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Rem oving  the  Obs ta cle s

Support drinking water monitoring and 
installation of treatment technology

Ensure implementation of EPA guidance and 
recommendations

Provide funding to help DEQ enforce PFAS 
disclosure and develop more stringent permits

Increase PFAS testing capacity at laboratories  in 
Virginia
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Exis t ing  laws  ca n prevent  PFAS wa te r 
pollut ion.
The Clean Water Act 
already prohibits  direct 
discharges of pollutants  
without a permit. 

PFAS in effluent fall 
squarely within the 
statutory definition of 
“pollutant.” 



Addre s s ing  PFAS a t  the  s ource  is  
e ffe ct ive , e fficient , a nd  e quita b le .
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Chemours, Fayetteville, NC
• Process wastewater = ~10,500,000  ppt
• Process wastewater flow = 0.028 MGD
• Total discharge = 23 MGD

POTW, Burlington, NC
• POTW wastewater = over 33,000  ppt
• Suspected PFAS source flow = 0.4  MGD
• Total POTW design flow = 12 MGD



Obs ta cle s  to Effe ct ive  Prevent ion of 
PFAS Wa te r Pollut ion

Lack of disclosure during permitting process

Resistance to evaluating widely available 
treatment technology 

Failure to implement EPA guidance and 
recommendations



Dis clos ure

“Part of the permit applicant’s burden … is to 
disclose all relevant information, such as the 
presence of known constituents  in a discharge 
that pose a potential risk to human health.”

-State of North Carolina v. The Chemours Company, Amended 
Complaint at 6 (Apr. 6, 2018)

“To the extent that a permit holder discharges 
a pollutant that it did not disclose, it violates  
that NPDES permit and the Clean Water Act.” 

-Piney Run Pres. Ass’n v. Cnty. Comm’rs of Carroll Cnty., MD, 268 
F.3d 255, 268 (4 th Cir. 2001)



EPA-Approve d  Me thods  for 
Ana lyzing  PFAS

Method 1633 for 40 PFAS compounds in 8 media

Method 1621 for Adsorbable Organic Fluorine

1. Wastewater 5. Biosolids
2. Surface water 6. Sediment
3. Groundwater 7. Landfill leachate
4. Soil 8. Fish tissue



Te chnology-Ba s e d  Effluent  Lim its

“Technology-based 
treatment requirements 
… represent the 
minimum level of 
control that must be 
imposed under section 
402 of the Act.”

-40  C.F.R. § 125.3



EPA Guida nce  a nd  Re com m enda t ions

Guidance for:
• Industrial direct 

dischargers
• Treatment works
• Biosolids assessment
• Public notice

Specific recommendations 
for some draft VPDES 
permits





Rem oving  the  Obs ta cle s

Support drinking water monitoring and 
installation of treatment technology

Ensure implementation of EPA guidance and 
recommendations

Provide funding to help DEQ enforce PFAS 
disclosure and develop more stringent permits

Increase PFAS testing capacity at laboratories  in 
Virginia




	Addressing PFAS Water �Pollution
	Removing the Obstacles
	VDH’s Realm
	DEQ’s Realm
	DEQ’s Realm
	DEQ’s Realm
	DEQ’s Realm
	Existing laws can prevent PFAS water pollution.
	Addressing PFAS at the source is effective, efficient, and equitable.
	Addressing PFAS at the source is effective, efficient, and equitable.
	Obstacles to Effective Prevention of PFAS Water Pollution
	Disclosure
	EPA-Approved Methods for Analyzing PFAS
	Technology-Based Effluent Limits
	EPA Guidance and Recommendations
	Slide Number 16
	Removing the Obstacles
	Slide Number 18

