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SUMMARY

The Lead Industries Association, Inc. (LIA) 

strongly urges the Environmental Protection Agency to abandon 

its latest lead phasedown proposal because it will not pro­

vide any public health benefits but will cost gasoline con­

sumers and owners of vehicles requiring leaded gasoline 

billions of dollars.

Though leaded gasoline consumption has been reduced 

by 70 percent as a result of the rising proportion of cars 

using unleaded gasoline and EPA’s phasedown regulations, there 

is no reliable evidence of any reduction in the number of lead 

intoxicated children and considerable evidence that the

1/ LIA is a nonprofit trade association whose member companies 
include nearly all domestic producers and many commercial con­
sumers of lead.
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number is not falling* The reason is that lead-based paint 

in dilapidated housing is the principal cause of elevated blood 

lead levels in children* EPAfs effort to reduce the number 

of children at risk by limiting the lead content of gasoline 

has thus been a failure and? worse still? has lulled federal 

officials into ignoring the real problem — lead-based paint 

in old housing.

Despite this history, EPA now proposes to acceler­

ate the lead phasedown program and reduce the lead content of 

gasoline to 0.1 grams per gallon. Perhaps because it recog­

nizes that the phasedown program has not benefited children 

with high blood leads? EPA places heavy emphasis on alleged 

benefits to children with low blood leads.

First, EPA cites recent studies which "suggest 

possible small effects on IQ and other behaviorial disfunc­

tions" (49 Fed. Reg. 31038) . This conflicts with the find-’ 

ings of a panel of scientists established by EPA which could 

find no evidence that "validly established (after proper con­

trol for confounding variables) a relationship between low- 

level Pb exposure and neuropsychologic deficits in children." 

EPA appears to have rej ected the findings of its own panel. 

Although the panel severely criticized the widely publicized 

Needleman study on this issue, EPA has apparently accepted a 

reanalysis of the Needleman data that was not submitted to 

the panel for review. _


