Key Points from Civil Eats Article “"EPA Approves Four New Pesticides That Qualify as
PFAS (Sept 8, 2025)"”

o Contradictory Messaging:
o Administration officials (Brooke Rollins, Robert F. Kennedy Jr.) publicly stated they
want to end PFAS production.
o Meanwhile, the EPA under the Trump administration is approving new pesticides
that qualify as PFAS under international definitions.
e New Approvals:
o Between April-June 2025, EPA proposed approval of four pesticides:
» Syngenta nematode-targeting chemical (lettuce, soybeans).
= Bayer herbicide (corn, soybeans).
= Syngenta insecticide (seed treatment).
= BASF herbicide (oranges, apples, peanuts, etc.).
o Experts say all four meet the OECD definition of PFAS, meaning they are highly
persistent.
o Persistence & Risks:
o Short-chain PFAS may be less harmful than older PFAS (like PFOA, PFOS), but they
still persist for decades or centuries.
o They can break down into other persistent chemicals (e.g., trifluoroacetic acid).
o Estimated 30 million pounds of pesticide PFAS released annually in the U.S.
e Industry & EPA Position:
o EPA uses a narrower definition of PFAS, so it does not classify these pesticides as
PFAS.
o Companies (e.g., Bayer) insist their products are safe under EPA review.
o Industry groups argue PFAS are essential for pesticide function and oppose broader
definitions.
e Watchdog & Expert Concerns:
o Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility (PEER) petitioned the
administration to:
= Adopt the broader OECD definition.
= Ban PFAS-containing pesticides.
» Reinstate stricter PFAS drinking water limits.
o Experts warn lack of data doesn’t mean safety; persistence makes risks irreversible
if harms emerge later.
o Historical Example:
o GenX, introduced as a “safer” PFAS replacement, later caused widespread
contamination and health harms (liver issues, cancer).
o Critics fear similar outcomes with new short-chain PFAS pesticides.
o Political Context:
o EPA leadership includes former industry insiders.
o Administration is rolling back PFAS regulations while claiming concern for public
health.
o Critics call this hypocritical and dangerous for food, water, and soil safety.
In short: The EPA is fast-tracking approval of new pesticides that qualify as PFAS under
global standards, despite public claims of wanting to end PFAS. Experts warn these chemicals
are persistent, poorly studied, and could cause irreversible harm to health and the environment.



