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Dear Sir/Madam,
We, the undersigned, represent a number of Canadian organizations and individuals
working on environmental and health issues. Our organizations are closely engaged
in the assessment of substances under the Chemicals Management Plan. This letter
provides comments on the notice of intent to address the broad class of per- and
polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS). We commend the government for this decision
and provide the following recommendations in relation to the assessment in order to
best protect the health of Canadians and the environment.
•

The rationale for assessing PFAS as a class is well-described by the
government. One challenge that we anticipate is suggested by sustained
efforts from manufacturers of fluorinated compounds to cloud the scientific
consensus on the necessity for class assessments of PFAS.1 It is imperative
that the government follow through with its intention to conduct a class
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assessment, in keeping with the scientifically sound reasoning in the notice of
intent. The evidence that is subsequently reviewed should be critically
assessed in terms of the obvious conflict-of-interest inherent to industryfunded studies and publications on PFAS.
•

The government is aware of the lack of adequate scientific data on toxicity for
the vast majority of chemicals in the large PFAS class, and on actual
environmental exposures to PFAS. For example, items such as rugs, other
household items, and food packaging that shed PFAS into the environment in
ways that are largely unmeasured. Given the seriousness of the health and
environmental impacts that have been associated with PFAS and their
environmental persistence, it is especially important that the
government apply precaution in a rigorous manner in assessing hazards,
dose-response relationships, exposures and overall risks of not only single
substances, but of these endocrine-disrupting chemicals in concert. It will be
crucial to avoid the all-too-common practice of relying heavily on large
toxicology studies that apply standardized test guidelines, which
underestimate the importance of low-dose exposures to substances such as
endocrine disruptors.2 The government must rigorously examine
independent studies and emerging science generated by academic
toxicologists, epidemiologists, and other scientists who independently assess
the health and environmental risks of chemicals without conflicting
commercial interest.

•

The PFAS class assessment provides an opportunity to continue refining the
government’s approach to consideration of cumulative effects in risk
assessment. On this point, we remind the government that cumulative
effects are more than just additive effects.3 Focusing narrowly on
additive effects would be particularly negligent for a chemical class that has
shown a tendency to exhibit non-negligible synergistic interactions.4

•

It is also important that identification of vulnerable populations and the
implications of PFAS exposures for them recognize the role of social
determinants such as intergenerational trauma and food insecurity in
worsening the impacts of toxic chemicals.5 While outdated methods of risk
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assessment have historically struggled to account for such factors, we are
confident that the government could - if so inclined - conduct a weight of
evidence analysis that takes (at least) the last three decades of public health
science into account. Disproportionate exposures to PFAS in the North
underscore the importance of getting such effects on susceptible and highly
exposed populations right.
We look forward to seeing the government follow through with consultation to refine
its promising, scientifically-grounded approach to assessing the substantial risks
posed to health and the environment by the PFAS chemical class. This should in all
likelihood conclude with a decision to eliminate this class of chemicals from all
current non-essential uses, and uses for which safer non-PFAS alternatives exist.
We are eager to be engaged in future discussions and to help support the
government in this respect as it carries out its responsibility to protect people and
the environment from toxic chemicals.
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