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Public Comment — Summary and Response

Received six written comments
* Five from water systems
* One from a private citizen

Strong support for the proposed rule, specifically the addition of the
Hazard Index.
* DOH Response: Adopting the Hazard Index aligns the rule with the best
available science currently.

Expressed support for the Board and the Department’s work to
protect residents by aligning with the federal standards.

* DOH Response: Aligning with the current MCLs aligns the rule with the
best available science at this time. We believe this will provide regulatory
certainty for utilities in Washington state and protect public health.
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Public Comment — Concerns

Multiple comments expressed implementation concerns about
adopting the EPA’s PFAS regulation during the ongoing federal
litigation and recommended maintaining current SALs until there is
certainty in the EPA regulatory determination.

* DOH Response: Washington state has already adopted the current federal
MClLs. If the EPA rescinds some of the federal MCLs based on new science,
the Board may review that science and decide whether to revise the MCLs
or not. Aligning with the current MCLs aligns the rule with the best
available science at this time.

Comments expressed concern about implementation for water
systems given the cost and time constraints. Recommended a grace
period for systems to establish baseline Running Annual Average
(RAA) calculations.

* DOH Response: We will continue to provide direct technical support. RAA

at the reduced concentration will be calculated based on data received
after the effective date of the rule.

Washington State Department of Health | 4



Public Comment — Concerns (cont.)

e Commented on the Environmental Justice Assessment about their
concerns that PFAS contamination disproportionately affects low-
income communities and communities of color located near industrial
sites.

* DOH Response: Yes, PFAS and other environmental hazards often do
disproportionately affect low-income and other vulnerable populations.
This is one reason we believe this rule change is so important, because it
provides enhanced protections. While the rule works toward providing
equal access to safe and reliable water, the Department's infrastructure
programs focus on providing funding and direct technical support to
disadvantaged communities otherwise impacted by contamination like
PFAS.

* Concerned about the response rate of the Small Business Economic
Impact Statement (SBEIS) and recommended further outreach.

* DOH Response: The cost survey was optional and was intended to serve as
a snapshot of potential costs and benefits associated with complying with
the proposed rule.
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Public Comment — Questions

* Questions raised around the basis of removal of PFBS and the addition
of the Hazard Index.

* DOH Response: Scientific data show that Washington has not had PFBS
detections that require action. To ensure consistency with federal
regulations, we have elected to adopt the Hazard Index approach. We
continue to include PFBS in the Hazard Index and test for it at lower
concentrations to maintain comprehensive monitoring. If PFBS becomes
more prevalent in the future, the Board could consider additional
regulation.

* Questions on how the RAA will be calculated during the initial years
when water systems have less data and if a single high-quarter will
trigger notification requirements.

* DOH Response: The RAA calculations are consistent with existing

calculations for all other chronic chemicals. A confirmed high calculation
greater than four times the SAL will trigger notification requirements.
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Public Comments — Outside of Scope

* Recommended regular review of rules to incorporate new scientific
evidence, outside of the scope of this current rule.

* DOH Response: The Department agrees and will continue doing this. RCW
43.70.041 requires the Department to review existing rules every five
years. Staff also proactively monitor new science and research that may
impact existing rules to determine potential updates to ensure public
health and safety.
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Department’s Recommendation

No change to proposed rule because adopting the EPA’s standards will
ensure the Board applies protective guidelines grounded in current
scientific knowledge of public health risks. Given ongoing federal
uncertainty, prioritizing these standards avoids unnecessary risks to
public health.

Implementation efforts will include many of the recommendations we
received, including:

* RAA at the reduced concentration will be calculated based on data
received after the effective date of the rule;

* Update and develop guidance documents; and

* Provide training and technical assistance to water systems and
laboratories.
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Questions?
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