


Section 1 Minimizers ys. The Precauﬁonary Principle

Both of those statements are true,



Section 2 How CEH Operates

The minimizing by CEH s usually subtle, and DOH never says anything untrye, The
scientists are highly professional and know the peer-reviewed scientific literature,
DOH's minimizing health risks is not in changing the facts, but in evaluating and
interpreting facts, When there is nothing proven, CEH has always emphasized

scientific uncertainty over what many others see are clear warnings of real risk to

Here are two €xamples of CEH minimization: the firstis from a December 2015 poy
PFOA Fact Sheet 1 and the second js from a brochuyre?2 DOH issued in June 2016
about its PFOA Blood Testing Program,



“The studies haye scientific limitations, ang the

results have not been consistent.”
“Data on the effects of PFOA on children are m

Hoosick Falls public water system?

DOH Answer: “No.” [Followed by an explanation,]

DOH later revised the fact sheet and took out the word “Ng.”

informationaj brochure 2 ghgyt DOH's PFOA Blood Tes

ting Program. In the brochure
DOH posed and answered the following question:

alth effects and PFOA
exposure?”
DOH Answer: “

ave not. In addition, the Studies that
Sound associations were not able to determine With certainty ifthe health

effects were caused by PFOA or Some other factors.



rplays the risks of
PFOA that jt does not accurately reflect the Scientific literature, Essentially, Doy said,

d to say,” and thatis trye, g owever,

survival, altered Puberty, retarded Mammary glang development, liver toxicity,

ddney effects, effects on immunity, anq cancer.6



It has been emphasized reépeatedly that there are significant differences between the
three statements: “PFOA causes cancer,” “PFOA is associated with €ancer,” and

“PFOA is linked with cancer.” Itis unclear whether those distinctions make much

want to eat the cookies?

Section 3 How could it happen that DOH knew the Hoosick Falls drinking
water was contaminated with PFOA for over 3 year and did not act?

Here's NOT how jt happened: Doy did NOT say internally:

“The water the families of Hoosick Falls are drinking could cause cancer. Let's not tell
them.” That is NOT how it happened,

Here is how it happened:






cannot be justified in the face of our profound scientific ignorance about the health
effects of long-term €xposure to PFOA.

The public has a First Amendment right to
grievances,” but untij very recently has had virtually no ability to question or

could be questioned by the public, or explain in public how or why they come tg their

conclusions,

S_e_c_lim Recommendations

Harvard Schoo] of Public Health hag suggested, let’s treat the scientific studies
finding harm as if they are true rather than the opposite.



to concerned ang €xposed individuals,

groups, including byt not limited tq EPA, the World Health Organization’s
Internationa} Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC), and the Great Lakes
Consortium for Fish Consumptiop,

6- DOH should require and fund continuing professional education of CEH staff
Scientists, such as that provided through Organizations like the National Registry of
Environmenta] Professionals, the Nationa] Environmenta) g ealth Association, and
the Nationg] Association of Environmenta] Professionals, with the goal being to
become hationally certified, -
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