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Knowledge regarding the toxicity of PFAS is rapidly
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* EPA did not establish an individual MCL
for PFBS, but this value should be used

when calculating a HI tor mixtures with
PFHXS, PENA, or HFPO-DA.

EAL = Environmental Action Level
RSL = Regional Screening Level
MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level
PCL = Protective Concentration Level
= most conservative screening level
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What does this mean for your site?

Texas, Hawall, EPA
RSLs, and EPA MCLs
factor in different
amounts of water

Groundwater screening levels assume
ELCR=1x10° and HI=1.

Regulatory Variability
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@ Previously evaluated sites, especially those with PFAS in gsroundwater,
may face challenges in risk characterization and management, leading
to reopening of cases.
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Using the same hypothetical groundwater data set, the risk
characterization results and risk management decisions may
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