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GOOD MORNING EVERYONE MY NAME IS BOB GRIFFIN WANTTO THANK THE SCIENCE ADVISORY BOARD

FOR THIS OPPORTUNITY TO COMMENT AM CIVIL ENGINEER WHO IS THE GENERAL MANAGEROF NON

PROFIT RURAL WATER SYSTEM LOCATED IN SOUTHEAST OHIO THE LITTLE HOCKING WATER ASSOCIATION SERVES

APPROXIMATELY 12000 PEOPLE OUR WATER WELLS ARE LOCATED ALONG THE OHIO RIVER DIRECTLY ACROSS

FROM DUPONTS WASHINGTON WORKS PLANT IN WOODCOUNTY WEST VIRGINIA WHEREC8 IS USED IN

THE FLUOROPOLYMER MANUFACTURING PROCESS AND WHERETELOMERS ARE ALSO PRODUCED

OUR COMMUNITY HAS BEEN EXPOSED TO THIS CHEMICAL FOR MORETHAN 50 YEARS ALTHOUGH DUPONT

KNEW OUR WATER WAS CONTAMINATED WITH C8 IN 1984 WEWERE NOT INFORMED UNTIL JANUARY OF 2002

IN THE INTERIM WEWERE UNWITTINGLY EXPOSED TO THIS CHEMICAL AND PERHAPS RELATED CHEMICALS

SINCE JANUARY 2002 WE HAVE LEARNED THAT IT IS NOT ONLY IN OUR WATER BUT IT ALSO CONTAMINATES OUR

SOIL AND THE AIR THAT WE BREATHE

FURTHER WEKNOW THAT THIS CHEMICAL IS PERSISTENT FOR THOUSANDS OF YEARS

WE ARE HERE TODAY TO PUT FACE ON THE INDIVIDUALS THAT ARE DIRECTLY AFFECTED BY YOUR TECHNICAL

REVIEW AND CONCLUSIONS WEARE HERE TO ASK THAT YOU CONDUCT YOUR DELIBERATIONS SO THAT INDIVIDUAL

PEOPLE AND PUBLIC HEALTH PRINCIPLES ARE NOT FORGOTTEN IN THE DATA THAT YOU WILL REVIEW WEARE ALSO

HERE TO PROVIDE BACKGROUND INFORMATION THAT MAY ASSIST YOU IN VISUALIZING THE IMPACT THAT C8
EXPOSURE HAS ON OUR CUSTOMERS PEOPLE IN OUR COMMUNITY AND OTHER COMMUNITIES ALONG THE OHIO

RIVER ARE DRINKING WATER EVERY DAY WITH C8 IN IT WITHOUT TRULY KNOWING THE LONGTERMHEALTH

EFFECTS TO THEM THEIR CHILDREN GRANDCHILDREN AND FUTURE GENERATIONS

WE DO KNOW THAT THE CHEMICAL CROSSES THE PLACENTAL BARRIER

IN JUNE OF 2003 SPOKE TO THE FIRST PLENARY SESSION OF THE USEPA PFOA ENFORCEABLE CONSENT

AGREEMENT PROCESS AT THAT TIME TOLD THAT BODY THAT OUR WATER SYSTEM HAD THE HIGHEST LEVEL OF

C8 CONTAMINATION OF ANY PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY IN THE UNITED STATES IF NOT THE WORLD TO THE BEST
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OF MY KNOWLEDGE THAT IS STILL TRUE IN LITTLE MORE THAN YEAR AND HALF THE C8 LEVEL IN THE

WATER BEING DELIVERED TO OUR CUSTOMERS HAS MORETHAN TRIPLED FROM 20 PPB TO 72 PPB IN

DECEMBER OF 2001 ONE OF OUR PRODUCTION WELLS HAD C8 LEVEL OF 769 PPB IN NOVEMBER OF LAST

YEAR THIS SAME WELL HAD 186 PPB IN SPITE OF REPORTED AIR EMISSION REDUCTIONS BY INDUSTRY LEVELS

OF C8 AS HIGH AS 780 PPB HAVE BEEN DETECTED IN THE WATER IN OUR WEILFIELD

WE HAVE VOLUNTARILY CHOSEN NOT TO USE THE WELL WITH THE HIGHEST LEVEL OF C8 IN ORDER TO MINIMIZE

EXPOSURE TO OUR CUSTOMERS AS RESULT WEHAVE BEEN OPERATING OUR WELIFIELD AT LESS THAN

OPTIMUM EFFICIENCY THIS PUMPING ARRANGEMENT LEAVES US NO OPPORTUNITY TO PERFORM
MAINTENANCE ON THE REMAINING WELLS IT ALSO ENDANGERS OUR ABILITY TO HAVE ENOUGHCAPACITY TO

ADEQUATELY SERVE OUR CUSTOMERS NEEDS OUR OPTIONS FOR FUTURE PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS HAVE BEEN

SEVERELY LIMITED BY THE PRESENCE OF C8 IN OUR WATER

AS WE HAVE ENDEAVORED TO ASCERTAIN THE CONSEQUENCES OF THE EXPOSURE NOT ONLY TO US BUT ALSO TO

OUR CHILDREN AND GRANDCHILDREN WE HAVE BEEN CONFOUNDED BY THE EVERCHANGING GUIDELINES FOR

EXPOSURE TO C8 IN THE LATE 1980S OR EARLY 1990S DUPONT DEVELOPED COMMUNITY EXPOSURE
GUIDELINE OF 10 PPB IN MARCH OF 2002 AS PART OF CONSENT ORDER BETWEEN REGIONS ILL AND OF

THE USEPA ALTERNATE WATERWAS TO BE PROVIDED IF THE C8 LEVELS IN DRINKING WATER EXCEEDED 140

PPB IN AUGUST OF 2002 WORKING UNDER WEST VIRGINIA CONSENT ORDER PANEL DEVELOPED HEALTH

PROTECTIVE SCREENING LEVEL OF 150 PPB BASED ON EXPOSURE THROUGH DRINKING WATER ONLY IN

NOVEMBER OF 2002 THE STATE OF MINNESOTA DEVELOPED HEALTH BASED VALUE FOR C8 OF 70 PPB IN

DRINKING WATER WHICH TAKES INTO ACCOUNT EXPOSURE ROUTES OTHER THAN WATER CLEARLY THERE IS NO

AGREEMENT ON WHAT THE SAFE LEVEL OF C8 IS FOR DRINKING WATER BECAUSE OF THE UNCERTAINTIES

SURROUNDING SAFE LEVEL OF C8 IN DRINKING WATER AND ASSERTIONS BY THE ENVIRONMENTAL WORKING

GROUP AND OTHERS THAT EXPOSURE TO C8 MAY POSE POTENTIAL HUMAN HEALTH RISKS WEHAVE BEEN

COMPELLED TO INFORM OUR CUSTOMERS THAT THEY UTILIZE AND DRINK OUR WATER AT THEIR OWN RISK

FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING PERFORMED TO DATE IN THE VICINITY OF LITTLE HOCKING HAS ONLY

REPORTED RESULTS FOR C8 WE DO NOT KNOW WHATOTHER RELATED PERFLUORINATED CHEMICALS ARE PRESENT

IN OUR WELLFIELD HOWEVER WE DO KNOW THAT PERFLUORINATED COMPOUNDSHAVE CARBON LENGTHS

RANGING FROM C4 TO CL IT IS OUR UNDERSTANDING THAT SOME OF THESE DIFFERENT CHAIN LENGTHS MAY
ALSO POSE POTENTIAL HEALTH THREATS AS YOU REVIEW THE DATA BEFORE YOU WE ASK YOU TO QUESTION

WHETHER OR NOT CUMULATIVE RISK ANDOR SYNERGISTIC EFFECTS WOULD CHANGE OR ALTER YOUR CONCLUSIONS

PLEASE REMEMBERTHAT EXPOSURE TO C8 ALONE MAY NOT ENCOMPASSTHE COMPLETE PICTURE

IN SUMMARY PLEASE REMEMBERTHAT WE ARE CONCERNED WITH

AN INDUSTRIAL CHEMICAL ABOUT WHICH THERE IS VERY LIMITED SCIENTIFIC DATA

THE ACCEPTABLE LEVEL OF THAT CHEMICAL IN DRINKING WATER
THE FACT THAT MUCH OF THE SCIENTIFIC AND MEDICAL DATA THAT DOES EXIST IS OMINOUS AND

THE FACT THAT SYNERGISTIC INTERACTIONS ARE NOT REMOTELY UNDERSTOOD

AS CONSEQUENCEWE URGE THAT THE PANEL PUT PUBLIC HEALTH FIRST BY APPLYING THE PRECAUTIONARY

PRINCIPLE TO YOUR MOST CONSERVATIVE RISK ASSESSMENT GUESS

THIS WOULD REQUIRE AT LEAST TWOORDEROF MAGNITUDE REDUCTION OF THE LEVEL THAT IS DETERMINED BY

YOUR RISK ASSESSMENT PROCESS

THANK YOU FOR CONSIDERING THE COMMENTS OF THE LITTLE HOCKING WATER ASSOCIATION
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