Tackling PFAS —
Is Treating the Water
Enough?
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PFAS Residential Well Sampling Results in the Region
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Sample inventory (n= 54)
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Site-by-Site comparison
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Year-over-Year comparison
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10 PFAS, including 8 PFEAS, were detected
In at least 10% of the produce samples
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It Is unclear whether there is really a
decreasing trend of PFAS plant uptake

B PvPA [ PFO2HXA I PFMOAA [l PEPA I GenX

Site A

Site B

@25 P-Green Bean Okra Squash Tomato Blueberry
£
e 20
IE
b
215
3
10
S

Temporal 3 5 - B N l
2 - - -

trend o 2014 2015 2016 2014 2016 2017 2015 2016 2017 2015 2019 2017 2019

@ Pecan Blueberry Blackberry Peach Apple
=]
E
£
210
R
o
=
3
3 I
e
<]
; - I ECE
o 2013 2018 2015 2018 2019 2016 2017 2018 2019 2018 2019 2018 2019



Concentration of PFAS in produce and
groundwater may be correlated
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Where are the PFEASs located?
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O The majority (>90%) of PFEASs detected were inside of the blueberries

O Washing blueberries would not be effective for reducing human exposure
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How important is dietary uptake comparing to
drinking water uptake?

Blackberry Assumptions: An adult drinks 2 L of water per day,
which contains 10 ng/L of GenX
Proposed Health-based standard
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In PFAS-impacted communities, dietary uptake could be an important
EFAS route of exposure, in addition to drinking water uptake
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