pharmmacy. Ohio Saate Umiversity,
Columsbus, Ohio

Figure 1. The Peer Review Process

“

7. David A. Savitz. Ph D Professer of Epademiclozy. Professer of Chstetrics and Gyzecology.
Brom=z University, Providsnce, Rheds Island

4% Edition

cparment of Bealth and Muman Serv

ency for Toxic Substances and Diseans Reg

SxNka



IREMIEZ Ik LR TH XKV AT A

L RHEITCE
COMMENT: A policy decision is necessary with respect to a number of opinions that have been cited

from the “C8 Science Panel” with respect to whether certain health effects in humans are “probable” from
PFOA. Opinions of this type appear on pages 128 line 16, page 140 line 31, page 166 line 21, page 178
line 4, page 205 line 16, page 232 line 31, page 265 line 1, page 267 line 11, page 268 line 29, page 405
AT SD I z O) R I line 30, and page 421. These opinions were developed for the purpose of introduction into legal
proceedings in a specific civil suit. In at least some cases these “expert opinions” are not independent of
the investigators who performed the studies that are the basis for those opinions. They do not appear to
have been produced in the same manner and lack the authority of evaluations by US Governmental or
International Scientific Agencies such as EPA, NTP, or IARC which are appropriately cited in the
document. If C8 Science Panel opinions are to be included, ATSDR should at the least ensure that other
expert opinions introduced into these or similar legal proceedings are also included. My preference
A\ N would be to have the toxicologic profile remain a scientific document, consistent with the stated aims, and
V t l ]7 \om— O) :I ){ / ]\ to exclude the “C8 Science Panel” opinions and all other expert opinions constructed for the specific

purpose of civil litigation.

TO[;:ﬁ:PgLs(;glc():hlI\E);SSEITSIE?\(I)E‘LVE%%Tnggg)i fg‘l_s RESPONSE: Based on comments from several peer reviewers, ATSDR removed the C8 Science Panel
foners conclusions from the profile. Note that the results of the C8 Health Study and C8 Health Panel studies
& A I SD R O) j‘\j‘ , ) D\ O) ﬁ a @i are still discussed in the profile. The following statements were deleted:

Section 2.5 (PFOA—Epidemiology Studies—Heart Disease)
The C8 Science Panel (2011) concluded that there was no probable link between PFOA and

e i‘ coronary heart disease (including its manifestations as myocardial infarction, angina, and
R /f T ‘["E& ;Z 4 coronary bypass surgery) or stroke among members in this community.
EI U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES ) ) ) ) )
. o D Helitaies Section 2.5 (PFOA—Epidemiology Studies—Hypertension)
o The C8 Science Panel (2011) concluded that there were adequate data to suggest a probable link
between PFOA exposure and pregnancy-induced hypertension; it is noted that the panel

considered the Savitz et al. (2012a, 2012b) studies in their analysis. The Panel also concluded
that there is not a probable link between PFOA exposure and diagnosed high blood pressure

PERFLUOROALKYLS vi
(hypertension).

These experts collectively have knowledge of toxicology, chemustry, and/or health effects. All reviewers Tune 2018 Section 2.8 ( PF OA_EP idemi OIOgy Studies)

were selected m confornuty with Section 104(T)(13) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Based on the studies available at the time, the C8 Science Panel (2011) concluded that there is

Compensation, and Liability Act, as amended. not a probable link between exposure to PFOA and osteoarthritis.

ATSDR scientists review peer reviewers’ comments and deternune whether changes will be made to the

E:iﬁ;ﬁg;;iﬁfg tfs(’,r ?;1: E;Z;;? s’ comments and responses to these comments are part of | cm— e Section 2.9 (PFOA—Epidemiology Studies—Liver Disease)
The C8 Science Panel (2011) concluded that there was not a probable link between PFOA
The histing of peer reviewers should not be understood to imply their approval of the profile’s final exposure and liver disease.

content. The responsibility for the content of this profile lies with ATSDR.

e
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Regulations.gov
Your Voice in Federal Decision Making

< Back to Search

n RULEMAKING DOCKET 83 Subscribe « Share ~

Per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS): Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) and
Perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS) National Primary Drinking Water Regulation Rulemaking

Created by the Environmental Protection Agency

B Closed for Comments

B Docket Details = Unified Agenda R Docket Documents 2.12K R All Comments on Docket 1.62K

Q Docket ID Summary @

EPA-HQ-OW-2022-0114
With this action, EPA intends to develop a proposed national primary drinking water regulation for PFOA and PFOS, and as appropriate,

take final action. Additionally, EPA will continue to consider other PFAS as part of this action.

Number of Comments Posted to
this Docket

1,629
More Details ~

Number of Comments Received
121,980

https:/ / www.regulations.gov /docket/ EPA-HQ-OW-2022-0114
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