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SPONSORS OF BILL: 
 
Environment Committee 
 
REASONS FOR BILL: 
 
This bill would require water companies to conduct monthly testing for PFAS chemicals and, 
should a water company's public water supply exceeds twenty parts PFAS per trillion (ppt), 
either link their system to a less contaminated system, install a PFAS filter, or mix in well 
waters with higher and lower levels of PFAS. For years now PFAS chemicals – a category of 
forever chemical that does not naturally break down - have been recognized as dangerous 
pollutants with adverse health conditions, and their prevalence in water supplies, food, 
packaging, fire-fighting equipment, air, and the human body has spurred significant legislation 
regulating the use and filtration of PFAS chemicals. In 2024, the Environmental Protection 
Agency adopted stringent regulations regarding the presence of PFAS chemicals in water 
supplies, limiting certain compounds to as low as 4 ppt in public water supplies. While not as 
constrictive as the EPA's new standards, this legislation would adopt a state-level standard 
for PFAS levels in public water supplies in order to reduce the prevalence of the chemicals. 
 
Substitute Language LCO 6926 
The substitute language of this bill strikes the 20 ppt PFAS standard for public water supplies 
and instead requires the Connecticut Interagency PFAS Task Force to implement the 
approach to PFAS level testing proposed in the Task Force's PFAS Action Plan, dated 
November 1, 2019. 
 
RESPONSE FROM ADMINISTRATION/AGENCY: 
 
None expressed. 
  

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/office-of-the-governor/news/20191101-ct-interagency-pfas-task-force-action-plan.pdf
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NATURE AND SOURCES OF SUPPORT: 
 
Lori Brown, Executive Director, CT League of Conservation Voters:  
Ms. Brown expressed her support for this bill, yet she noted that in 2024 the Environmental 
Protection Agency passed more stringent standards than those included in this bill. She 
explained some of the health risks correlated to PFAS exposure and requested that the 
committee codify the standards set forth by the EPA. 
 
Susan Eastwood, Chapter Chair, Sierra Club Connecticut:  
Ms. Eastwood expressed her strong support for this bill, explaining the massive level of PFAS 
contamination in water supplies: more than 2,800 water sites in all fifty states are 
contaminated with PFAS chemicals. She explained that most people have PFAS in their 
bodies, and that PFAS chemicals have been found in blood, breast milk, and umbilical cord 
blood of newborns. She pointed out that the legislation in Connecticut that banned PFAS 
from firefighting foam, food packaging, and many consumer products served as trailblazing 
legislation and asserted that the state should continue to lead the way in PFAS regulation. 
 
Terri Eickel, Executive Director, Interreligious Eco-Justice Network:  
Ms. Eickel expressed her support for this bill, detailing a few water quality experiments 
conducted by the Interreligious Eco-Justice Network. She stressed the prevalence of PFAS 
chemicals and their adverse health impacts. She requested that the committee amend this 
bill to use the federal regulations adopted by the EPA in 2024. 
 
Marc Gonzalez, Program Coordinator, Conservation Law Foundation:  
Mr. Gonzalez expressed his support for this bill and recommended that the committee amend 
it to match the standards for PFAS in drinking water set by the EPA in 2024. He explained the 
importance of tailoring PFAS controls to the different types of PFAS chemicals and noted that 
these standards are under threat from the current federal administration. 
 
Anne Hulick, Director, Clean Water Action:  
Ms. Hulick expressed her support for this bill and commended Connecticut for its leadership 
in PFAS control. She explained the nature of PFAS chemicals and why they don't break down 
over time like other compounds, and she detailed a few of the health risks associated with 
PFAS exposure. Because of these risks, she requested that the committee implement the 
EPA's more stringent standards of control that were adopted in April of 2024. 
 
Julianna Larue, Organizer, Sierra Club Connecticut:  
Ms. Larue expressed her support for this bill of behalf of the Sierra Club Connecticut, pointing 
to the adverse effects PFAS exposure can bring about. She requested that the committee 
strengthen this bill by bringing the proposed standards in line with those of the much more 
stringent existing EPA standards. 
 
Louise Washer, President, Norwalk River Watershed Association:  
Ms. Washer displayed figures that proved the increase of PFAS chemicals in the Norwalk 
River and expressed her support for this bill. She stressed the importance of preventing 
PFAS contamination in water supplies and requested that the committee codify the EPA 
standards from 2024. 
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Paula Jones: Ms. Jones expressed her support with PFAS, explaining that her first exposure 
to the chemicals came when fire-fighting foam made its way into the Farmington River. The 
lasting impact of that pollution incident and the constant increase of PFAS levels in drinking 
supplies have served as wake-up calls to the prevalence and danger of PFAS chemicals. 
She noted that this bill is a good start, but the committee should consider bringing the 
standards in line with those established by the EPA. 
 
Kaitlin Cuas:  
As a registered nurse, Ms. Cuas explained some of the adverse health impacts associated 
with exposure to PFAS chemicals, including cancer, reproductive effects, developmental 
delays, and increased cholesterol. She urged the committee to support this bill and to support 
legislation that would impose additional standards at "trigger levels" equal to one half of the 
maximum containment levels to better control PFAS levels. 
 
Sarah Damon:  
Ms. Damon expressed that she is very excited to see Connecticut considering stronger 
protections from PFAS contamination and that, as a mother of young children, she is very 
concerned with plastic pollution. She noted the ubiquitousness of PFAS chemicals, and she 
pointed out that Main has successfully introduced PFAAS regulation. 
 
Allison Correia:  
Ms. Correia expressed her support for this bill and pointed out the danger that PFAS 
chemicals pose to water, soil, plants, wildlife, and humans. 
 
Marc Lemcke:  
Mr. Lemcke expressed his support for HB6263. 
 
Additional Testimony:  
Three individuals expressed their general support for this bill. Testimony was provided by: 

• Daria Correia 

• Jean Linville 

• Jamie Lynn Slenker 

 
 
NATURE AND SOURCES OF OPPOSITION: 
 
Betsy Gara, Executive Director, Connecticut Council of Small Towns:  
Ms. Gara pointed out that while she recognizes the importance of regulating PFAS levels in 
water supplies, this bill would only create confusion regarding existing municipal PFAS 
containment and filtration efforts. She asserted that because the testing requirements in this 
bill differ from those laid out in existing state and federal laws and regulations, the bill would 
impose significant costs on municipalities and their taxpayers. 
 
Elizabeth Gara, Executive Director, Connecticut Water Works Association:  
Ms. Gara expressed her opposition to this bill on behalf of the Connecticut Water Works 
Association. She noted the existence of state and federal regulations governing PFAS in 
public water supplies, and she explained the burden imposed upon public water supplies by 
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PFAS control regulations. Because of this and a number of other reasons listed in her 
testimony, MS. Gara requested that the committee oppose this bill. 
 
Daniel Lawrence, Vice President of Engineering and Real Estate, Aquarion Water 
Company of Connecticut:  
Mr. Lawrence expressed his opposition to this bill, arguing that the standards laid out in it 
contradict multiple existing standards laid out by both state and federal agencies. He noted 
that the bill does not specify which PFAS compounds are to be regulated at 20 ppt standard, 
demands testing more frequently than federal standards, does not focus on the entry point of 
PFAS into water systems, may conflict with federal law, does not specify time frames for 
compliance, and will result in increased costs to Aquarion Water Company. 
 
Christina Dustin:  
Ms. Dustin expressed her opposition to this bill, explaining that it does nothing to combat the 
presence of PFOS chemicals and other toxic chemicals in water supplies. She stated that 
mixing contaminated with cleaner water would not do anything to resolve the contamination 
and that this is a sad bill that will help no one. 
 
Angela Ambrose, Retired Nurse:  
Ms. Ambrose expressed her opposition to this bill, claiming that more often than not 
detrimental health effects are caused by one's personal health choices, not PFAS 
contamination. 

 
GENERAL COMMENT: 
 
Paul Aresta, Executive Director, Council on Environmental Quality:  
Mr. Aresta explained that while the Council on Environmental Quality supports the concept of 
increased monitoring and regulation of PFAS level sin water supplies, the bill as written does 
not discriminate between different PFAS chemicals. He noted that mixtures of PFAAS 
chemicals can have adverse effects even if each of the individual chemicals is at a tolerable 
level, and that some of these chemicals have "action levels" below twenty parts per trillion. 
He requested that the committee distinguish between different PFAS chemicals and bring the 
proposed concentrations in line with existing regulations. 
 
Maggie Favretti, Board Chair and Lead Director, Alliance for the Mystic River: Ms. 
Favretti explained that while she supports the idea of this bill, it needs to be much more 
detailed in order to significantly diminish the impact of PFAS chemicals. 
 
 
 
Reported by:   Sam Sims Date: 4/8/2025 

 
 


