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Subject: Lead Paint Hearings -- Friday, March 10, 1972

Senator Kennedy again opened the proceedings, before turning them over
once more to Senator Richard Schweicker (R-Pa.). .

Witnesses at this concluding session of the hearing included Dr. Merlin K.
DuVal, Assistant Secretary of HEW for Health and Scientific Affairs; Dr. Stanley
M. Greenfield, EPA Assistant Administrator for Research and Monitoring, and
Charles Ervin, associate director for policy and programs, ACTION,

Big development of the day came with announcement in the course of
Dr. DuVal's testimeny -~ paralleling announcement at Food and Drug Adminis-
tration -- of FDA's setting new lead paint standards, to be published
officially in the Federal Register tomorrow. (see excerpt’ attached)

Dr. DuVal was flanked by three associates, chief among them Dr. Mark
Novitch, FDA associate commissioner for medical affairs,

During most of his few early minutes in the chair, Senator Kennedy
pressed Dr. DuVal about 'when are you going to start putting out the money
we appropriated last July?" DuVal indicated FDA has been drafting regula-
tions since March 1971 and would publish them in the Federal Register during
March. With Kennedy unimpressed with this kind of progress ~- '"but we made
the money available eight months a23z0'" -- DuVal and Dr. Novitch insisted the
government will commit all the $7 1/2 million by June 30, 1972. How much
money have you asked for 1973? $9 1/2 million. At which point Xennedy
pointed to the final paragraph of DuVal's statement, where he said '". . . we
cannot support the enactment of S. 3080", and complained: "I can't see how
you can ask for money and then not support the bill."

Schweiker and DuVal, with Novitch, touched on a variety of questions:

Have you looked into the idea of developing some plastic covering for
walls -- this might well be the quickest and most accessible way to solve the
problem? FDA is working on the idea with HUD, but bonding and adhesion is a
problem, along with cost of labor -- '"but we share your enthusiasm for the
idea," :

Can you explain your logic or reasoning for the time-frame you set for
the upcoming lead paint regulations? There are really five points:

1. Inventories of paint in warehouses and stores -- they should have
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time for orderly disposition.
2. Switchover to new formulations.
3. Problems visited on the small producers of paints.

4. Problem of raw materials and water supply -~ in some cases natural
trace amounts could reach ,067 before they ever get into the manufacturing
process.

5. Finding a heavy metal substitute for dryer use.

How would you handle the local custom-blending situation, where vehicle
and pigment are custom-mixed, to meet the new standards? I think that's
covered, but there is always the opportunity for escape (i.e., intra-state
customizing on-the-spot). But if pigment is shipped in interstate commerce,
it would have to comply. What level are you setting for lead in pigment?

A lead level low enough so when it is mixed with the vehicle, it would comply.
The regulation (on lead level) applies to pigments as well as paints -- is
that the case? 'Yes, sir!'" DuVal answered Schweiker.,

Dr. Greenfield pointed out that EPA was content to be acting as a con-
sultant to HEW and HUD in the lead paint matter, that it was keeping an eye
on developments, that it "has considered the problem of lead in paint only
from its interest in the general area of environmental lead exposures."

“"EPA is concerned with the problem of reducing all unnecessary environ-
mental lead exposures. Although clearly HEW and HUD have primary responsi-
bility for dealing with lead based paint poisoning EPA felt obliged to
respond to a request for comments regarding an FDA proposal to label as
hazardous interior paint in excess of 0.57 (Federal Register, November 2, 1971).
EPA scientists thus conducted a theoretical analysis based upon the best
currently available data to determine the maximum safe amounts of lead in
paints for ‘interior residential surfaces. A first draft copy of this in-
house technical report entitled "A Control Strategy for Lead in Paint"
appeared in the February 9, 1972 Congressional Record - Extension of Remarks,
pp. 1010-1011. We would like to make a copy of that draft report available
to you for the record. This paper concluded that continued ingestion of
only one-twentieth of a teaspoon of paint containing 0.05% lead would double
average daily lead absorption from food and water in a 10 kilogram child,
thus contributing significantly to increased blood lead and body burdens.

EPA defers to the views of HEW on the need to extend the Lead Based
Paint Poisoning Prevention Act. We also believe that legislation to increase
this Agency's involvement regarding lead based paint poisoning in the light
of existing authorities in IIEW and HUD is not necessary."

Greenfield's conclusion to Schweiker: Paint above .05% lead is
dangcrous for a child,
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ACTION'S Charles Ervin described for the committee its proposal for a
3-year demonstration program 'to determine whether the problem of lead-based
paint poisoning can be essentially eliminated from the lead belt areas of
three medium-sized cities,"

The first city invited to submit a proposal for ACTION help is Rochester,
N.Y. Ervin declined to name other cities that might be considered -- although
he noted New York and Chicago were too big for ACTION to handle, and
Minneapolis-St., Paul did not appear to have a distinguishable "lead belt."

(He told me privately Milwaukee is one city being considered.)

The ACTION program's four goals:
1. Identify children now suffering from high lead levels and treat them.

2. Identify buildings in which existing lead based paint presents a
hazard.

3. Control the existing hazard.
4. Prevent new hazards from arising.
ACTION expects to begin its program this fall, in September, and hopes
to have 300 of its "volunteers' at work by July, 1973. ACTICON people's
role is primarily as catalyst-stimulator for local volunteer service programs.
"We want an experiment of a size we can clearly manage,'" Ervin commented.
"Three cities appears to be the right size. . At least two-thirds cof the

volunteers we would approve would be local people. We would only bring in
enough outsiders to do the job local volunteers could not handle.,"
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Excerpt from testimony of Dr. Merlin K. DuVal, Assistant Secretary for Health
and Scientific Affairs, HEW -- Lead Paint Hearings, Friday, March 10, 1972,

Food and Drug Administration Regulations., The Food and Drug Administration,
as an agency concerned with public health and safety, has also taken a number
of steps directed at eliminating the hazard of lead-based paint in and around
the home. These include publishing proposed regulations to limit lead in
paints for household use, and requesting analyses of all manufacturers' paints
for lead content. :

On November 2, 1971, a proposal was published in the Federal Register by the
Commissioner of FDA to declare paints and other surface coatings containing
more than 0.5 percent lead, and specified levels of other critical elements
and heavy metals, to be hazardous substances. In the same issue of the
Federal Register, a notice was published on behalf of petitioners Joseph A.
Page, et al., proposing that paints for household use containing more than
minute traces of lead be classified as banned hazardous substances under the
Federal Hazardous Substances Act.

Approximately 200 comments were received in response to these proposals.
They represent the views of consumers, consumer groups, physicians, paint
manufacturers and their associations, Government agencies, and the American
Academy of Pediatries,

The American Academy of Pediatrics suggested the banning of paints containing
more than 0.06 percent lead for use on interior surfaces, toys, and other
children's articles, Most of the 41 other physicians' comments endorsed this
suggestion,

Most comments from consumer groups, government agencies, and interested
citizens either supported the American Academy of Pediatrics' recommendation
or the Petitioners proposal for only "minute traces of lead."

Paint manufacturers and their trade associations have commented favorably
upon the .5% limit but have raised objections both to the '"minute traces”
standard and the ,06% limit.

The notice in question also dealt with certain other critical elements and
heavy metals in addition to lead. Industry representatives argue that we do
not yet have sufficient information to establish valid limits on other heavy
metals in paint and coatings.

Based on information now available to us, we are satisfied that it is
technologically feasible, and desirable from a health viewpoint to move
toward the .06 percent standard recommended by the American Academy of
Pediatrics., However, this transition cannot be accomplished immediately,

Accordingly, our position is that the 1 percent definition of lead-based paint
established by the Act should continue in effect for the balance of 1972,
Effective commencing January 1, 1973, the maximum permissible lead content of
paint would be reduced to .5 percent and the .06 percent standard should take
effect as of January 1, 1974. We are now prepared to publish in the Federal
Register an order requiring an orderly reduction in the amount of lead per-
mitted in paints and other coatings intended for household use. Briefly, this
order is in accord with the recommendations of the American Academy of
Pediatrics and will ban paints and other surface coating materials which are
intended or packaged in a form suitable for use in the household, are involved
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in interstate commerce after December 31, 1973, and contain lead in excess
of 0,06 percent of the contained solids or dried paint film; between
December 31, 1972 and December 31, 1973, lead in excess of 0.5 percent of
the contained solids or dried paint film will be banned.

This order applying to paints shipped in interstate commerce, or otherwise
falling within the scope of FDA jurisdiction through use of ingredients
shipped in interstate commerce, will cover virtually ail paint and coatings
sold for residential use in the United States.

Our goal is to arrive at the lowest level of environmental lead hazard that

is technologically feasible and economically realistic. HEW and HUD intend

to continue evaluating the technological feasibility and medical implication
of proposed standards taking into account practical aspects of environmental
protection and production control.

FDA will give consideration to petitions for an amendment to this regulation,
or for an amendment of the implementation dates of the regulation, if such
petitions are supported by reasonable grounds and justification, If such
petitions furnish reasonable grounds therefore, the Commissioner will
publish notices in the Federal Recister proposing the amendment of the regu-
lation. Furthermore, if our evaluation of this problem indicates that the
elimination of lead from paints can be accomplished sooner, we are prepared
to amend the order to accomplish this.

Assistant Secretary Finger of HUD, who testified before your committee on
Monday and promised a recommendation, has authorized me to advise you that
HUD concurs in the approach which I have described.

With respect to the issue raised regarding other elements in paints and
coatings, we are satisfied that additional study is necessary. This is
actively under way within the Department, and regulations covering these
other elements in paints and coatings will be published if appropriate as
soon as the necessary valid basis for regulatory action can be established.

Petitioners also requested that the Commissioner obtain -: certified analyses
from paint companies of their household products '"(in) order to assist in
resolution of the argument of technical incapacity that the paint industry
is making...."

In consideration of this request, and in view of the numerous conflicting
comments received in response to the proposals, FDA concluded that such data
would be of value in implementation of the final order in the matter of
lead-containing paint and in preparation of a subsequent final order on
certain other elements in paints. A Federal Register announcement requesting
analytical data was published on February 19; a copy is being submitted for
the record.
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tn restdentlal structures constructed or ro-
habiiltuted by the Federal Government or
with Federal acostarer, A1 an addiclonal
margin of safety, tiie Coninil s1oher propecs
to reduce the exposure to lead found ac-
ceptable by Connress by esfablishing specinl
labeling requirements for all houschold
paints coentaining more than 0.5 percent
lead.

Consideration has been given to the quese
tion of whether paints containing lead above
the leve! specitied herein should be banned
from juterstato comnierce. or required to
bear spccial labeling warnine of the hazard
involved and giving instruction for safe use.
While there are numerous repcrts of serious
injury aud even dcath resulting from the
ingestion of the dried film of c¢ld formula-
tions of rpaints containing hirh levels of
lead, the Commissioner is unaware of any
similar reports £s o result of ingestion of
paints centatning I percent lead or lezs, Tie
Commissioner has therefore coucluded that
cautionary !abelinz will be adequate 0 pro-
tect the public hkealth and saiety from any
potential harards associatsd with the use of
such paints.

Accordinuly, under section 3(a) of the
Federal Hazardous Substances Act, the Com-
missioner propeses that paints and other
surface-coaling niaterials te declared to be
hazardous substnnces (25 delined in section
2(1) (1) (A) of the Act) rcquire sgecial
labeling as speeified hereir such paint
and other surface.cont enals contain,
on s dried weight bas ¢ than 0.5 per-
cent lead; or a total of more than 0.05 per-
eent antimony, arsenie, cadniium, mercury,
or selenium: or soiuble b m i excess of
1 pereent ol the tciatl bariwm prezent. Fi-
naliration of the rerulanions proposed herein
in conjunciisn with sect:ion 2(q)(1)(A) of
the Federal Hazardous Subsiances Act, will
have the addizional eTec: ¢f auiomaticalliy
bamning anrt tcy or other srticle intended
for use b children which is produced afier
effeciive date ¢f there rezulatons and vhich
bears such raint or other suriace-coating
material,

Therelore, pursnany {o provisions of the
Federz! Hamardous Substances Act (sec:. 24f)
(1) (B), 2(q1 (1) tA). 81z), and 3(b), ¢ Stat.
372, 8%4-375 as smanded. Eo Srat. 1304; 15
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.37, and une-
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der auil (21 CFR
2.120, that a
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§191.5 FProcucts declared to be harardous
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the act.
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($11) Barium compounds of which the water
solitble barlum (calculated fs the metal)
eveecds 1 opereent of the total batium pres-
cnt.
¢ 101.7. Products requiring spec'al labeling

under section 3(b) of the act.

(b) The Commissioner finds that these
sithstances present special hazards and that
the labeling required by section 2¢p) (1) of
the act is not acdeguate for the protection of
the public heulth. Under section 3(H) of the
act the following specific label statements are
decmed necessary to supplement the label-
ing required by section 2:p) (1) of the act:

L L] * L d -

(7) Paint and other surface-coating mate-
rials dec:ared to be hazardous under §151.5
(a) {2) snall bear on the main panec! of their
label, in addition to the requircments of

§ 101.101(a), the statement “containg —oaaa. '

-w----"", the blank being filled in with the
name of each heavy meral present in the
amount specitied Iin §191.5(a)(2), Such
paint and other surface-coating maierinls
shall aiso bear on their labei the signal
word “Warning,"” wing addi-
tional statement or its practical ¢quivajent:
“Contains «cueveceono

Dried film of this paint may be harmful
if eaten or chewed.

Do not apply on toyvs and other children's

articles, furnjture, or intericr surlaces of any
dwelling or facility which may be occupied
or used by children.
.. Do not apply on those exterior surfaces of
dwelling units, such as windowsills, porches,
stairs, or rallings, 10 which childaren niay be
commonly exposed.

Keep out of the reach of children.”
the blank being tilled in with the name of
each heavy mecetal present ia the samount
specified in § 191.5(a) (Z).

Interested persons may, within 60 dnvs
after pubiieation lherec: in the FroFrAL REG-
ISTER, file with the hc..r:nv Clerk. Depart-
meny of Health, LCducazion., a:xd \We!fare,
Rcom 6€-88, SCCO I‘lshers Lane, Rockville,
Md.,, 20882, written comments (preferadiv 1o
quintuplicate) regariing this prope:zal. Come-
ments may be acceompaniecd by a meno-
raudum or brief in suppors thereot, Rencived
ccomienis may be gecn in the above oflice
during working hours, Jlonday 1through
Friday.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTLCTION AGENCT,
Washingion, D.C.. Jannarz =8, 1972,
Reply to Attn of: ¥PA-AR-R.

Subject: Comments on r‘D.\ Pm'\n»"\i to Dea-

clare Certain Heavy Mleial-
Paints and Ciher S:tr::re-ca. fad
Require Epecial Labeling jor Chi! d Pro-
tection.
learing Clerx, Deparmiment
Education, and Welfare.,

This nmemorandum is in response to the
invitation for commentis ¢ the £ubi2¢t pro-
posal published by the Conimissioner of Food
and Drugs in tae Federzal Register on No-
vember 2, 1971,

The Envircmmental Fro! (:L!ox
coneerned about
ing {n childre

¢f Hellth,

Agoney s
thie proicm of icad poison-
In order wo requee ine burden
oi lead in idren, we w7l foon pronose a
prosram 10 accelezanie ihe reducilon and
cventual of jead from gasolite,

Since most cases of lead poironing in chile
dren are attributabic 1o consumrtion of lead-
baze paint, we have underioken to dotermine

3 ale poetcent of lead by veight
TANT NOSeATAary 10 pretedt the pubile
TTwae nludics, elaberated in ke Ate
in-noiee techmieal renort, andicato
o1 VG5 could con-
children

Lealih,
tacied
ihat lead paiut in cxcers
stitute a danger to the hrealih of
with piea. Our conelusion is sumilar to that

Remarks February 9, 1972
of the American Academy of Pedlatrics,
which stronely recommended that lead poors
t11 excess of 0.067 should 1ot he mn .

Weo belicve that cautlonary labc.m- vl
not bo adequate to protect the public health
and safety from any potcntial hazards aosne-
clated with the use of paints containing mere
than 0.03., by weight of the dry solids. Many
familics may occupy a dwelling after the
paint can label. This problem may be pre-
veuted through banning of lead-hase paimnt in
interstate commerce and advice to local ave
thoritics when interstate commerce is not
involved.

STANLEY M., GREENFIFLD,
Assistant Administrator for Rescarch and
- Monitoring.
Attachment.

A CONTROL STRATECY F¥OR LEAD IN PaiNT—
IN-HOUSE TECIINICAL REPORT—FIfeT DrosT

(By K. Bridbord. C. Shy, D. Bammer. H. Geld-
berg, V. Newill, and V. Nelson)
BACKGROUND

Avallable evidence indicates that lead ¢n
human tissues scrves no usefwd bicie:rical
function. Even ai low blood concerirations,
lead adversely afTects metapolism br inhibit-
ing crittcal enzyme systems (1), At higher
cencentrations, lead can produce tevere dis-
ease ond even death. Accoréinzly, auy in-
crease in lead body burdsn is undesirable.
All known sources of human lead expesure
mus: be carefully controlled,

Clinjeai lead poisoning is caused primarily
by childhood ingestion of lead-based paint
(2). Every year hundreds of chiidren die
from lend poisoning and many rikousands
more receive permanent. irreversinble centra
nervous system domacge from la2ad ingestion.
Recent proposals have advocated imiting
lead content in paint as 2 means 10 prevent
lead poisoning emong future renerations
{3). However, agrecment concerning now
severe ihis restriction should ke has no:
been reached.

Among the general adult population, foed
{s the primary contributor to iead »ad
den. Air znd water are ndditicn . ex;
'om 5. For ehildren nredi
{food cbjecis), the prima
¢ead body burden §s lead-

eireet dust and soil are additional ro: em'u.,v
this

sienificant
group (4).

Comprehensive prozrams to de
exposure have advocated climina
gasoiire and rehabilirating ««
housingz containing lead-based pee:
Ho'vever, even low lead paint s
rchabiliiation process or in new cot
could Eecome a source of lead expes
fuivre, Tiius, careful thoueht nunisy oo Lisen
to what constitutes a “snie” €anconiraiic:
of lead in paint. Our paper will rc-cramine
this problem to arrive at &n independen:
estimaie of a “safe” lead level in piunt,

THE CONTROL STRATEGY

The physiology of lead absorption and ex-
cretion in adulis 13 well docmitenied. Corre-
spondainy studics in children a
“averace” 70 Ky adult takes inapprovim
300 ug of lead via 7ood and water (31, ©f
up to 107, s absorbed from
intestinal tract. Lead intake via the v
tory route is much more comunliete. &y
niateiy one third of all i
rerained and almost all of this i; ar
(o). A tigare of 307 reazonably ¢
the quaniity of lead absorbed srom iniial od
Qir,

Swudics indicate that children
years (10-14% KoY Ineest, on the as
us of Jcad cach dav rrom fuod and v .
D.u\d upon data from adulis, un 1o lu o
this, or 13 uy per day will be un.ur.nd.
Children this see inhale approvmareiv 6
culle meters of afr dafly, Ambicnt wir laod

exposure mechanisms an

PEoreY
a8

ored

N 1825.02
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levels clnce to hcavy traflic combusting saro-
Nine conizintng lead are cxpected to 8
nt lonct Hous lead por cubie metor, Vo
307, absorpiion, o 1-3 y‘our old ¢Lild would
ahiorh eoproximately 5x6x0.3 -9 ug lead gper
day from the rnir.

Sinee: dficanit Inereases in lead exporure
and body burden ars uudesirable (e
in children prone to pica) sirategies
lead exns:ure must prevent body
increpiciits. A masxinm dr.i:y pernilssioie
intake (not abiorpiion) of -elemental lead
in children of 800 4« i3 clready cstablished
(8). Even if lead cnurssions from automnobiies
arc eliminated In tiie future (V3'. of alre
borne lead is from pasoline eccmbustion (94,
possible lead ingesiion from peeliny patnt
raust £till not be allowed (o sivnfficantly ex-
ceed bacskrround lead tatake from feod and
water. This {3 because lead intalke of 120 ug
per day in a 1-3 year old child !s already
ncarly haif his daily permissitle intake.

ACCLTTABLE LEVELS

Peelize paint is siznificantly denser than
water. When considering pbdtential lead tn-
gestion from snecific volumes of peving paint
azsumptlons that the density of paint equal s

* that of waier yield conrervative estimates.
On this basis the foilowing tables can be
constructed.

une

TABLE I°
Paint Ingestion As A Function of Volume
Intzke (Tenspoons).

Volume c¢f Peoling Paint Grams of Paint

Ingested (teaspooxns) Ingested
0.01 - 0.05
005 ... 0.25
{25 I, 0.5
05 el e ———— 25
10 ... - - -- 5.0

* The censity cf water is one gram per

cubic centimeler. Since one teaspoon ccn-
tains 5 cunic centimeters of waler this s
ecuivalent 1o 5 orams of paint with a densiiy
eqralfotiicrofy r.

TABLL N,—TOTAL LEAD 1iGESTIOR FRGI PAINT, MICRO.
GRAN (DALY AVEIRSGI)

{in percert]

Concentration of iead in oimt

C.C5 0.1 G5

0.01 Lo

crenenny

we

Sturea: Easiduts “miing 10 rercant of 21 ingasted tead

2 il c31 we consirocizg.

TASLE HL—TOTAL LELD AILLOFTICH FRT PAILT,
RUCROGRAL (DAILY AVERAGE)

Ita precent!

Conizniration of lzad in paint

€.01 [ ot 6.5 1.0
0.% 2.5 4 25 L)
2y 1S 23 1) o3
) iz 0 £9 ) £
230 1729 S8 B 240
8.0 .00 £ L S 5,009

" Clearly, nccordine (3 Takle ILI 10 only
lead pamt concentr
ably curminiole pro.

;0.05°5 Jead in puaine,

wisestien or oy ous
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tventicth of a teaxpoon of paint per day
teontaindng 12.53 v lead) will nearly double
b elino abonorplin irem feed abd waler
(13 ug) in a1 J yeur old chid (10-18 135).
Althioush data on children are limited, the
Dest avallablo evidence in adults indieates
that doubling duily intake (absorption) of
lead foom a barsciine of 40 U, per day in a
70 Kg adult ratses blocd lead concentration
fron1 about 20 to 35 v 100 g. a level clcely
ass>octaied Wil signsiicant imipairment of
hemozicbhin syniticsis (10).

Quadrupitng baseline abzarption n adults
ralses biood leads to greater than §0 ug/
100 g. o level close 1o that oceosionully asso-

ciatod with elinical lead polsoning tn some
ch !dren (11). Ingestion of only one tenth of

a tcaspoon of 0. 15. lcad paint per day more
than quadruples bareline absorption of 13 ug
per day ina 1-3 year old child. Thus, patnt
containing even 0.17¢ Icad used in resicdeatial
areas poses a signiiicant poteutial danger to
fulure generations of children.

Altbougzh the data in Table III have not
been substantiated by direct experimental
euidence, they cortalnly are a moest conserva-
tivo eriimate of lcad ingestion from paliai.
Most ehips of pecling lead paint fre signif-
caatly denser than water. Table IIT {s based
upoa fugcstion of lead chips that cre enly
es ¢dense as water, IJowever, pertineat other
factors such as dietary da8ciency states (low
iron and low colcium) which potentinily
might predipaze to incrinzed lead absorpusn
fromm the mut in excess of 107 have uot becn
considerad in this analysis, FPurihsrmore, no
additionnl safety factor has been included in
theze caleulations.

Al‘hou~h there may be room for debate
rezarding whetker 0057 or 0.01% lead 1n
paint sihiouwid be the upper acceptable limit,
clearly a level hizher than this s unaccept-
wble. In a recent press rclease (12), based
unon an independeny methed of anafvsiz, tie
American Academy of Podiatries strongly
reconumended that lend In point in excess of
0.06¢ lead gl:owd not hir permitted, Their
estimate is in close ngreement with ours.

EUMINALT

A control strategy to prevent childhood
lead iIngestion from paint fa future cenera-
tlons is presented. This s based upon un

nifiennt fncrense of lead iminke bevond
brzoiine levels irom Jood and waner. I\CCO.u-
ing to our annlysis, iead |
0.3 L is ¢ potennnl ¥ Y
to pica. A lead c¢o
would reasonably proicc
these wilh extrernad tends
gostion. Indopandeatl anaiyvses support our
thant 2t 1o time shoulid future use of
paint containing lead in exeess of 0.05%:, and
prefersbiy not i excess of 0.014%, Le permii-
ted in residential areas.

VoW
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DEFARTMENT or Heavir:r,
TION, AND TELFARE,
HEeALTII SZRVICE,

EpUuca-
PusLIC

Janwary 31,1871,

To: Charles C. Edwards, M.D., Commissioner
of Foed and Diugs, Food and Drug Ac-
ministration.

From: Jane S. Lin-Fu, M.D., Pediatric Ccn-
sultant, Maternal and Child Health Serv-
ice.

Subject: Lead-Based Paint, 21 CFR, Part 191,
Federal Register, Volume 36, Number 211,
Novombvr 2, 1071,

As one deeply corcerned with the problem
o? lead- b sed p'\lut poisoning in children. I
would like to endorse the position taken by
the American Acedoemy of Pediatrics on the
issue under considerntion s prescnted in its
memo addressed to the T'ocd and Druz Ad-
ministration doted November 30, 1971, In
reviewing the problem of childhood lead
poisoning, the following facts are obvicus:

1. Thie 0.5 percent limit cn lead contens ¢f
p2int set by the FDA Is Inndequatc to decl
with the health hazard of lcad paint among
children witc: such paint is used on surinces
to wiilch chlldren are likely to be exposed.
The daily poriatissible intrke (DPI) of
Lmong young childran siould not exccad
300 u3. of i2aa thul ¢an be teken from o.ner
sources before the DPI is exceeded. Ingestion
cf 2 single sguare centimeter of muliilarared
with 0.5 percent of lead cow

daRF a4 ';:'0"1‘ e a chid with mors t

130 \1" of Jead. Depeavedd injestion o a

emcuus ¢! pxim. chis over a prolon

penied, easily possible rarong children with
piza, can result in potscning.

2. Labeling paint for lead content s in-
cifective in protecting the public for tae
feldowing reasons:

a. The 1ab2l mayv be totally disrecarded or
may be misinterpreted by the consumer.

b. Once the peint is applied on to a surface,
1he lubel loses its eTect compistely,

2. Todar, mest, {f not 11, communitic
faced with the probiem of lend-basted p
poisentng are unable to cope with the
of elimiunting lead hatards frem hov
The overvheiming number of houses ¥

cad haverds and the esponse {nvolved “ e
been 1he moin dcncrrcn\s in tle h.nuc
utainst 1his man-mads discase. The tro
mistuke of painting niilions of hovoes with
paiat contaming hasardous amounts ¢! lead
in the past decndes wits wade in fenoranc,,
Vith our eurrent knowled:e of the hcalth
hazards of lead in paling, 1t is inexcusable to
repeat the misiniies of the past and por-
peivate o disease that §s praveatdle,

I would thercfore urge the Food nnd Druay
Administration to recensider its propoacd
reculation o the =sue and miake med;so
tiont 68 recommended by the
Academy of Pediatrics,

Jann S, LiN-Fr, M.D.
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