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The case for Legal limits

o

o Lead Isatoxic metal that
can cause serious
Impacts on human

health especially among
young children below 6
years, including
permanent brain and
nervous system damage,
problems with kidney
function, and blood and
reproductive damage




The case for legal limits Cont’d

Lead poisoning has a substantial economic impact

o exposure to lead is responsible for 0.6 percent of the
global burden ofdisease.

o Estimated economic losses due to reduced 1Q from
preventable lead exposure is approx. 1.2% of global GDP

o Economic loss to Africa estimated at $ 134.7 billion (in
International dollars)as a result of Largest economic
burden of lead exposure is borne by low and middle
Income countries



The Case for Legal Limits — Cont’d

o There are economic benefits of eliminating lead in paint - reduce
costs to individuals and society that result from exposure to lead (e.g.
healthcare, productivity losses, intellectual disability, exposure to legacy
paint)

o There are cost-effective non-lead alternatives currently being
manufactured and are readily available to consumers



f Objectives of legal limits

o Prevent the manufacture, use, import, and export
of lead paint

o Develop a system with effective meansof
enforcement and compliance

o Establish institutional responsibilities and
arrangements for the management and
enforcement of legislation and/or regulation.



Key building blocks for an eff

‘ective Legal

framework

Elements of A National Legal
and Regulatory Framework for
the Elimination of the Use of
Lead in New Decorative Paint
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% review existing requirements
and/or voluntary standards

<+ Provide for public awareness and
publicinput

< Include clear and understandable
definitions of regulated
substances and regulated
activities

+ Set effective dates of new
requirements

< Establish a mechanism to
promote compliance



Key building blocks for an effective Legal
framework — Cont’d

<+ Set clear, transparent consequences for non-
compliance

<»Include provisions in the legal framework
relating to disposal of existing paint

<»Provide for periodic review to assist in
determining the effectiveness of new laws



Global/Regional Status of Leac

in Paint

Regulatory frameworks

Green —Legally binding controls

Yellow —No legally binding controls

stripes —No data

Source: Status of the phasing out of lead paint by
countries: 2015global report -

® Measuring progress on the

establishment of legally bindin
controls on lead paint —a globa
report 2015

o At the global level — 63 countries

have ratified the ILO White Lead
(Painting) Convention No. 13, 1921
—see ILO website for more details

59 countries have legally binding
restrictions on the use of lead in
paint — including 28 EU member
countries bound by the REACH
Regulations



Kev Finding #1: 70 of 195 countries (36%) have establish legally binding LPCs.

Figure 1: Chart Showing How Many Countries Have Binding L.PCs

Figure1

IS THEREALEGAILLY BINDING LEAD
PAINTCONTROL?

YES5  wmNOBINDING LIMIT FOUND
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n = 195 couniries
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*Fig. 1 aggregates the findings from this Report and the 2015 SAICM Report (and so includes Italy and Cuba as having
LPCs).1i Subsequent figures in this Report, however, focus only the 128 countries assessed for this Report. Disregarding
the 2015 SAICM Report findings, Figure 1 would show that 68 of the 128 countries assessed (53%) have binding LPCs.



Map of Lead Paint Limits (Binding limits vs. Voluntary limits vs. No Limits Found)
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Map of Binding Lead Paint Limits

Countries with Numerical Lead Paint Limits Workplace -
(in parts per million (ppm)) Restrictions General restrictions on

1000 only sale and use of lead paint




Binding Lead Paint Limits

Countries with Numerical Lead Paint Limits Workplace o
(in parts per million (ppm)) Restrictions General restrictions on
1000 ppm or only sale and use of lead paint
- no ppm limit):

Belarus Canada Switzeriand Argentina Algeria Antigua and Austria Lithuania
China* Thailand Brazil Australia Barbuda* Belgium Luxembourg
|srael Chile Armenia Venezuela Bulgaria Malta
Kyrayz Rep. Costa Rica Hew Zealand Flji Croatia Monaco
Macedonia Dominica Zimbabwe Cyprus Netherlands
Montenegro Jordan Czech Republic Norway
Nepa Maxico™ Denmark Poland
Philippines Oman Estonia Portugal
Serbia Panama Finland Romania
Sri Lanka* South Africa France Russia
USA South Korea Germany Slovakia

Uruguay Greece Slovenia
Trin./Tobago Hungary Spain

celand Sweden

reland Turkey

Latvia United Kingdom

*limit applies to zoluble lead content only

Liechtenstein
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aI/Regionai Status of Lead in Pain Regulatory
frameworks — Cont’d

- At least 65 countries do not have legally-
binding restrictions on lead paint

- 18countries are in the process of developing
the necessarylegislation

- Information is lacking for afurther 71
countries



Global/Regional Status of Lead in Paint
Regulatory frameworks — Cont’d

China
Country status;

The lead content in all paints is limited to between 90mg/kg (90 ppm) and 1,000mg/kg
(1,000 ppm), depending on the use of the paint.

Legal Framework and Procedures for Limits on Lead in Paint:

GB18518-2009 Interior decoration materials, solvent -based coatings of harmful substances

GB18582-2008 Indoor decorating and refurbishing materials - Limit of harmful substances of
interior architectural coatings

GB24408-2009 Limit of harmful substances of exterior wall coatings

GB24409-2009 Limit of Harmful Substances of Automobile Coatings

GB24410-2009 Indoor decorating and refurbishing materials—Limit of harmful substances of
water based woodenware coatings

v/ GB30981-2014 Limit of harmful substances of anticorrosion coatings for construction steel

structure

SIS

NERGEN
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obal/Regional Status of Lead in Paint Regulatory
frameworks —Cont’d

e Tanzania

- Legally binding control in process of being developed
through a new set of regulations under the Industrial
and Consumer Chemicals (Management and Control)
Act No 3(ICCA 2003) expected to come into force in
December 2015

- Thereis also a standard (TZS 722:2008) developed by
the Tanzania Bureau of Standards

- In addition, the draft East African Community
standard that proposes a maximum TOTAL lead
content of 9o ppm will also apply



Global/Regional Status of Lead in Paint
Regulatory frameworks — Cont’d

>Cote d'Ivoire

- No legally binding control



Global/Regional Status of Lead in Paint Regulatory
frameworks —Cont’d

>Ethiopia
- Nolegally binding control

- Astudy of paints available in Ethiopia has shown
that 30% contain high levels of lead, as high as
130,000 ppm. Based on this information
discussions are underway for action by the
Ministry



Global/Regional Status of Lead in Paint
Regulatory frameworks — Cont’d

>Cameroon

- In the process of developing a legally binding
control

- ATechnical Committee was set up by the National
Standard Agency (ANOR) to develop a standard
that limits the lead level in paint to 90 ppm



oBﬁél/’VRegionaI Status of Lead in Paint Regulatory
frameworks —Cont’d

D ECOWAS

- Isdeveloping astandard on Paints and Varnishes —
Specification for Ordinary Oil Gloss Paint (ECOSTAND 038:
2015(E))

-The draft standard (at para 4) provides for atoxicity
requirement based on “soluble lead content” asopposed to
the “total lead content”

-Save for one notable exception (China), governments have not
used a measurement of soluble lead content in standards to
control the maximum lead content of decorative paints

-Consider the effect of using the “soluble lead content”
approach vs “total lead content” approach?
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Conclusions

Promote and establish Regulatory Frameworks

o National and regional/sub-regional efforts should be
encouraged to promote the establishment of
appropriate regulatory frameworks to control the
manufacture, import, export, sale, and use of lead
paints and products coated with lead paints.

e In the design of the regulatory framework,
consideration should be given to the inclusion of
provisions for compliance, monitoring, and
enforcement



Conclusions cont’d

Enhance publicinformation
Campaigns

These campaigns should inform the public about the
hazards of lead exposure, especially in children; the
presence of lead household paints for sale and use on the
national market; lead paint as a significant source of
childhood lead exposure; and the availability of
technically superior and saferalternatives




Conclusions Cont’d

Voluntary Action and Labeling;

- All paint manufacturers in countries that lack a well-enforced
national lead paint control regime should be encouraged to
act voluntarily to eliminate lead compounds in the formulation
of their paints

- Paint manufacturers are also encouraged to consider voluntary
participation in programs that provide third-party certification
of no added leacf,) and product labeling to enable consumers to
identify paints that do not contain added lead

- paint manufacturers could also provide information on paint
can labels warning of the serious risk that may arise from lead
dust when preparing a previously painted surface for
repainting



Conclusions cont’d

Emulate previous and similar initiatives;

There is need to emulate the success story of the

concerted international initiative of eliminating lead
additives from vehicle fuels






