
 

 
 

Level 2, 1 York St, Sydney NSW 2000 
Phone: 02 9247 7581 

 

FEEDBACK ON THE DRAFT NATIONAL PER- AND POLYFLUOROALKYL SUBSTANCES 

(PFAS) POSITION STATEMENT 

 

Ports Australia is pleased to provide feedback on the draft National PFAS Position Statement (the 

Statement) to the Australian Government PFAS Taskforce. Ports Australia acknowledges the importance of 

continuing to protect and conserve the Australian environment and the role that PFAS minimisation and 

where possible, phase out, has in this. The work of all Australian governments to develop a consistent 

approach to PFAS regulation, is welcome, and this submission seeks to assist the development of a clear 

and directed position statement on PFAS for Australia. 

Ports Australia is the peak industry body representing port authorities and corporations, both publicly and 

privately owned, at the national level. Ports Australia is governed by a Board of Directors comprising of 

Chief Executive Officers of 14 port corporations from across Australia. 

 

The Statement is clear and encompasses a number of key aspects to PFAS and its regulation, however 

additional aspects that are significant to ports in Australia that must be addressed for the Statement to be 

comprehensive. Historically, the primary use of PFAS around ports has been aqueous film forming foam 

(AFFF), and the Statement acknowledges this crucial use of PFAS for emergency situations until an 

appropriate alternative is available. For example, at present it is understood that no effective alternatives 

exist for floating enclosed roof systems and for base injection systems. 

Port Australia therefore supports the transition to phase out PFAS substances to environmentally sound 

alternatives, where alternatives exist and stakeholder consultation to develop a transition process and 

associated timelines. The intention of the PFAS Taskforce to continue to support and undertake research 

into PFAS alternatives that do not degrade in the natural environment or are bio-accumulative, is also 

supported. 

 

As ports receive international vessels, international PFAS regulation is critical to encourage vessel 

compliance. The International Maritime Organisation (IMO) is examining PFAS regulation with a key 

element of this being the development of provisions to prohibit the use of PFOS for firefighting on ships. 

Whilst this is on the agenda of the IMO, the details of the regulation are yet to be defined and as such it 

may only apply to new vessel builds and may not be implemented for a significant time. Hence 

international vessels arriving in Australia may not meet the Australian standards set out in the Statement. 

It is therefore imperative that the Statement considers alignment with international regulations.  

 

To support the Statement and assist in clarifying its guidance, increased information on PFAS needs to be 

available to key stakeholders. Firstly, an accessible database of PFAS compounds, their restriction and 

management status is required. As mentioned, at present it is understood that no effective AFFF 

alternatives exist for floating enclosed roof systems or for bottom injection systems. As these are still 

necessitated for use, such a database should include information on the PFAS compounds and in which 
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situations their use is permitted. Due to the continued availability of new PFAS compounds, this database 

will require regular maintenance to ensure accurate information is available. It is suggested that a 

submission process could complement this, enabling stakeholders to easily notify the PFAS Taskforce 

when products are tested and identified as presenting with or as free from certain PFAS compounds. 

Secondly, Material Safety Data Sheets (MSDS) and labels, should be required to detail PFAS constituent 

content i.e.  whether a product contains or excludes PFAS constituents or daughter compounds, and 

whether they are degradable in the natural environment and are bio-accumulative. This information 

would allow importers, sellers and users of chemicals to have greater certainty on products and articles 

that should not or could be used, and more easily develop PFAS transition and/or minimisation strategies 

as recommended in the Statement. 

Thirdly, guidance on best practice processes to identify the presence of PFAS in a product should be 

another key initiative implemented to support the Statement. The National Standard for Environmental 

Risk Management of Industrial Chemicals should align with the Statement and suggestions above, 

including standardised labelling and MSDS content, and best practice processes for product testing.  

 

The Australian Government’s engagement with Ports Australia to obtain feedback on the Statement is 

appreciated and it is further appreciated that, as indicated, key stakeholder groups including ports will 

continue to be engaged in the development of PFAS related policies and their implementation approach.  

 

  

        

 

 

 

 


