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* Per- and Polyfluoroalkyl Substances (PFAS)

‘ Extension

 Depending on definition, over 10,000 different analytes

— Strong Carbon-Fluorine Bonds
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Chain Length

Ultra- Short Chain Short Cham
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Chain
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Length I
2 3 4 5
TFA PFPrA PFBA PFPeA

PFHxA PFHpA PFOA

Increased: Bioaccumulation, Regulations

Increased: Environmental Mobility, Difficulty in removal

All are Extremely Persistent

(Aquagga Inc., 2024)

PFAS chain length
influences their
environmental mobility
and bioaccumulation in
the environment

Long chain PFAS tend
to bioaccumulate more
and have a larger
potential for causing
health impacts
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Per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS)

European Union 2023 Maximum Level (ppb)
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PFAS Development

1930s) 19408

‘ BRL =, ,_
5 *

Teflon accidentally DOD Research Consumer products Agueous Film Forming
discovered in 1938 (Uranium Foam (AFFF) is

Enrichment) developed



VAR | Extension Patent US2519983

Avg. 22, mmmsu OCHEMICAL PROCESS DF ) m%%smelm_mmElﬂ,ﬂa

CARBOR -COMPOURDE
Filed How. 20, 1548

gt comagdenser
11-29-1948 3M Application for Patent ff";,:’j;’h’
“electrolyzing a liquid hydrogen “HHI )
fluoride(HF) solution containing a (7=
fluorinatable organic starting Lot air
compound, at an electrolyzing
potential which is insufficient to

generate free fluorine under the ) | I
existing conditions, but which is A== A i tytogen o

anparric starting cormpasid Ges mrefer

sufficient to cause the production of N
fluorine-containing carbon N

compound products at a useful rate”
https://patents.google.com/patent/US2519983A/en outlet tor
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PROPERTIES
OF PFAS

PRODUCTS
THAT CONTAIN

(Leads, 2024, modified)

SURFACTANTS

Molecules contain water soluble
and insoluble portions

WATER & OIL RESISTANT

C-F tail is “hydrophobic” and
“oleophobic”

STRONG C-F BONDS

C-F is strongest single bond
possible and is difficult to break

EXTREMELY STABLE

Molecules are resistant to chemical
and thermal degradation

Carpeting
Waterproof
clothing
Waterproof/
greaseproof food
packaging
Cosmetics
Stabilize emulsions
Metal plating
Firefighting foams
Non-stick cookware
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So Why The Concern?

* Don’'t Break Down Easily

 Long half-life in humans (PFOA, PFOS)

Article | Open access Published: 06 July 2024
Reasons why life on Earth rarely makes fluorine-

containing compounds and their implications for the
search for life beyond Earth

Janusz J. Petkowski E, Sara Seager & William Bains

Scientific Reports 14, Article number: 15575 (2024) ‘ Cite this article
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« Some well-studied analytes, such as
PFOA and PFOS, have been linked
to negative human health outcomes: “

1 8
- Liver and thyroid malfunction =
. . . . .= __.
— Immunological disruption : i —— .
- Cardiovascular effects E==
CEE.
— Developmental effects L+ .
- Reduced fertility e
— Higher cholesterol > ii
— Developing certain types of cancer . g
‘ T —
‘ ~
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’ 4 * Drinking contaminated water
/ 4 » Eating fish caught from water contaminated by
L | PFAS

- “Eat Safe Fish” Guidelines

* Incidental swallowing of contaminated soil or
dust

 Eating food packaged in materials containing
PFAS

» Using some consumer products

* PFAS absorption through skin is typically not a
concern
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Blood levels
of the
most common
PFAS in
people in the
United States
2000-2018

N

N
o

Average* Blood PFAS Level
y—
o

(micrograms per liter, pug/L)
—
(%2

NHANES Cycle

(ASTDR, 2024)
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Total Number of MPART Sites by Fiscal Year
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ldentified PFAS

a
Food Packaging

P Y >ource

PFAS Cycle  smospnere

PFAS PRODUCING/ SOIL/
USING INDUSTRIES FARMLAND

e
e o
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PFAS Treated
Food Packaging

PFAS Cycle  smosphere

Atmospheric
Deposition RESIDENTIAL HOMES

.

Residential
Waste

PFAS PRODUCING/

SOIL/
USING INDUSTRIES

FARMLAND

Groundwater

v
Biosolids I Drinking
release water

Infiltrate into Irrigation
groundwater

N S e omoEm

Wastewater direct
discharge to stream Plant uptake

Wastewater direct
discharge to stream

a0 ¥
i

GROUNDWATER
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Interpreting PFAS Results

1 ppm = 1mg/L 1 ppb = 1pg/L 1 ppt = 1ng/L

» » »

O
9) ,
=8k
e B o B
e
| == B2 g i
10-gallon aquarium 10,000-gallon pool
20 Olympic Swimming Pools

Units of Measure

parts per million | parts per billion | parts per trillion

=1milligram/kilogram }=1microgram/kilogram |} =1nanogram/kilogram
mg/kg Ka/g

=1 milligram/liter
mg/L

=1microgram/liter
Hg/L

Solids — Liquids —
sails, water,
food, etc. milk, etc.
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What are Biosolids?

* Biosolids are nutrient-rich, organic solid,
semisolid, or liquid residues coming from
wastewater treatment plants

o Go through several treatment processes
to reduce pathogens and vector (flies,
mosquitos and rodents) attraction

o These treatment processes do not remove
PFAS chemicals

 Come in various forms

o Liquid, dewatered cake, slurry, composted
materials, or dried pellets.
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e Treatment processes e Designed to further reduce e Meets both Class A and
significantly reduce the risk from pathogens Exceptional Quality
pathogens (not eliminate) present standards for the level of

e May not be applied to lands e Fewer additional pathogen reduction,
with high potential for requirements for land stringent pollutant limits,
human exposure application and vector attraction

e Annual PFAS monitoring in e Annual PFAS monitoring in standards
M| biosolids used for land M| biosolids used for land e Can be sold directly to the
application application public for use in home

gardens or on lawns

e Quarterly PFAS monitoring
in M| biosolids used for land
application
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Disposal Options for Biosolids

=
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Fate of Biosolids in the United States

Sewage Sludge Use & Disposal from Reported End Use of Land Applied Sewage Sludge from
2024 Biosolids Annual Reports 2024 Biosolids Annual Reports

‘ Extension

Incineration (14%)

Other (2%) (e.g.,

deep-well injection,

use as an auxiliary Distribution &
fuel, storage, etc.) Marketing (34.5%)

Land Application (59.5%)

Landfilling (24.5%)

Municipal Solid Waste
Landfill (22%)

Agricultural (53%)

Monofill (2.5%)

Reclamation (1.5%)

Other (11%)

(EPA, 2024)
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Fate of Michigan
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(EGLE, 2025)
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Annual Biosolids Land Application in Michigan

Michigan Farmland Acreage Comparison

26,233, <0.5% m Michigan Total Acres
Utilized for Biosolids
(2023-2024)
USDA Total Michigan
Harvested Cropland
Acres (2022)

(EGLE, 2025)
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* Increase organic matter in soll

* They have important nutrients for
plant growth and soil fertility

o Nitrogen and phosphorous as well as
essential micronutrients such
like copper, iron, and zinc

* Inexpensive

o Low/No cost to farmers

o Allows for a reduction in the use of
commercially produced fertilizers

The Photo by Photo Author is licensed under CCYYSA.
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Concerns with Biosolid Applications

= & E o

Neighbor relations Nutrient runoff* Contaminants Contaminant runoff*
-Odor -PFAS
-Truck traffic -Pharmaceuticals

-Artificial sweeteners
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Regulatory Considerations Prior to Land Application

- ar

Distance of application from: ; e —_— e
o Surface water
o Municipal wells
o Domestic wells ST e
o Homes e D
o Commercial buildings ———

Crop harvest time restrictions

Slope

Soil fertility test results (phosphorous)

Frozen/ saturated ground

Groundwater depth
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How do PFAS get into biosolids?

Households Commercial Buisnesses Industrial Sources Airports/ Military Bases

‘ Extension

Cleaning products Laundromats Chemical manufacturing Aqueous firefighting foam Leachate (liquid that results
Cosmetics Car washes Metal finishing (AFFF) runoff from rainwater percolating
Water-resistant sprays Leather & fabric manufacturing through landfills and picking up
Floor finishes Semiconductor manufacturing dissolved and suspended
, Textile mills materials from the waste).

Landfills

\

Sources of PFAS in wastewater entering WWTPs

D

waste products

Sewage Sludge
Biosolids

WWTP C
treatment i
process to f \ gt

. .
reduce . : BIOSOlIdS
pathogens in :
Trash removal/ Settling Digestion Dewatering

screening (microbes and Like your stomach,

remove solids used to digest the solids

gravity . mlcrobe§ and heat afe Land
from water) application

This process can release PFAS
into the air and the ash. This ash
can then be sent to landfills.
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States with Guidelines for PFAS in Biosolids (as of April 2025)

Biosolids
States with PFAS Guidelines in Biosolids * Maine was the first state to
enact a ban of biosolid land
applications
e Several states have new
legislation regarding PFAS in
biosolids
o Virginia
o Rhode Island
o Washington

ort
Islands

map shows the distribution of states with enacted or planned regulations and/or guidance for PFAS in biosolids (ECOS; 2025)
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Michigan Industrial Pretreatment Program (IPP) PFAS Initiative

* The discharge of pollutants from industrial
wastewaters to WWTPS is requlated in
Michigan through the IPP

 In 2017, EGLE identified a WWTP passing
through PFQOS received from a chrome plating
facility exceeding Michigan’s water quality
standard for PFOS of 12 ng/L

* To respond, EGLE initiated the IPP PFAS
Initiative in 2018 to reduce PFOA and PFOS
entering WWTPs from industrial sources

o Required all WWTPs with IPPs to
evaluate if PFOA and/or PFOS may be
passing through their treatment systems
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EGLE PFAS Initiative

* Inthe fall of 2018, EGLE launched a
second statewide PFAS initiative 10,000

o Assessed of 42 municipal
WWTPs

o Sampled influent, effluent and 1,000
residuals

* PFOS was detected in 43 out of 45
final treated solids samples

« 6 WWTPS had solids above 150 ppb

« Short-chain PFAS were more 10
frequently detected in the aqueous
samples

* Long-chain PFAS were more frequently o | lindustrially
detected in solid samples Detect | WwrP ! Impacted

Figure 33. Final Treated Solids (Sludge and Biosolids) PFOS Concentrations for 42 WWTPs

Screening Threshold = 150 pg/Kg

Average = 184 ug/Kg \

100

PFOS (pg/Kg or ppb)

Median = 13 pg/Kg \

(Bogdan, 2021)
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Michigan Biosolids Interim Strategy

* Implemented in 2021, with PEOA
modifications in 2022 and PFOA and PFOS or PFOA ol
PFOS < 20 ppb > 20 ppb PFO> 2 100

* Regulate PFOS and PFOA ppb

in biosolids used for land

applicatiOn reduced land Cpnsidered industrially
o Monitor 28 chemicals application rate of 1.5 el :daQSpCIiaer;jnOt
» Class A & B biosolids must e
Sample annua”y May be land applied Must find alternative
° ClaSSA EQ Samp/eS erng?r:%déggsnal treatmeOnF;ct(i)orndlsposal
quarterly

o Combined PFOA + PFOS Must implement a
less than 20 ppb source reduction plan Must implement
source reduction plan
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Current Biosolids Concentrations

Mean and Median Values of
Biosolids/Sludge Concentrations Since 2018

PFOS PFOA

2018* 13 25 7
2021 21 9 8 4
2022 16 10 7 3
2023 12 7 6 3
2024 8 5 5 2
2025 8 6 4 2

2026** 7 5 3 2

*Includes results from industrially impacted facilities as part of a statewide study
** 2026 values updated 3/05/2026 including results from 56 facilities
Allvalues reported in microgram per kilogram (ug/Kg, parts per billion [ppb])

(EGLE, unpublished)
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Field with Prior Historical, Industrially Impacted Biosolid Applications

11 biosolids applications
between 2000-2014

Biosolids from facility tested

_____— |at2,100 ppbin 2017

Soils have concentrations of
73.0 ppb PFOS and 78.9 ppb
total PFAS

\ Surface water and

groundwater also have
(EGLE, unpublished) and (Bogdan, 2021) detections of PFAS
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\EVE: Xl
ot Nons Range of Range of Range of PFAS
Field Type | Sample Size Detect & & Total PFAS
Fields (ND) PFOA (ppb) | PFOS (ppb) (ppb) Compounds
Detected
Baseline
Sy Bl 17 4 ND-0.2 ND-0.51 ND-1.16 5
Biosolids
Land 3 0 ND-0.16  0.25-0.58  0.58-0.89 5
Application
Field

Data is preliminary and unpublished, Cullens-Nobis and King
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* Alot of assumptions were used in the model:
o Toxicity values

e llélrm?gnsnﬁaetﬁ% Protection O Health impaCtS

s EPAAQE”“ o Plant uptake/bioaccumulation factors

o Livestock/bioaccumulation uptake factors

o Fish/bioaccumulation uptake factors

o Consumption rates

» Focuses on risk to those living on or o Cooking and food prep loss
near IMPACTED sites or those that rely o Soil ingestion rates
primarily on their products o Climate conditions

o Soil characteristics
o Aquifer characteristics
o Farming practices
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Model exceeded the EPA's
acceptable human health risk
thresholds for some
scenarios when the

sludge has 1ppb PFOA or PFOS
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EPA DRAFT Risk Assessment

 Focused on a narrow population that Draft!

consumes the majority of their diet e Over 20.000 comments received
from a single impacted farm o
* Not requlation

‘ Extension

o Not the general public
o Not consuming foods from a variety of ~ * Could result in limits or BMP's
sources - Implications?

* Did not consider occasionally
consuming impacted products or
drinking water

httos://www.epa.qov/system/files/documents/2025-01/draft-sewaqe-sludqe-risk-assessment-pfoa-pfos.pdf
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https://www.epa.gov/system/files/documents/2025-01/draft-sewage-sludge-risk-assessment-pfoa-pfos.pdf
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https://www.epa.gov/system/files/documents/2025-01/draft-sewage-sludge-risk-assessment-pfoa-pfos.pdf
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What is Septage? « Domestic Septage-

« Liquid or solid material removed from
a septic tank cesspool, portable toilet,
type Il marine sanitation device, or a
similar system that receives only
domestic septage (household, non-
commercial, nonindustrial sewage).

* Generally, federal permits are
not required for land application of
domestic septage onto non-public
contact sites (agricultural
land, forests and reclamation sites)
« State regulations for land application
of septage must be followed
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* Details in MCL-451-1994-11-3 Part ~ « If a septage waste receiving facility

117 IS not available, then domestic
« Disposal of domestic septage at septage can be applied at approved
authorized wastewater treatment permitted sites
plants (septage waste receiving o Application rates
facilities) IF the septage waste is o Slope
pumped from a location within the o Groundwater depth
established service area of a given o Isolation distances

facility
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How do PFAS get into domestic septage?

Dishwasher Bath/ Shower Sink Toilet Laundry Machine

g e

r Y

T
Dishwasher detergent Cleaning products Non-stick cookware residue Cleaning products Stain»proteclted clothing
Rinse aid Shampoos Cleaning products Toilet paper Waster-repellent gear
Body washes Degreasers Menstrual products Sweat-proof clothing
Shaving cream Toothpaste Wipes Fabrics or rugs treated with
, Personal care products Sunscreen Scotchgard
Sources of PFAS entering Septic Tank
Septage enters
from home

Wastewater entering drain
field

Filtration

Septage emptied
into pumper truck

Portable Toilet
Cleaning solutions
Menstrual products
Wipes
Toilet paper

Disposal Options
== OR K

Wastewater Treatment Plant Land Application
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PFAS in Michigan Septage

* No testing requirements for PFAS

* They do require permits to ensure
public safety, ground and surface water
protection

» Small number of samples voluntarily
tested/ sent to EGLE

* Mostly domestic septage

o Some haulers also haul industrial waste or
non-domestic septage

= Potential for this waste to contain
more PFAS

= Data labeled accordingly
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[N

Michigan 31 Q 105.9 _:;@
2 28 32.0 878+ | auler also hauls industrial waste.

The sample should primarily contain
domestic waste but may include some
industrial waste.

3 28 105.8 690.3 This sample should be primarily
domestic waste but could possibly
v i e industrial waste.

4 28 25.0 25.0 Domestic septage
28 33.5 214.1 Domestic septage

Data is limited, so this may not reflect average concentrations of PFAS in Michigan septage. More samples are
needed to fully understand the scope of PFAS contamination in septage. Note data is reported in ppt
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Soil PFAS at Septage Land Application Site- Michigan (n=1)

* Field with no septage application
o Total PFAS = 0.13 ppb (100% PFQOS)

* Field with septage applications in 2025
o Total PFAS = 0.10 ppb (100% PFQOS)

* Field with septage applications in 2024 &
2025

o Total PFAS = 0.10 ppb (100% PFQOS)

The PFAS concentrations in these fields are not
different than agricultural fields that we
sampled with low risk factors!
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» Environ Health Perspect. 2024 Dec 3;132(12):127701. doi: 10.1289/EHP14653 (1

Examining Potential PFAS Contamination of Private Wells from a High

I m paCts to G ro u n dwate r School in Rural Maine

Ludwin Moran Sosa 2, Ashley Taylor 2, Alexis C Garretson 2, Ann Backus 3, Katie Richards *, Joel H Graber 2,

Richard F Hilliard 2, Jane E Disney >®

Schools as a source of PEAS in groundwater

Accumulating N\
in drinking

A

Leaking into
residential
wells Percolating to
groundwater

l Leach field Septic tank
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. Research Test
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REPORT ON THE OCCURRENCE OF PER- AND
POLYFLUOROALKYL SUBSTANCES (PFAS) IN FLOOR
STRIPPING AND REFINISHING WASTEWATER AT FOUR
SCHOOLS IN NEW HAMPSHIRE

Prepared by

Groundwater Discharge Program
Drinking Water and Groundwater Bureau
Water Division

Robert R. Scott, Commissioner
Adam J. Crepeau, Assistant Commissioner

February 2024
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A Wastewater | | Floor Stripper | | Floor Finish | | Tap water |
250,000 Compound
PFPrA B NMeFOSE
. PFBA B NEtFOSE
" PFPeA B PFOSA
200,000 I PFHxA B NMeFOSA
- I PFHpA B NEtFOSA
| i ; B = PFOA = NMeFOSAA
= PFNA NEtFOSAA
Floor Strlppmg = TR = PFDA = HFPO-DA
o) PFUNA ADONA
© B PFDoDA M PFMOBA
= B PFTrDA [l NFDHA
3 e B PFTeDA M PFMOPrA
£ = M PFHxDA M PFECAG
3 B PFODA B PFMOAA
PFPrS Bl PVPA
50,0001 . PFBS B PEPA
Il PFPeS B PFO2HXA
I B PFHxS = PFO30A
B PFHpS PFO4DA
01 - B pros. M PFO5DODA
o ——— ————— ——— B PFNS M EVE Acid
B PFDS B R-EVE
1.00 1 B PFpoDS M Hydro-EVE Acid
B | W 33rrca M MTP
M 53FTCA M F53B major
M 62FTCA M F53B minor
B 73FTcA M PFEESA
M s2FTcA M NVHOS
. B 102FTca M PS Acid
B 6:2FTucAa M Hydro-PS Acid
S B s2rFTucA M R-PSDA
B B 102 FTucA M Hydro-PSDA
g B 42FTS B R-PSDCA
i i B 62FTs M PFECHS
5 3 d B 82FTS
S £ S M 10:2FTS
= = - S
o g :
<< o A
0.25 1 I8 S = .
=z wv
A E 5 3
o § ; §
< z
0.001
N 9 &
SIS <
& R

Figure 3. PFAS concentrations (ng L) (A) and mole fraction (B) in floor stripping wastewater, floor
strippers, floor finish, and untreated tap water.
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Figure 4. PFAS concentrations (ng L) (A) and mole fraction (B) in routine floor cleaning wastewater,
cleaning products, and treated tap water.
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Is the solution to haul all septage to WWTPs?
 Not enough capacity at WWTPs

» Distance M

o Costs will go up Lan dApmcat

o Less frequent pump outs
= More system failures?
= Some pumpers go out of business? @&%

Wastewater Treatment Plant

o More illegal dumping? Septage

* Fate is still the same —Biosolids are land / %
applied or landfilled (another capacity ﬁ
Issue)

o Some WWTPs are removing PFAS
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* Reduce home use of PFAS containing
products
* Proper disposal of:
o Medications
o Paint
o Motor Oils
o Pesticides
o Paper towels
o Feminine Hygiene Products
o 'Flushable Wipes'
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CONTAMINANTS IN AQUATIC AND TERRESTRIAL ENVIRONMENTS | March 1,2023

Per- and Polyfluoroalkyl Substances in Toilet Paper and the Impact on Wastewater
Systems

Jake T. Thompson, Boting Chen, John A. Bowden, and Timothy G. Townsend* ‘

L Open PDF © Supporting Information (1)

Abstract ' e ‘%.%‘ffs‘- | 235 s

ROLLS

Here, we evaluate a perhaps unexpected contributor of per- and
polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) to our wastewater, an input
anticipated at every wastewater treatment facility—toilet paper. In this - $27 . 2 4
study, both toilet paper and wastewater sludge were characterized to 16:2 diPAP

explore the magnitude of the potential PFAS loading into wastewater 1

systems from toilet paper. In both toilet paper and wastewater sludge, i »
6:2 fluorotelomer phosphate diester (6:2 diPAP) was the most
prevalent PFAS detected, and toilet paper usage was estimated to
contribute from 6.4 to 80 pg/person-year of 6:2 diPAP to wastewater-
water systems. Our results suggest that toilet paper should be
considered as a potentially major source of PFAS entering wastewater
treatment systems.
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Bamboo Toilet Paper

Relative Abundance

Add: 48 Rolls

48 Rolls v

o

LJ L] T ]
Time (min) 7.0

Add to cart

More payment options
¥ Free of BPA, PFAS, chlorine, dyes, & fragrances
¥ Luxuriously layered 3-ply, 300 sheets per roll
¥ Naturally antibacterial, anti-fungal, & hypo-allergenic

¥ Hassle-free subscription, cancel or pause anytime
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MSU and MPART are working to develop
a strategy for working with farms

 Education
» Risk assessment
« Sampling
« Soil
» Water
* Follow up discussions

* Mitigation strategies
- Funding for infrastructure changes
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* [TRC Biosolids Webinar

o Interstate Technology & Regulatory
Council (ITRC)

o https.//www.clu-in.org/cont/itrc/PFAS-
landapp 022626/

* EGLE's PFAS Biosolids Webpage

o https.//www.michigan.gov/egle/about/
Organization/Water-
Resources/biosolids/pfas-related
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Contact Information for Regulatory Questions

Biosolids Septage
Christian Smith Greg Merricle
Statewide PFAS in Biosolids Septage Program Coordinator
Coordinator MerricleG@Michigan.qgov
SmithC186@Michigan.gov 517-256-6953
517-256-6953
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CEU Tracking Number: Mi156999 Approved CEUs: 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Meeting Title: Introduction to PFAS in Agriculture-PFAS in Biosolids and Septage

Location: Online

Meeting Date: 03/26/2026 10:00 AM to 11:00 AM

SIGN-IN SHEET FOR CCA, CPAg, CPSS and CPSC ONLY
Please scan code through the CCA App on your mobile device to receive CEUs immediately.

Once scanned, the app will automatically sign you in.
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Faith Cullens-Nobis

Michigan State University
Extension

cullensf@msu.edu

‘ Extension

Katie King
MSU Center for PFAS Research
KingKa22@msu.edu

§\|r
r
https://www.canr.msu.edu/pfas/
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Michigan State University
Extension programs and
materials are open to all
without regard to race, color,
national origin, sex, gender,
gender identity, religion, age,
height, weight, disability,
political beliefs, sexual
orientation, marital status,
family status or veteran status.

USsD,
ﬁ United States Department of Agriculture
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n accordance with Federal law and U S. Department of
Agriculture (USDA) civil rights regulations and policies, this
institution is prohibited from discriminating on the basis of race,
color, national origin, sex, age, disability, and reprisal or retaliation
for prior civil rights activity, (Not all prohibited bases apply to all
programs.)

Program information may be made available in languages other
than English. Persons with disabilities who require alternative
means of communication for program information (e.g., Braille,
large print, audiotape, and American Sign Language) should
contact the responsible State or local Agency that administers
the program or USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice
and TTY) or contact USDA through the Federal Relay Service at
(800) 877-8339

To file a program discrimination complaint, a compiainant should
complete a Form AD-3027, USDA Program Discrimination
Complaint Form, which can be obtained online, at

https:/ yw usda govisites/default/files/documents/ad 27 A
from any USDA office, by calling (866) 632-9992, or by writing a
letter addressed to USDA. The letter must contain the
complainant's name, address, telephone number, and a written
description of the alleged discriminatory action in sufficient detail
to inform the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights (ASCR) about
the nature and date of an alleged civil rights violation. The
completed AD-3027 form or letter must be submitted to USDA by.
mail:

U.S. Department of Agriculture

Office of the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights

1400 Independence Avenue, SW

Washington, D.C. 20250-8410; or

fax:

(833) 256-1665 or (202) 630-7442;
email:

program.intake@usda.gov.

This institution is an equal opportunity provider.

derechos civiles del Departamento de Agricultura de los
Estados Unidos (USDA), esta institucion tiene prohibido
discriminar por motivos de raza, color, origen nacional, sexo, edad

i idad. g orep ia por actividades reaizadas
en el pasado relacionadas con los derechos civiles (no todos los
principios de prohibicién aplican a todos los pregramas)

La informacion del programa puede estar disponible en otros
idiomas ademas del inglés. Las personas con discapacidades

que requieran medios de comunicacion alternativos para

obtener informacién sobre ef programa (por ejempio, Braille, letra
agrandada, grabacién de audio y lenguaje de sefias americano)
daben comunicarse con la agencia estatal o local responsable que
administra el programa o con el TARGET Center del USDA al (202)
720-2600 (voz y TTY) o comunicarse con el USDA a través del
Servicio Federal de Transmision de Infermacion al (800) 877-8339

Para presentar una queja por discriminacién en el programa, el
reclamante debe completar un formulario AD-3027, Formulario de
queja por discriminacion del programa del USDA, que se puede
obtener en linea, en

hitps:/www. usda.gov/sites/default/files/documents/ad-.
cualquier oficina del USDA, llamando al (866) 632-9992, o
escribiendo una canta dirigida al USDA. La carta debe contener el
nombre, |a direccién y el nimero de teléfono del reclamante, y una
descripcidn escrita de la supuesta accién

discriminatoria con suficiente detalle para informar al Subsecretario
de Derechos Civiles (ASCR, por sus siglas en inglés) sobre Ia
naturaleza y la fecha de la presunta violacién de los derechos
civiles. La carta o el formulario AD-3027 completado debe enviarse
al USDA por medio de:

correo postal:

U.S. Department of Agriculture

Office of the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights

1400 Independence Avenue, SW

Washington, D.C. 20250-9410; o’

cn!crme alaley federal y las politicas y regulaciones de

’s.pdf en

fax:
(833) 256-1685 0" (202) 690-7442

correo electronico:
program.intake@usda.gov.

Esta institucién ofrece igualdad de oportunidades
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