
 

October 21,  2025 

National FOIA Office, Office of General Counsel 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Mail Code 2310A 
Washington, DC 20460​
hq.foia@epa.gov 
 
Re: Freedom of Information Act Request for Records Related to the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency’s (EPA) National Primary Drinking Water Regulation for per- and 
polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) 

Dear FOIA Officer: 

On behalf of Waterkeeper Alliance, a nonprofit organization and global movement uniting more 
than 300 community-based Waterkeeper Organizations and Affiliates around the world, focusing 
citizen action on issues that affect our waterways, from pollution to climate change, I submit this 
request under the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. § 552, for records related to EPA’s 
recent decision to delay or roll back components of the National Primary Drinking Water 
Regulation (NPDWR) for per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS). 

We request the following records, limited to the period January 20, 2025 to the present: 

1. ​ Records relating to communications (including emails, Signal messages, 
SMS/imessage/text messages, meeting notes, attendance lists, and agendas, and 
calendar invitations) between EPA officials and outside parties, including without 
limitation states/state agencies, representatives of water utilities, trade associations, 
industry groups, corporations, non-governmental organizations, and individuals 
regarding modifications, delays, or rollbacks of the PFAS NPDWR. 

2.​ Environmental information, analysis, and/or data relating to actions to weaken or 
delay compliance with the PFAS NPDWR, including environmental data relating to the 
impacts of delaying compliance for PFOA and PFOS from 2029 to 2031, and/or 
partially rescinding the PFAS NPDWR with respect to PFHxS, PFNA, HFPO-DA 
(GenX), and mixtures containing two or more of these chemicals with PFBS. 

3. The PFNA toxicity report, reportedly completed last spring but not released to the 
public, as well as any environmental information, analysis, and/or data relating to the 
EPA report on the toxicity of PFNA, and any records relating to communications 
(including emails, Signal messages, SMS/imessage/text messages, meeting notes, 
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attendance lists, and agendas, and calendar invitations) between EPA officials, as well 
as with outside parties on the toxicity of PFNA, and the release of the PFNA toxicity 
report1. 

Request for Expedited Processing 

We request expedited processing under 40 C.F.R. § 2.104(g), because this request involves a 
compelling need and an environmental justice-related need.  

The lack of expedited treatment could reasonably be expected to pose an imminent threat 
to health, life, and safety.  

In May 2025, EPA announced plans to weaken the drinking water standard and delay 
compliance, and in September 2025 EPA filed a motion in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. 
Circuit seeking to partially vacate the PFAS NPDWR, creating an urgent need for the public to 
be fully informed about EPA’s actions and risks to their communities. EPA’s attempted reversal 
of the PFAS NPDWR creates a compelling need for the public to access the information 
requested herein so individuals, states, localities, and Tribes can take action to protect people 
from these toxic chemicals in the face of EPA’s inaction.  

PFAS are toxic, persistent chemicals that threaten the drinking water and health of millions of 
people in America. Any delay or rollback of the PFAS NPDWR has direct and immediate 
implications for public health, making timely disclosure of the documents Waterkeeper Alliance 
is requesting essential. The science is clear: across PFAS types, consistent associations with 
serious health effects have emerged, including high cholesterol, reduced vaccine response, 
altered liver enzymes, pregnancy complications, thyroid disease, lower birth weights, and 
cancer.2 

PFAS accumulate in the placenta and breastmilk, meaning exposures begin before birth and can 
alter fetal development, gene expression, and long-term cardiometabolic health.3 We can not 
delay compliance with the drinking water standard given these urgent risks to families.  

There is an urgency for the public to understand the evidence related to EPA’s attempts to 
weaken the NPDWR, which constitute governmental activity. 

The information requested is vital to helping the public understand the risks posed to local 
waterways from PFAS and EPA’s actions regarding the PFAS NPDWR, and the impact of these 
forever chemicals in our drinking water. Without the information requested, the public cannot 
fully understand the urgent risks to their health and safety. 

3 https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC7473499/ 
2 https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/pfas/about/health-effects.html 

1https://www.propublica.org/article/epa-pfna-forever-chemical-report?utm_source=bluesky&utm_medium=social&u
tm_campaign=propublica-bsky 
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Some communities in America are experiencing disproportionate and adverse human 
health or environmental effects. 

A 2023 peer-reviewed study from Harvard T.H. Chan School of Public Health found that 
communities with higher proportions of Black, Hispanic, and Latino residents face greater 
exposure to harmful levels of PFAS in their drinking water.4 The researchers attributed this 
disparity to the disproportionate siting of PFAS pollution sources such as industrial facilities, 
airports, military bases, wastewater treatment plants, and landfills near the watersheds that serve 
these communities. Waterkeeper Alliance released data in July 2025 that supports this finding. 
Our monitoring project showed PFAS contamination in 22 watersheds in 19 states. Each 
watershed tested was selected based on the presence of multiple EPA EJScreen indicators5 
greater than the 80th percentile in the communities near the watershed. Multiple types of PFAS 
were frequently detected at high concentrations downstream from wastewater treatment plants 
located in these areas.6  

Waterkeeper Alliance is well-positioned to effectively convey the information requested. 

As an advocacy nonprofit organization, a core component of Waterkeeper Alliance’s work is 
informing the public about water pollution issues. As part of our work, Waterkeeper Alliance 
intends to inform community members through our network of more than 300 Waterkeepers 
worldwide, including more than 160 Waterkeepers in the United States, our collective network of 
millions of supporters, and our extensive media contacts. Waterkeeper Alliance intends as part of 
its public education efforts to widely disseminate to the American public information concerning 
EPA Administrator Lee Zeldin’s efforts to weaken protections for drinking water for millions of 
people in America.  

Waterkeeper Alliance is experienced in providing communities around the world with 
critical information on risks to local watersheds.  

Waterkeeper Alliance has a proven ability to disseminate information quickly and effectively 
through various communication channels including publications, public interest litigation, 
educational programs, media initiatives, a monthly podcast, and its website. The organization’s 
website, www.waterkeeper.org, is updated regularly and draws thousands of visits per month.  

Waterkeeper Alliance also conducts media outreach, including press releases, press conferences, 
media pitches, and interviews with reporters. In total, through earned, owned, and paid media 
channels, events, and strategic partnerships, our outreach efforts resulted in more than 15,000 

6 https://waterkeeper.org/pfas/ 

5 EPA removed EJScreen from its website on February 5, 2025; however, Waterkeeper Alliance sourced and saved 
the project data, which has also been preserved by Public Environmental Data Partners. See EJScreen 
Environmental Justice Screening and Mapping Tool (Version 2 .3), Public Environmental Data Partners, 
https://pedp-ejscreen.azurewebsites.net/  

4 “Sociodemographic Factors Are Associated with the Abundance of PFAS Sources and Detection in U.S. 
Community Water Systems,” Jahred M. Liddie, Laurel A. Schaider, Elsie M. Sunderland, Environmental Science & 
Technology, online May 15, 2023, doi: 10.1021/acs.est.2c07255 
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media placements with a reach of 10.6 billion views, 450,000 website sessions (80% new 
visitors), and engagement with 1.7 million social media followers. Waterkeeper Alliance has 
experience in educating the public in PFAS in particular, through the publication of reports on 
PFAS data collection done by Waterkeeper groups, as well as interactive online maps and 
resources on that data. 

Waterkeeper Alliance uses FOIA to obtain information from federal agencies that Waterkeeper 
Alliance’s experts analyze in order to inform the public about a variety of issues, including 
enforcement of federal environmental laws that protect the watersheds and public health of our 
members. Waterkeeper Alliance has demonstrated its ability to analyze and distribute 
information to a broad audience of interested people. 
​
Request for Fee Waiver 
​
Waterkeeper Alliance requests that EPA waive the fee that it would otherwise charge for 
search and production of the records described above.  

Waterkeeper Alliance requests that EPA waive the fee that it would otherwise charge for search 
and production of the records described above. FOIA requires that records be provided without 
charge or at a reduced charge if “disclosure of the information is in the public interest because it 
is likely to contribute significantly to public understanding of the operations or activities of the 
government and is not primarily in the commercial interest of the requester.” 5 U.S.C. § 
552(a)(4)(A)(iii); 40 C.F.R. § 2.107(l)(1). The requested disclosure meets these requirements, 
due to Waterkeeper Alliance’s ability to communicate this information to the public as discussed 
in the previous section. 

This request does not seek any information that may be entitled to confidential treatment, or that 
otherwise may be exempt from disclosure under FOIA. 

Please provide responsive records in electronic format. If any records are withheld, please cite 
the specific exemption(s) claimed and release all reasonably segregable portions, as required by 
law. 

Please notify me if any additional information is necessary to support the request for a fee 
waiver. 

Willingness to Pay Fees Under Protest 

Please provide the requested records irrespective of the status and outcome of your evaluation of 
the fee waiver request. In order to prevent delay in EPA’s provision of the requested records, 
Waterkeeper Alliance will, if necessary and under protest, pay fees in accordance with 40 C.F.R. 
§ 2.107(c)(1)(iv), (c)(2), and (d). Please consult with me, however, before undertaking any action 
that would cause the fee to exceed one hundred dollars. Such payment will not constitute any 
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waiver of Waterkeeper Alliance’s right to seek administrative and judicial review of any denial 
of the fee waiver request. 

If for any reason any portion of my request is denied, please provide a log of the records being 
withheld, inform me in writing, with respect to each such record, the reasons for the denial, and 
provide the name, address and email address of the person or body to whom an appeal should be 
directed. 

Please confirm receipt of this request, and feel free to contact me at jesposito@waterkeeper.org 
with any questions. Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. 

Sincerely,​
 

Jacqueline Esposito​
Advocacy Director​
Waterkeeper Alliance 
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