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May 28, 2024 

 

 

Sean Dempsey 

Engineering and Analysis Division 

Office of Science and Technology (4303T) 

Environmental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW 

Washington, DC 20460–0001 

Dempsey.Sean@epa.gov 

EPA Public Comment Portal: https://www.regulations.gov/docket/EPA-HQ-OW-2023-0580/ 

 

Subject:    BACWA Comments on EPA POTW Influent PFAS Study Information Collection 

Request (EPA-HQ-OW-2023-0580) 

   

Dear Sean Dempsey: 

 

On behalf of the Bay Area Clean Water Agencies (BACWA), we thank you for the opportunity 

to provide comments on your planned information collection request (ICR) for a study of per- 

and polyfluoralkyl substances (PFAS) influent to Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWs). 

BACWA is a joint powers agency whose members own and operate POTWs and sanitary sewer 

systems that collectively provide sanitary services to over seven million people in the San 

Francisco Bay Area (Bay Area). BACWA supports EPA’s effort to characterize PFAS influent 

loads to POTWs as an initial step towards developing source control measures for these 

pollutants. BACWA has comments for EPA related to the proposed study design, as well as 

minor comments related to the draft questionnaire.  

 

The EPA Influent Study should leverage insights from previously collected monitoring 

data, including data from BACWA’s study of PFAS in Bay Area Wastewater. 

 

From 2020 to 2023, BACWA worked with scientists from the San Francisco Estuary Institute to 

complete a two-phase study of PFAS in Bay Area wastewater. The study included sampling of 

POTW influent, effluent, and biosolids, as well as collection system sampling at industrial 

facilities, commercial facilities, and in residential areas. The samples were analyzed for 40 PFAS 

analytes and Total Oxidizable Precursors using then-draft EPA Method 1633. Additional 

information is available in BACWA’s PFAS Study Summary (see Attachment 1).  

 

BACWA shared a complete copy of the study results with EPA staff via email on February 6, 

2024, and is prepared to upload the results into an EPA portal as needed. BACWA has three 

http://www.bacwa.org/
mailto:Dempsey.Sean@epa.gov
https://www.regulations.gov/docket/EPA-HQ-OW-2023-0580/
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requests to reflect the significant commitment of time and financial resources that went into this 

study of PFAS:  

 

1. EPA’s POTW Influent PFAS Study should place additional focus on domestic sampling 

to reflect the likely importance of this source.  

 

Two of the key findings of BACWA’s PFAS study were:  

 

• Residential users appear to be a dominant source of PFAS to Bay Area wastewater 

treatment plants.  

• Among industrial and commercial facilities included in this study, industrial laundries 

showed the highest concentrations, followed by car washes.  

 

BACWA recommends that EPA place greater attention on the domestic/residential sampling 

portion of the study, recognizing the likely importance of residential users in PFAS loading to 

POTWs. In the BACWA study, there was significant variability among residential sampling 

locations, but it was not possible for our study to explain this variability.   

 

One way to further explore residential variability would be to require additional domestic 

sampling for POTWs with fewer than 10 industrial users (up to 10 locations, similar to the 

proposed cap of sampling up to 10 industrial users). Another way would be to require sample 

collection in different types of residential areas based on sewershed scale, housing type, 

inclusion of commercial and institutional wastewater, or other factors. For example, EPA could 

require that some study samples be collected in purely domestic areas with no commercial, 

industrial, or institutional users. Other samples could be collected in areas with shopping centers, 

office buildings, schools, and other non-residential uses.  

 

BACWA appreciates that EPA is investigating controllable sources of PFAS to POTWs. 

However, since uncontrollable loads are likely to be the dominant source to POTWs, EPA should 

not waste this opportunity to further characterize this source. The effort could inform future 

action such as restrictions on the sale of consumer products containing PFAS. Such actions may 

be necessary for POTWs to meet future effluent limitations without installing costly upgrades.  

 

2. BACWA recommends using the TOP assay to quantify total PFAS. Sample analysis 

using EPA Method 1621 should be a limited part of the study, rather than a universal 

requirement.  

 

Since EPA Method 1633 only captures forty specific PFAS compounds, the BACWA study also 

quantified total PFAS using the Total Oxidizable Precursors (TOP) assay. The BACWA study 

found that the TOP assay was useful for two reasons. First, the TOP assay was able to 

approximately track the mass of influent PFAS as it partitions into effluent and biosolids; by 

contrast, total PFAS using the sum of targeted analytes from EPA Method 1633 does not result 

in a closed mass balance (effluent concentrations are often higher than influent concentrations). 

Second, the TOP assay highlighted potential sources of influent PFAS from residential areas, 

from commercial sources (e.g., car washes), and from industrial laundries.  Method 1633 alone 

would not have uncovered these sources. 
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Because the TOP assay measures the concentration of final degradates, it is possible to 

understand the nature of the PFAS precursors in a sample and whether they are contributing to 

heavier loads of more toxic compounds such as PFOS and PFOA or compounds with lower 

toxicity such as PFBS. Unfortunately, Method 1621 does not provide this important 

supplemental information to Method 1633.  

 

EPA Method 1621 for adsorbable organic fluorine provides similar information to the TOP 

assay, in that it attempts to quantity total PFAS. Method 1621 has not yet been widely used; 

BACWA is not aware of large data sets for POTWs using Method 1621. More importantly, the 

regulatory applications of Method 1621 are not immediately obvious, since EPA has not begun 

any rulemaking using Method 1621 as its basis. Recent rulemaking efforts for drinking water, 

hazardous waste, and aquatic life criteria have all been focused on specific PFAS compounds 

such as PFOA and PFOS. BACWA supports EPA’s scientific inquiry into whether adsorbable 

organic fluorine measured via Method 1621 transforms into regulated compounds like PFOA and 

PFOS. However, at this early stage, this research question is not well-suited for a nationwide 

mandatory sampling effort that would come at significant cost to POTWs.  

 

BACWA recommends that EPA limit the requirement to analyze samples using Method 1621 to 

a subset of samples. This approach will still provide scientific information about the usefulness 

of Method 1621, but it will reduce analysis costs and it will increase the number of certified 

laboratories available to process samples. In California, for example, there are laboratories 

certified to perform Method 1633 but not Method 1621.    

 

In addition, BACWA recommends that EPA lead additional scientific inquiry into the use of the 

TOP assay in a pretreatment program and source control context. If mandating use of the TOP 

assay is outside the scope of this Influent PFAS Study, then EPA should support separate 

scientific efforts to compare industrial, commercial, and residential wastewater samples analyzed 

via Method 1633, Method 1633 with the TOP assay, and Method 1621.  

 

3. Bay Area POTWs should not be required to participate in sampling for the Influent 

PFAS Study.  

 

Bay Area agencies have already sampled nearly all of the waste streams identified in the draft 

questionnaire: influent, effluent, biosolids, categorical and non-categorical industrial users, and 

domestic/residential users. The categorical users included:  

 

• Pulp Paperboard (40 CFR 430 Subpart J) 

• Semiconductor manufacturing (40 CFR 469 Subpart A) 

• Semiconductor chemical manufacturing (40 CFR 414 Subpart H) 

• Chrome Plating (40 CFR 433 Subpart A) 

• Chrome Reduction at a Centralized Waste Treatment facility (40 CFR 437.47 Subpart D) 

 

Over the next few years, BACWA plans to continue working with San Francisco Estuary 

Institute scientists on additional work to quantify sources of PFAS to POTWs. We would happily 

engage with EPA staff to devise a sampling plan that would complement the EPA’s Influent 
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PFAS Study. Requiring Bay Area agencies to re-sample as part of the national study, which is 

meant to “go broad,” would be a waste of resources that could be better spent “going deep.” 

 

Recommended Clarifications to Questionnaire 

 

The table below lists our recommended clarifications on the proposed questionnaire to be sent to 

large POTWs.  

 

Page Number 

and Item 

Request 

Page i, Note 2 Clarify whether the list of POTWs participating in Phase 1 and 

participating in Phase 2 will be the same POTWs.  

Page 15, 

Question 4 

Clarify which attachments to Form 2S are needed (or not).  

The questionnaire asks for a copy of the agency’s most recently submitted 

Form 2S (if applicable). Form 2S typically includes many attachments, 

including topographic maps (Item 1.14 of Form 2S), line drawings (Item 

1.15) and pollutant concentrations (Item 1.18). The questionnaire should 

clarify whether these attachments are also needed. Note that Question 11 of 

the draft questionnaire requests a treatment diagram, which seems to 

duplicate the line drawing attached to Form 2S.    

Pages 17 and 32 

Questions 9 and 

10 

Do not use the phrase “industrial category” except when describing 

categorical dischargers per the federal pretreatment program. The draft 

questionnaire using the phrase “ Industrial Category”  in Question 9, Table 9, 

Table 10. The word “industrial category” in this context is potentially 

confusing  because the phrase is being used to include non-categorical 

dischargers, such as industrial laundries and car washes. A different phrase 

such as “Type of Industry” would be less confusing.   

Page 22, 

Question 13  

Provide more instructions to disambiguate two similar destinations for 

wastewater: “irrigation” and “recycled water.” The questionnaire asks for 

the destinations for treated wastewater in 2023. Without additional 

instructions, the categories of “land applied (onsite or offsite, including 

irrigation),” “onsite recycle/reuse” and “offsite recycle/reuse” may cause 

confusion for some dischargers that used recycled water for irrigation. In 

addition, the form should provide additional instructions on how to report 

treated wastewater that is reused for in-plant processes.  

Page 28, 

Question 20 

Clarify whether the date cutoff of January 1, 2022, for previous 

sampling is for sample collection or sample analysis. The questionnaire 

states that  “EPA requests facilities that have collected PFAS or AOF 

monitoring data analyzed using EPA Method 1633, EPA Method 1621, or 

other PFAS method … since January 1, 2022 to voluntarily submit these data 

to the EPA.” The text is not clear about whether this date cutoff is for sample 

collection or sample analysis.  

 

Thank you for your consideration of these requests.   
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Respectfully Submitted, 

 

 
 

Lorien Fono, Ph.D., P.E. 

Executive Director 

Bay Area Clean Water Agencies 

 

Attachment 1: PFAS Study Summary: Bay Area Clean Water Agencies and San Francisco 

Estuary Institute, Study of PFAS in Bay Area Wastewater. February 2024. Also available online 

at https://bacwa.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/02/BACWA-PFAS-Study-Summary-2024-02-

07.pdf 

 

 

cc:  BACWA Executive Board 

 

  

https://bacwa.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/02/BACWA-PFAS-Study-Summary-2024-02-07.pdf
https://bacwa.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/02/BACWA-PFAS-Study-Summary-2024-02-07.pdf
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FEBRUARY 2024 

PFAS STUDY 
SUMMARY 

Bay Area Clean Water Agencies and San Francisco Estuary Institute  
Study of PFAS in Bay Area Wastewater 

 

What are PFAS? 

Per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) are a large group of human-made compounds that 

are resistant to heat, water, and oil. Common PFAS-containing products include non-stick 

cookware, cardboard/paper food packaging, water-resistant clothing, carpets, personal care 

products, and fire-fighting foam. PFAS do not break down in the environment, can accumulate 

within the human body, and can be toxic at relatively low concentrations. 

Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWs) receive PFAS from residential, commercial, and 

industrial customers in their service areas. Some PFAS transform to other PFAS compounds 

during the treatment process, but are not destroyed. PFAS received in POTW influent ultimately 

partition into effluent, air, or biosolids depending on the individual compound’s chemical 

characteristics. 

KEY POINTS 

PFAS are ubiquitous in 
numerous everyday 
products and in the 
environment. 
 
As long as PFAS 
continues to be 
produced and used in 
consumer products, 
PFAS will be present in 
wastewater influent, 
effluent, and biosolids.  

HOW MUCH PFAS IS IN BAY AREA WASTEWATER? 

PFAS concentrations in Bay Area wastewater (see Figure 1 on page 3) were similar to levels seen 
in other communities in California. There are currently no PFAS standards directly applicable to 
biosolids or San Francisco Bay wastewater discharges. Most biosolids samples were below the 
“action levels” for land application recently adopted in other states.  

WHERE IS THE PFAS IN 

WASTEWATER COMING 

FROM? 

Residential users appear to 
be a significant source of 
PFAS to Bay Area wastewater 
treatment plants. Among 
industrial and commercial 
facilities included in this 
study, industrial laundries 
showed the highest 
concentrations, followed by 
car washes.  

WHAT MAKES THIS STUDY 

UNIQUE? 

This study quantified PFAS in 
wastewater using a comprehensive 
lab method called the Total 
Oxidizable Precursors (TOP) assay. 
This method quantifies more of the 
PFAS than other typical lab 
methods, which means this study 
was able to better track PFAS 
through the treatment process. 
Sampling of residential areas was 
another unique study feature.  
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PFAS STUDY 
SUMMARY 

Why did BACWA Complete this Study?  
In 2019, the State Water Board started requiring testing of drinking water systems and other 

high-risk locations for PFAS such as landfills, airports, industrial chrome-platers, refineries & bulk 

terminals, and POTWsa. The Bay Area Clean Water Agencies (BACWA) worked with State and 

Regional Water Board staff to respond to the need for testing at POTWs. BACWA worked with 

scientists at San Francisco Estuary Institute (SFEI) to design and complete a two-phase studyb,c:  

• Phase 1 (Fall 2020). Fourteen representative facilities collected influent, effluent, and 

biosolids samples to test for PFAS. Facilities were selected based on their size, location, level 

of industry in their service area, treatment technology, and whether they had participated in 

previous SFEI PFAS studies, so that trends in individual PFAS compounds could be tracked 

over time. The final report for Phase 1 was released in October 2021d. 

 

• Phase 2 (Mid-2022). Seven facilities collected influent and effluent samples, and five of the 

seven also collected biosolids samples for PFAS analysis. Samples were also collected 

upstream of POTWs in residential areas and at select industrial and commercial facilities. 

Industrial facilities were selected that had not already been included in the State Water 

Board’s investigative orders. Phase 2 was completed by larger agencies that volunteered to 

participate. Results from Phase 2 were shared at the Regional Monitoring Program Annual 

Meeting in October 2023e, and the final report for Phase 2 was completed in December 2023. 

The report is available from BACWA staff upon request.  

While the State Water Board required wastewater samples (influent, effluent, biosolids) to be 

measured for a specified 31 individual PFAS analytes, the BACWA-SFEI study went beyond this 

list and used a target method that included 40 individual analytes. Additionally, this study 

included another method called the Total Oxidizable Precursors (TOP) assay. The TOP assay 

involves oxidizing the sample to convert PFAS to terminal transformation products, then analyzed 

with the Target method. The total PFAS 

quantified with the TOP method includes not 

only the 40 analytes in the Target method, but 

additionally includes PFAS precursors that can 

transform to those 40 analytes. The advantage 

of the TOP analysis is that it gives a better 

estimate of all PFAS in a sample, and not just the 

40 individual analytes included in the analytical 

method (see conceptual schematic at left). Both 

the target and TOP assay quantified PFAS using 

USEPA Method 1633. Phase 2 also included 

analysis of Adsorbable Organofluorine (AOF) via 

USEPA Draft Method 1621. 
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SUMMARY 

What did the Study Find?  
Phase 1 of the study demonstrated that sampling a 

representative selection of POTWs (rather than all POTWs) was 

an appropriate strategy for characterizing PFAS. PFAS levels 

were similar across the 14 participating facilities, as summarized 

in the Phase 1 reportd. Both phases of this BACWA-SFEI study 

showed similar results to the State Water Board’s Investigative 

Orderf for the targeted analysis. This study also showed that the 

targeted analysis only captures a fraction of total PFAS 

compounds. In Phase 2 influent samples, for example, the 

median for sum of PFAS via the TOP method was 5 times greater 

than the median for sum of PFAS via target analysis, while the 

ratio was about 2 for effluent.  

Phase 2 showed that PFAS in influent is both transformed and partitioned to biosolids before 

leaving as treated effluent, as shown below in Figure 1. This finding may seem self-evident, but 

the results of the Phase 1 study and the statewide Investigative Order were not conclusive on 

this point. Based on targeted analysis, the total quantified PFAS concentration is often higher in 

effluent than influent, potentially leading to the false conclusion that PFAS are added or created 

within treatment plants. As expected, total quantified PFAS based on Phase 2 TOP analysis 

conclusively showed substantial removal from influent to effluent at each of the seven facilities 

sampled (see orange bars for influent and effluent, Figure 1). AOF data showed a similar trend. 

Figure 1. Phase 2 Total Quantified PFAS based on a sum of targeted analysis of 40 compounds (“Target”) 

and Total Oxidizable Precursors analysis (“TOP”). Note TOP results includes 40 compounds included in 

Target method, plus PFAS precursors that are converted to one of the 40 Target compounds. Influent and 

effluent data are in units ng/L and Biosolids are in ng/g (dry weight). The height of each bar chart 

indicates the median, while the error bars show the minimum and maximum. Phase 1 data are excluded 

because the TOP analysis was not performed. 
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KEY FINDING 

In Phase 2, TOP analysis was 

completed for influent, 

effluent, and biosolids from 5 

facilities.  

On average, about half of the 

mass of total quantified PFAS 

contained in POTW influent 

was partitioned to biosolids.  
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SUMMARY 

How do PFAS Levels in Bay Area Wastewater Compare to 

Regulatory Thresholds?  

There are currently no water quality criteria for PFAS directly 

applicable to San Francisco Bay. USEPA has developed draft aquatic 

life criteriag, and plans to develop human health criteria based on 

fish consumption (see side bar). Although surface water quality 

criteria are still in development, both the State Water Board and 

USEPA have developed regulatory thresholds for drinking water. 

Drinking water criteria are not applicable to most Bay Area POTWs, 

since the Bay is not used as a drinking water supply. They are 

included here for informational purposes only.  

The State Water Board has adopted notification levels of 6.5 ng/L for 

perfluorooctane sulfonic acid (PFOS), 5.1 ng/L for perfluorooctanoic 

acid (PFOA), and 3 ng/L for perfluorohexane sulfonic acid (PFHxS)h. 

The USEPA’s proposed drinking water Maximum Contaminant Level 

(MCL) is 4 ng/L for PFOS and PFOAi. The proposed MCL for PFHxS is 

included as part of a unitless “Hazard Index." Effluent concentrations observed from Phase 1 and 

2 are compared to these thresholds in Figure 2. Although production of both PFOS and PFOA has 

been phased out in the United States, these compounds were detected in all but one of the 

study’s effluent samples. Some PFOS and PFOA may come from the transformation of other PFAS 

compounds. Typical concentrations were near or above the proposed federal MCLs.  
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PFAS IN THE BAY 

Through the Regional 
Monitoring Program, SFEI 
scientists are monitoring PFAS in 
San Francisco Bay water, 
sediment, and sport fish. PFOS is 
the predominant compound in 
sport fish, and fish caught in the 
South Bay have the highest 
concentrations. Stormwater and 
wastewater are both possible 
sources of PFAS in sport fish.  
 
As part of its PFAS Strategic 
Roadmap, USEPA is planning to 
publish water quality criteria 
based on fish consumption in 
Fall 2024. In the future, the 
levels of PFAS in sport fish may 
cause San Francisco Bay to be 
listed as an impaired water body 
per section 303(d) of the federal 
Clean Water Act.  

Figure 2. Phase 1 and 2 effluent concentrations of PFOA, PFOS, and PFHxS compared to California notification 

levels and proposed USEPA Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs) for drinking water. For PFHxS, the proposed 

MCL is illustrated with a dashed line at 10 ng/L; the unitless Hazard Index of 1.0 is calculated by dividing 

PFHxS concentrations by 10. The 3 other compounds included in the Hazard Index were primarily non-detects. 

The open circle for PFOS indicates a non-detected value; all filled shapes indicate a detected result.  
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PFAS STUDY 
SUMMARY 

How do PFAS Levels in Bay Area Biosolids Compare to Regulatory Thresholds?  

PFAS is a potential concern for biosolids end uses, particularly land application or other uses 

where PFAS could migrate to food crops or drinking water. There are currently no federal or state 

standards for PFAS in biosolids. However, several other states have established “action levels” 

for biosolids that may be “industrially impacted.” When PFOA or PFOS concentrations in biosolids 

exceed the action level of 20 ng/g (µg/kg or ppb), utilities in Michiganj and New Yorkk are subject 

to restrictions on biosolids recycling. In this BACWA-SFEI study, the only biosolids samples that 

exceeded these thresholds were from agencies that have exceptionally long storage times in 

lagoons and storage beds, which may allow more time for PFAS transformations to occur or allow 

PFAS to become more concentrated on a dry weight basis.  

 

Figure 3. Phase 1 and 2 

biosolids concentrations 

of PFOA and PFOS (ng/g 

dry weight) compared to 

action levels in Michigan 

and New York. Filled 

shapes indicate detected 

values. Unfilled shapes 

indicate non-detects.  

 

 

 

Where is PFAS in Bay Area Wastewater Coming From? 

To identify potential sources of PFAS, Phase 2 of the BACWA-SFEI study focused on sampling in 

residential areas and at commercial and industrial facilities. Samples were collected from 

residential areas (n=14), industrial laundries (n=5), hospitals (n=4), facilities with chrome plating 

onsite (n=3), semiconductor manufacturing (n=2), car washes (n=3), a military site, and a pulp 

paperboard manufacturing facility. Landfill leachate is also a known source of PFAS in 

wastewater that was previously sampled under a State Water Board investigative ordera. 

Results of this study’s collection system monitoring are shown in Figure 4 and indicate that: 

• Residential samples showed a large range of total quantified PFAS concentrations. The 

median sum of TOP and target analytes were only slightly lower than those found in plant 

influent.  

• Industrial Laundries. Concentrations of total quantified PFAS measured as TOP were 

significantly higher than median influent concentrations at several (but not all) industrial 
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PFAS STUDY 
SUMMARY 

laundries. These facilities 

typically launder uniforms, 

linens, floor mats, and 

similar items. Some 

laundered textiles could 

contain intentionally 

added PFAS (e.g., for stain 

resistance).  

• Car Washes showed total 

PFAS measured as TOP at 

moderately higher 

concentrations than plant 

influent. Unlike industrial 

laundries, however, there 

were not any extremely 

high values at the car 

washes, and discharge 

flow rates tend to be lower 

at the car washes.  

 

At most Bay Area treatment plants, more than 95% of flows are from residential and commercial 

customers. Phase 2 results indicate that residential areas may contribute PFAS at concentrations 

similar to plant influent, which means that residential users may be the dominant source of PFAS 

to many treatment facilities. PFAS is found in many consumer products, including textiles, 

household chemicals, cosmetics, and food packaging, at concentrations several orders of 

magnitude higher than those found in 

this study, as shown in Figure 5. This 

source of PFAS can only be controlled 

by removing or reducing the amount of 

PFAS found in consumer products.  

 
Figure 5. PFAS concentrations in select 

categories of consumer products. Figure 

adapted from Dewapriya et al., 2023l. The 

round marker indicates the average, while 

the error bars show the minimum and 

maximum values. The units (ppm) are 

equivalent to ng/L x 1,000,000.  
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Figure 4. Comparison of Phase 2 plant influent results with residential, 

commercial, and industrial wastewater (ng/L). Total PFAS is based on a 

sum of targeted analysis of 40 compounds(“Target”) and Total Oxidizable 

Precursor analysis (“TOP”). The height of each bar chart indicates the 

median, while the error bars show the minimum and maximum.  
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What is BACWA Doing Next?  
BACWA and its members are interested in developing actionable data that will inform future 

source control or other management efforts. To start, BACWA and its members plan to 

continue working with SFEI, the Water Board, and the California Department of Toxic 

Substances Control to identify consumer products with PFAS that have a potential nexus to 

wastewater, stormwater, and surface waters like San Francisco Bay. In the coming years, SFEI 

plans to continue studying PFAS in stormwater and the Bay, while BACWA will continue to focus 

on identifying controllable sources within sewer service areas. 

Where Can I Find More Information?  
 

USEPA PFAS Strategic Roadmap:  

https://www.epa.gov/pfas/pfas-strategic-roadmap-epas-commitments-action-2021-2024 
a SWRCB Investigative Order for POTWs: 

https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/board_decisions/adopted_orders/water_quality/2020/wqo2020_001

5_dwq.pdf 
b Study of PFAS in Bay Area POTWs: Phase 1 Sampling and Analysis Plan:  

https://bacwa.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/SFEI-Final-PFAS-SAP-Phase-1-2020-11-23.pdf  
c Study of PFAS in Bay Area POTWs: Phase 2 Sampling and Analysis Plan: https://bacwa.org/wp-
content/uploads/2022/03/Final-PFAS-Phase-2-SAP-2022-03-28.pdf 
d Study of PFAS in Bay Area POTWs, Phase 1 Memo:  
https://bacwa.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/03/Memo_BACWA-PFAS-Phase-1.pdf 
e Lin, D. and Fono, L. Investigation of PFAS Sources to Municipal Wastewater. Presentation to 2023 
Regional Monitoring Program Annual Meeting, October 2023. Video and slides available at 
https://www.sfei.org/projects/rmp-annual-meeting 
f Aflaki, R. “What can we learn from the GeoTracker PFAS data?” Presentation to CASA; Available at 
https://casaweb.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/10/Aflaki-Roshan.pdf 
g USEPA, 2022. “Fact Sheet: Draft 2022 Aquatic Life Ambient Water Quality Criteria for PFOA and PFOS. 
“Available at https://www.epa.gov/system/files/documents/2022-04/pfoa-pfos-draft-factsheet-
2022.pdf 
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