Builetin No. L
April 2, 1970

For: LEAD INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION. INC.

FOR RELEASE: MONDAY AFTERNCON, AFRIL 13, 1970

TOP LEAD INDUSTRY SPOKESMAN IELLS PENNSYLVANIA LE\.IS..AI"JR"’ THAT EEMCVAL QF LEAD
FROM GASOLINE MAY INCREASE POLLUTIGN PROBLEMS .

HARRISBURG, PENNSYLVANIA ‘April .3/ -- A spokesman for whe raticn 3 lead industry
warned the Pennsylvania State Legislatu~e tdday nct I be traprea intc believing tnat
the baming of leaded gasoline :3 gcing tc centrol autc emissicn prsobliems.

"It will not, and indeed there 13 gccd evideace that remcva. cf iead may even
increase noxious gasecus emissions from prasent gasciines used in present autcmobilies,"
said J. L. Kimberley, executive vice president of the ILead Industries Association 1n
an appearance before the House Ccmmittee on Health and Welfare cf the Pennsylvania
General Assembly. The legislative body 13 zoaducting hearings tc ban i2ad additives
in gasoline by mid-1972.

Kimberley warned, “It is astcunding tc find gross misccncepticns, mizrepresentation:
and false conclusions are being used cfficially %o support *the arive t& get the lesd
out.'" The executive cived a document used as a guide to Caiif:rnia _egislatcrs last
week as an example. He cited several exampies of errors in <he trief.

"The most advanced emisgicn contr-l devices that heve actually been demonstrated ==
and are presently available for adapting %c mass producticn for use on present cars -=
heve been shown to be effective with vcdav's present ieaded gasciires.” He cited a
thermal reactor system as an exemple. <m March 2C, the Califormia Adr Pesources Beard
completed tests which indicated the system :zame well under the 1975 Federai emissions
goals and came close to meeting 1980 gcals.

“It is strange,” said Kimberley, "thet sc much reliance s placed zn vague promises
of emission control approaches that may oe developed after there 1s iead-free gasoline.
Stranger still is the delay in adopting and imprcving ccntyrcl methcds thet nave already
been shown to work with existing gasciines and automcbiles.

"It stands to reason that 1f the emcticnal drive succeeds *c force The autimobile
public to use non-leaded gascline, this may well close off one promising aiternative
to the solution of automobile exhaust prcbiems. Teday tne most advanced and demonstrated
methods for such emission control werk witk leaded gasoline. Snculd ieaded gasoline
be banned, obviously research on and further develcpment cf such systems ccmpatible
with leaded gasoline will be greatly nampered if not brougit Tc a standstiii.”

Kimberley added, "All the problems involved in removing iead would bz worth tack=-
ling if there were to be shown any need fcr getting lead cut ¢f gasoline cn the grounds
of public health or even nuisance. Lead is nct iavolved in photocnemical smeg formation,
nor in irritation of eyes or other membranes, n=cr has lead in <he air, frcm whatever
sources, been shown to present a danger tc public health.

"In addition, there is considersbie beiief and evidence that ncn-leaded fuels could
actually increase, rather than decrease, tre mcre ncxious and cbacxious autc fumes This
is a vast unknown". Kimberley, a meta.lurg:cai and mechani:al erg:ineer, acvised the
Committee to reserve final decision until careful study and aevelcpment of 2missicn conti
systems, particulate controls and pclluting effects cf unleaded fuels are -ompleted.
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Attachment E
Bulletin No. b

April 20, 1970

Report on Meeting with Department cf Health, Educarion and Welfare Officials
HEW Headquarvers Conference Room, Washington, D.C. )
Tuesday, April 1b4, 1970

Present- Roter: V. Pauley, Special Assistant ¢ HEW Secretary
Roger Streiow, Special Assistant tc HEW Secretary
John T. Middleton, Commissioner, National Air Polluticn Centrc).

Administraticon

Eric Stork, legislative Liaison. NAPCA Bureau of ({riteria and Standavis
ichard Jones, NAPCA Bureau of CriIeria and Standaxrds
J.L. Kimberiey, Executive Vice President, lead Industries AaAsscc:iaticn
Zerl Thompscn, Senior Vice President, Hil! and Knowiton, Inc.

Tnis memo will not attempt & chronolcgical account but is crgantized oy msjor subjzct
areas covered.

The atmosphere of the session was at all times cordial and friendly; beginning with the
cocincidence of Kimberley and Thompson getting on same elevater with Middicton and his
collegues to gc to the HEW Secretary's office where they met with Pauley and went 1o
large conference rocm. Meeting was at one end of long table i{criginaliy set up, 1t was
expliained, by Nelson Rockefeller when he was HEW Undersecretary). The ccaference iastea
about an hour and a half, with the last few minutes only with Pauley and Strelow.

After Kimberley briefly outlined industry’s fsilure %o understand why such urgency
benind the drive to "get the led out of gasoline,” the give and teke was general:y
informal, with all taking some part but Middletcn and Kimberley being primary spckesmen,

On concemof lead industry: Middleton asked specifically to know more abcur Lead Industri
Asscciation. The membership, concern of industry, scurces cf lead, reiat:ve Lrpsr-ance
¢f lead, relative importence of lead additives to gesoline, to total use and domesTti:
mining, etc. were outlined, ’

At close of meeting, Pauley and Strelow asked specificaily for fact sheet abcut mpor-ancs
of leed additives to lead industry. This is to be provided %c Panliey.

Group had not seen Wall Street Journal story and copies were provided tc eacn.

On autcmotive emissions: Middleton and Finch's assistan<s puiled no puncnes in expres
determinaticn to accomplish drastic reduction in major automctive emissicns. T
of 1975 and 1980 goals was to make clear to auto makers what would be expected s: ¢
cou:d be no question about at least 10 years goals. Middleton was not happy zbou-

tests that show consumer cars -- as contrasted with tested provotypes -- were nct meeting
even present emission standerds. ' He briefly outiined NAPCA's intention to intens:fy
testing and to insist that automcbiles meet the contrcl requirements or nct be allowed
on the market.

Particulates are of especial concern and lead bearing particulates are of espec:ial
impor*ance.
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Thus the ccncern over lead was not sclely reiated tc 1ts effect on coutrcl systems that wi.
reduce the carbon monoxide, hydrocarboas, and nitrous =xides.

However, since leaded gasoline seems to have universally adverse effects cn contrci sSysTems
the- remcval of lead from gasoline would open up & number of cther pcssibiiities tnat are
not now immediately evident. They are lcoking <oward getting emission standards decwn es
soon as possible -= i.e., 1975 and 1980 -- but also toward gett:ing below these geais
aventuatiy. It 1s feit much more may be able %o be accomplished in reducing all emizs:ons
onze the lead 15 removed.

As to the danger orf higher aromatics, this is fully recognized, but they feel the Burean
of Mines dara is not as clearcut as, for example, the concise quotaticn LIA has been
using. 1In any £vent, the control standards would not permit increased emissions even 1f
aromatics were to be increased in the fuel. Jcnes sald their experiments indicated perhap:
better control of emissions with the higher aromatics. .

As to systems develcped for leaded gasoline, Middleton had nc definite answer as wo why
auto makers were bty-passing these ~- except his seversal general observat:ons that ieadea
gasoline seemed to be detrimental -~ in varying degrees -= to all systems and ~hat ncn-
leaded gascline cffered more possible control measures in the long run.

And again, none of the present systems appeared to be sufficiently effective con particaiarte

Before July i, he said, the Federal Register would carry the NAPCA proposed def:nitions
and measurement procedures for auto emission particuiates.

lead 1n the air and health concern: Middleton stated he knew that demonstrable heaitn effec
were primari.y asscciated with ingestion, as per children eating oid paint, or wirtn induse
trial exposure. But ne added that human health 1s not measured solely by whetrer a perscn
1s 1n the hospital or not or has impaired activity.

He cited guesticns raised abcut lead’s effect on ALA ‘delta-aminclevulinic ac:d! as
indication that the bicchemical system may be distressed by lead, Alttough cencading tnis

wcrk was st:il in sericus contention, he said it was receiving serious research atTsitica
fraom CuPent.

He alsc accepts the reports of higher blood levels in city dwellers vs. rural Iweliers a3
evidence that auto exhaust lead is reising blcod leads in urban peopie.

Aside from specific health effects, the concern is cver the general envircnmsnte. :dpac*
cf continued emissicn of lead into the air, waters, soils, fish and cther crganisms.
Conceding that: Patterson 1s not a medical scientist, Middleton cited the werk by ~‘m azd
associates as showing the lead burden in the envircnment is increasing =- lavge.y due ¢
leaded gasciine. He cited Schaefer's studies on the effect of lead particles cn format:icn
of ice crystals and rain.

Others joined in to question what becomes of the lead emitted from sutomcbiies. The pesgsi-
bile correlation between carbon monoxide levels and lead levels in residential areas near
freewsys was discussed. A sampling of pecple in cne area of California was sa:d Ly
Strelcw! to sncw s relationship of increased cancer with proximity tc freeways and aitncugh
there was no suggestion of lead being involved in this 1% was cited as a possitle sffect

of auio emissions.
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Meddleton was especially concerned about the submicron {below 1 micron) particies cf lead.
These ccmprise a large part of particulate exhaust; remain airborne indefinitely, and
are mcst easily respirable.

In brief, it would Seem that NAPCA snd HEW have no intention of waiting fer any demcrstra-
ble health effects on human beings even to be approacned. They feel that the very fact
of lead ccastantly being spewed into the air -~ to find its way to soils, waters, food
surplies and, most important, air supplies -- must be slowed and halted.

3.
Middletcr. said that the lead criterion document on which the NAPCA has been werking for
scme time is ncw scheduled for some time in 1971. He said that this document wculd be
run tireough a special committee of the Wational Academy of Sciences to write and apprcve
the porticns reiating to health. This would mean, he said, that the technica: da%a
avaslabie wouid be reviewed by the nation’s highest scientific body before it was -s:zued.

Cn iead emissions specifically, Middleton apd cthers said that they did not reaily care
now the emitsions standards were reached so long as they are achieved. This means that
if a sarisfactory lead trap could be demonstrated this would be an acceptable aiternative
=c removing lead from gasoline. However, it was clear that none of the HEW pecple are
sptimistic about a lead trap and emission control system <that will be sufficiently
effective with leaded gasolines. They do not rule out the possibiiity -- it is oniy
that they have been toid by the auto companies that the number of altermatives and number
cf pcsaible avenues that could be followed for emission control are much greater with
leaded gasoline than with non-leaded. However, Strelow said that HEW was trying to keep
the future picture °ren and not close off alternatives as various kinds cf technoiocgy
were developed.
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