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Abstract Lead exposure is a global public health concern. Elevated blood lead levels

(BLLs) have been attributed to 18% of all-cause mortality in the US, making lead

exposure comparable to tobacco smoke as a cause of mortality. Moreover, lead

exposure is thought to cause the mental retardation of more than 0.6 million children

each year. The main child lead exposure pathway is ingestion via hand-to-mouth

activity, including pica behavior with deteriorated paint chips, or objects coated with

lead-based paint. Lead-based paints are widely used in many low and middle-income

developing countries, resulting in elevated lead contents in home surfaces and

consumer products such as toys. As the bulk of global manufacturing shifts towards

developing countries, lead-based paints pose an increasing cause for concern.

Therefore, the international community, led by the United Nations Environment

Programme (UNEP) and the World Health Organisation (WHO), is actively supporting

the phase-out of lead-based paint by 2020. However, there are many significant

hurdles on the way to achieving this goal. In light of the importance of the lead-based

paint issue, and the urgency of achieving the 2020 phase-out goal, this review article

provides critical insights from the existing scientific literature on lead-based paint, and

offers a comprehensive perspective on the overall issue. The global production and

international trade of lead-based paints across Asia, Africa, Latin America, and Europe

are critically discussed. The sources and pathways of exposure are further described

to shed light on the associated health risk and socioeconomic costs. Finally, the review

offers an overview of the potential intervention and abatement strategies taking into

account the complexity posed by lead-based paints. In particular, it was found that

there is a general lack of consensus on the definition of lead based paint; and,

strengthening regulatory oversight, public awareness, and industry acceptance are

vital in combating the global issue of lead based paint.
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1 Introduction

According to the World Health Organization (WHO), lead exposure accounted for

nearly half a million deaths in 2016, and over 9 million disability-adjusted life years

(DALYs) (WHO 2017); 82% of these lead related deaths occur in low and middle-

income developing countries (Landrigan et al. 2018). Lead is an abundant contaminant

in the environment (Hou et al. 2017), and thus a global public health concern. However,

only very recently has the remarkably large relative contribution of environmental lead

exposure to mortality been quantified. Lanphear et al (2018) undertook a population-

based cohort study, involving 14,289 adults in the US. In this study, the attributable

fraction of blood lead level (BLL) for all-cause mortality was found to be a remarkable

18%, equating to an estimated 412,000 deaths per year in the US, thus making lead

exposure comparable to tobacco smoke exposure as a cause of mortality (Lanphear

et al. 2018). The authors also found that an increase in BLL from 1.0 to 6.7 μg/dL, 

which represented the 10th and 90th percentile BLL of the study population, was

associated with a hazard ratio of 1.37 (95% CI 1.17-1.60).

Although acute lead poisoning is not a thought to be major contributor to child mortality

globally, children with elevated BLLs may suffer from impaired neurological

development (WHO 2010). Childhood lead exposure is thought responsible for mild to

moderate mental retardation of 0.6 million children each year (Fewtrell et al. 2004).

The toxic effect of lead exposure on IQ is thought irreversible, persisting for a lifetime

(Gilbert and Weiss 2006). Experience in the US shows that, historically, there were

three major sources of lead exposure to children, which were (i) airborne lead from

leaded gasoline, (ii) chips and dust of deteriorated lead-based paint in the home, and

(iii) lead in soil due to both geogenic and anthropogenic sources (Committee on

Environmental Health 2005). After the ban of leaded gasoline, the primary source of

children’s lead poisoning has become lead-based paint and lead contaminated soil

(Lofgren et al. 2000). Water may also be regarded as a potential lead exposure source

in certain areas with a plumbosolvent water supply, but of little or no importance in

other areas (Elwood et al. 1984).

Lead has been incorporated into mass-market consumer products such as lead-based

paint for more than a century. Paint manufactures have historically added lead to paint

because of its highly protective properties that make lead-based paints more durable

(Gilbert and Weiss 2006), and improves paint adherence to substrates/surfaces (Lin

et al. 2009), and to enhance colours (Greenway and Gerstenberger 2010). However,

despite a myriad of scientific reports and studies on the detrimental health effects and

the associated socioeconomic costs now being available, a UNEP published in 2017

report found that only about a third of the 193 countries investigated regulate lead in

paint (UNEP 2017a).
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Lead-based paints are still widely manufactured and used in many developing

countries (Kessler 2014; Kumar 2009). Although most developed countries, and some

developing countries, regulate lead concentration in paints used for building interiors

and toys, paints for industrial usage (e.g. anti-corrosive paints) are still often

unregulated. These paints pose a risk to human health and the environment if they

later enter the consumer market, (IPEN 2017a) for instance in home-related products

such as toys, or in deteriorated paint chips, dusts, and soils, which are often observed

as a consequence of lead-based paint use. Further to this, paint production and

consumption have been steadily growing in developing countries, and many countries

lack legally binding controls for lead-based paint (Kessler 2014; Kumar 2009). In these

countries, average lead concentrations are often in the range of tens of thousands of

parts per million (ppm) in household and decorative paints (Section 2), while

internationally the typical regulatory thresholds are 90 - 600 ppm, with 90 ppm being

considered as protective.

In the past several years, the lead-based paint issue has drawn the attention of

international organizations and non-governmental organizations (NGOs) (IPEN

2017a). The International Conference on Chemicals Management (ICCM) at its

second session (ICCM-2, Geneva, 11-15 May 2009) endorsed the United Nations

Environment Programme (UNEP) and World Health Organization (WHO) to establish

the Global Alliance to Eliminate Lead Paint (GAELP), with the task to globally eliminate

lead in paint by 2020. As of September 2017, out of the 193 member states of the UN,

67 had verified legally binding limits on lead in paint (UNEP 2017b); and as of early

2016, 53 countries had established paint labelling requirements, and 17 countries had

requirements for paints to be tested and certified for lead content (UNEP 2016).

Despite the international effort toward establishing regulatory controls, there remain

many hurdles for achieving the GAELP’s goal of eliminating lead-based paint globally

by 2020. Unless addressed, these hurdles, coupled with a loss of political will among

developed nations to provide the technical assistance to back such plans in developing

countries (Tan and Li 2017), may lead to disappointment.

In light of the risk to human health and the environment posed by the use of lead-based

paints, and the urgency for achieving the 2020 phase-out goal, we believe it is

important to review the existing scientific literature regarding lead-based paint, and to

provide a comprehensive perspective on the overall issue. Therefore, this review

article provides critical insights into: 1) the global production, trade, and use of paints;

2) the effectiveness of regulatory controls across Asia, Africa, Latin America, and

Europe; 3) the various sources and exposure pathways pertaining to lead-based paint;

4) the recent health risk management strategies developed to address lead exposure

and the associated socioeconomic costs; and 5) the implications and

recommendations regarding environmental management of lead-based paint.
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2 Production, Trade and Use

2.1 Global Production and International Trade

According to the European Union (EU) Directive 2004/42/CE on paints and varnishes

and vehicle refinishing products, paint is defined as a product which provides “a film

with decorative, protective or other functional effect on a surface”, and, in the context

of the directive, a “film” is “a continuous layer resulting from the application of one or

more coats to a substrate” (European Parliament 2004). Paint includes both oil and

water based products. Market analysis often mixes the terms “paints” with “paints and

coating” or “coatings” (Valk 2014), herein we use the term “paint” collectively. Global

paint consumption was estimated to be 36.1 million tons in 2006 (Betne et al. 2011).

As Figure 1 shows, in recent years, the production of paint has significantly increased

in developing countries, whilst a decrease in developed countries is seen. The major

producers of paints and coatings manufactured 21.5 million tonnes of paints and

coatings in 2004, which increased to 31.3 million tonnes in 2012. More recent data

suggests that India and other Asian countries (besides China) have become more

notable producers in 2016, together accounting for a similar production level to Europe

(IHS 2017). All Asian countries combined produce 50~55% of total paints and coatings

in the world, with China becoming the largest and fastest growing paint producer and

consumer globally (IHS 2017).
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Figure 1 Global production of paints and coatings – years 2004 to 2012, Data

source: (Valk 2014)

In Europe, the annual production of paint exceeded 7 million tonnes in 2010 (Figure

2), with the largest production originating from Germany (21%), Italy (18%), France

(14%), and the UK (11%). There are notable imports and exports of paint products
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among European countries (Table 1), with many countries importing and/or exporting

hundreds of thousands of tonnes of paint products each year. The production of paints

in the EU is mainly via large enterprises: the largest five paint and coating suppliers in

the EU had sales exceeding $29 billion (US dollars) in 2011. Besides large companies,

there are approximately 1,000 small and medium sized enterprises manufacturing

paints and coatings across Europe (Kougoulis et al. 2012).

Figure 2 Paints production in Europe – Year 2010, Data source: (Kougoulis et al.

2012)

Table 1 Paint import and export by EU Countries – Year 2009 and 2008

Countries
2009 Import and Export (thousand tonnes) 2008 Import and Export (thousand tonnes)

Export Import Net Export Export Import Net Export

Denmark 228 193 35 55 52 3

Greece 193 183 10 34 34 -1

Belgium 140 139 1 140 146 -6

Romania 124 125 -1 56 64 -8

Hungary 120 122 -2 46 47 -2

Portugal 113 105 8 46 31 15

Lithuania 106 78 28 20 22 -3

France 103 99 4 219 197 22

TOTAL of EU27 2,046 1,933 113 1,742 1,641 101

Note: the countries listed are the eight largest exporters by volume in 2009; data

source (Kougoulis et al. 2012)

In the global market, some countries strongly rely upon the import of paint products.

Clark et al (2014) found that among 26 decorative enamel paints sold in Armenia, only

seven paints were manufactured domestically (Clark et al. 2014a). The other paints

were imported from the United Arab Emirates, Russia, and Turkey. Moreover, seven of
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the paints were manufactured in one country while the headquarters of the

corresponding companies were located in another country. Similarly, 26 paints

purchased in Kazakhstan were manufactured in five different countries, with imports

from Iran, Russia, Ukraine, and Slovenia. In contrast, other countries mostly use paints

that have been manufactured domestically. For instance, Clark et al (2014) found that

all 20 paints purchased in Brazil were manufactured in Brazil by Brazilian

headquartered companies (Clark et al. 2014a). In Nigeria, a high import tariff is

imposed on household paints, consequently, the commonly used household paints in

this country are manufactured locally (Adebamowo et al. 2006).

It has been found that paint products sold under the same brand and colour can have

dramatically different levels of lead in different countries. The same brand and colour

paint sold in developing countries often contains lead concentrations up to thousands

times higher than in developed countries (Figure 3); and the same brand and colour

paints sold in countries without regulatory thresholds are often found to contain much

higher lead concentrations than those sold in countries with regulatory thresholds

(Figure 4).

Figure 3 Lead levels in paints of the same brand and same colour being sold in

developing countries vs. those sold in developed countries (data source: Clark, 2006)
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Figure 4 Lead levels in paints of the same brand and same colour being sold in

developing countries with no regulatory standard vs. those sold in developing countries

with voluntary regulatory standards (data source: (Betne et al. 2011))

2.2 China

China is globally both the largest paint producer and consumer, reaching 19.0 million

tonnes in 2016 (Wu et al. 2017). China’s regulatory thresholds on lead in paint are

based on both total lead concentrations and soluble lead concentrations. The soluble

lead concentration is used to evaluate the hazard level associated with bioavailable

lead fraction that can be ingested into the body, and the testing method is very different

from that for total lead (see Section 5.1 for further discussion). China has enacted a

mandatory limit on lead in paint since 1986 (historically, 2,500 mg/kg for total lead and

250 mg/kg for soluble lead), which was strengthened in 2001 (to 90 mg/kg for soluble

lead) (see Table 2). However, lead-based paints with lead levels above criteria are

often available in the market, despite these mandatory regulations (Table 3).

Clark et al (2009) sampled 64 enamel paints manufactured by 19 companies. It was

found that 10 companies had at least one sample with lead concentrations exceeding

10,000 mg/kg (Clark et al. 2009). In a study by Lin et al (2009), a total of 58 new paint

samples were collected in China, among these it was found that the maximum lead

concentration was 153,000 mg/kg. They also showed that 55% of the samples

exceeded the 90 mg/kg soluble lead threshold applicable in China, and 50% of

had >600 mg/kg total lead concentrations. In a series of regulations enacted since

2008, the Chinese government further strengthened the regulatory threshold to 1,000

mg/kg total lead for exterior paints, 600 mg/kg total lead for toy paints, and 90 mg/kg

soluble lead for most other paints, with the exception of fingernail paint for which the
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threshold is lower (25 mg/kg soluble lead). Random sampling by the government

showed that between 2010 and 2015, 93% of paints for interior walls met regulatory

standards. However, it must be noted that China has over 20 regulatory standards for

various types of products/applications, and it is known that many lead-based paints

are allowed to be sold for industrial applications, which poses a big challenge for

controlling lead content in products available in the market (Wu et al. 2017). The

discrepancy between the findings from the government tests and the published

research may be due to the fact that the published research focused on oil-based

paints which are often used for industrial applications rather than interior wall

application.

Table 2 Summary of China’s key regulatory thresholds pertaining to lead-based paint

Protective targets

Regulatory Limits

(mg/kg) Effective date Source

Total Pb Soluble Pb

Paint coating on toys 2,500 250 February 1, 1987

(superseded)

(Lin et al. 2009)

Solvent based color paint for

woodenware

N/A 90 January 1, 2002

(superseded)

(GAQSIQ

2001a)

Water based interior wall paint N/A 90 January 1, 2002

(superseded)

(GAQSIQ

2001b)

All paints used in toys N/A 90 October 1, 2004

(superseded)

(GAQSIQ

2003)

Water based interior wall paint N/A 90 October 1, 2008 (GAQSIQ

2008b)

Solvent based color paint for

woodenware

N/A 90 June 1, 2010 (GAQSIQ

2008a)

Water and solvent-based exterior

paint

1000 N/A June 1, 2010 (GAQSIQ

2009a)

Coating paints used in toys 600 90 October 1, 2010 (GAQSIQ

2009b)

All paints used in toys (except for finger

paint)

N/A 90 January 1, 2016 (GAQSIQ

2014b)

Finger paint N/A 25 January 1, 2016 (GAQSIQ

2014a)
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Table 3 Lead content of new paints in China

Location Year

a

Product

Type

n b Average

(mg/kg)

Geometric

mean

(mg/kg)

Median

(mg/kg)

Max

(mg/kg)

>600

mg/kg

(%)

Reference

Shanghai 2006 Paint 9 N/A 3,280 73,400 56% (Clark et al. 2006)

N/A 2009 EP 64 15,070 169 34 N/A 33% (Clark et al. 2009)

Guangzhou 2009 Home paints 58 N/A N/A 552 153,000 50% (Lin et al. 2009)

Taiwan c 2011 EP 25 23,980 561 2,574 158,000 56% (Ewers et al. 2011)

8 Cities 2016 EP 141 16,424 819 510 116,000 50% (Insight Explorer 2016)

Taiwan c 2016 Home paints 47 37,000 N/A N/A 440,000 66% (TWI 2016)

AVERAGE 2011 N/A 57 23,119 N/A N/A 188,080 52% N/A

AVERAGE

(weighted by n b)

2013 N/A 88 20,284 N/A N/A 180,431 50% N/A

Abbreviations: EP= enamel paint; NA=not available.

Note: a the year of publication; b n=number of samples; c regulatory thresholds in

Taiwan are different from those in mainland China.

2.3 India

The paint production industry in India is composed of an organized sector, with 10~12

main players accounting for 57% of total market share, and an unorganized sector of

over 2000 small to medium players accounting for 43% of total market share (Betne et

al. 2011). India’s previous voluntary standard of 1000 mg/kg lead content in paints

(Betne et al. 2011) was lowered to 300 mg/kg in 2011 (Mohanty et al. 2013). However,

lead-based paints are still widely available in the paint market (Table 4). In a study

published in 2009, Clark et al (2009) sampled 72 enamel paints manufactured by 9

companies; it was found that 6 companies have at least one product with lead

concentration exceeding 10,000 mg/kg (Clark et al. 2009). In a more recent study,

Toxic Links (2015), found that of 101 paints purchased in 6 cities, 84% contained lead

above 600 mg/kg.

There are large differences between the organized sector and the unorganized sector

in India. In a study by Mohanty et al (2013), of 57 samples of paints manufactured by

the unorganized sector, 53 (93%) exceeded 300 mg/kg (Mohanty et al. 2013), The

average lead concentrations of paints manufactured by 6 small-to-medium size

companies ranged from 4,213 mg/kg to 18,981 mg/kg, whereas the average lead

concentrations in paints manufactured by 4 multinational and large Indian companies

ranged from 15 mg/kg to 231 mg/kg.
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Table 4 Lead content of new paints in India

Location Year

a

Product

Type

n b Average

(mg/kg)

Geometric

mean

(mg/kg)

Median

(mg/kg)

Max

(mg/kg)

>600

mg/kg

(%)

Reference

Vallabh,

Vidyanagar,

Gujarat, Diu

2006 Paint 17 N/A N/A 16,720 187,200 100% (Clark et al. 2006)

Delhi, Mumbai 2008 EP 62 26,130 N/A 7,800 140,000 84% (Kumar and

Gottesfeld 2008)

N/A 2009 EP 22 9,411 N/A 25 49,593 36% (Kumar 2009)

N/A 2009 EP 72 29,660 4,801 9,630 N/A 82% (Clark et al. 2009)

Delhi 2011 EP 9 5,810 N/A N/A N/A N/A (Betne et al. 2011)

N/A 2014 EP 26 16,600 N/A N/A 134,000 35% (Clark et al. 2014a)

WB and

Jharkhand

2014 EP 148 N/A N/A N/A 80,350 34% (Mohanty et al. 2013)

N/A 2014 ODEP 250 22,800 N/A N/A 160,000 83% (Brosché et al. 2014)

6 cities 2015 EP 101 N/A N/A N/A 118,000 84% (Toxic Links 2015)

AVERAGE 2011 N/A 79 18,402 N/A N/A 124,163 67% N/A

AVERAGE

(weighted by n b)

2013 N/A 149 23,008 N/A N/A 128,190 70% N/A

Abbreviations: EP= enamel paint; ODEP=oil based, enamel decorative paint; NA=not

available; WB= West Bengal.

Note: a the year of publication; b n=number of samples.

2.4 Other Asian Countries

Market analysis suggests that the global paint and coating market is growing most

rapidly in Asia. Besides China, where the market is growing by 6-7% annually, India is

growing at 6.6%, Iran is growing at 4-5%, and Saudi Arabia is growing at 3-4% (IHS

2017). In 2006, the average per capita consumption of paint in the Asia Pacific region

was 3.1 kg/person, while the world average was 6.6 kg/person. The yearly per capita

consumption in less developed countries remains low, for instance, it was only 0.25

kg/person in Bangladesh in 2006. Therefore, there is potential for tremendous further

growth in paint consumption to be seen in Asia (Betne et al. 2011).

In recent years, a number of research institutions and NGOs have conducted studies

on lead-based paint in the open market in various Asian countries. As shown in Table

5, the average lead concentration in paints purchased in Asian countries typically

ranged from thousands of ppm to tens of thousands of ppm. The percentage of paint

samples with lead concentration above 600 mg/kg was around 50-70% in most

countries. One exception is Singapore, where average lead content was typically in

the thousands of ppm range; with only 9% of paint and 37% enamel paint samples

exceeding 600 mg/kg.
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These published studies also consistently show that coloured paints tend to have a

much higher lead content than white paints. In many cases, the average lead

concentration in coloured paint was found to be an order of magnitude higher than in

white paint, suggesting that lead had been added for colour enhancement. It is also

noted that the geometric mean, as estimated in only a few studies, was much lower

than the average (arithmetic mean), suggesting that the average lead concentration

was primarily driven by a small number of extremely high concentrations.

Table 5 Lead content of new paints in other Asian countries

Location Year

a

Product

Type

n b Average

(mg/kg)

Geometric

mean

(mg/kg)

Median

(mg/kg)

Max

(mg/kg)

>600

mg/kg

(%)

Reference

Armenia 2014 EP 26 25,000 N/A N/A 130,000 77% (Clark et al. 2014a)

Bangladesh 2011 Paint 6 42,287 N/A N/A N/A N/A (Betne et al. 2011)

Bangladesh 2011 Paint 29 5,783 N/A N/A N/A N/A (Betne et al. 2011)

Bangladesh 2014 ODEP 90 11,900 N/A N/A 123,000 64% (Brosché et al. 2014)

Indonesia 2009 EP 11 14,770 2,642 3,474 N/A 73% (Clark et al. 2009)

Indonesia 2014 ODEP 78 17,300 N/A N/A 116,000 62% (Brosché et al. 2014)

Indonesia 2015 EP 121 17,217 N/A 4,567 102,000 78% (BaliFokus 2015)

Jordan 2012 Paints 17 322 N/A N/A 4,387 12% (LHAP 2012)

Kazakhstan 2014 EP 26 15,700 N/A N/A 71,000 77% (Clark et al. 2014a)

Kazakhstan 2016 Home paints 45 N/A N/A N/A 150,000 56% (Greenwomen 2016)

Lebanon 2015 EP 15 48,300 N/A 30,100 236,000 73% (Clark et al. 2015)

Malaysia 2006 Paint 32 N/A N/A 21,300 143,000 72% (Clark et al. 2006)

Malaysia 2009 EP 72 24,510 769 614 N/A 50% (Clark et al. 2009)

Malaysia 2016 EP 39 21,429 1,036 200 150,000 41% (CAP 2016)

Mongolia 2017 Home paints 56 7,706 761 555 71,000 48% (Zorig 2017)

Nepal 2011 Paint 24 6,575 N/A N/A 73,966 N/A (Betne et al. 2011)

Nepal 2011 Paint 12 28,417 857 190 212,700 33% (Betne et al. 2011)

Nepal 2014 Paint 75 23,367 3,395 5,100 200,000 71% (Gottesfeld et al. 2014)

Nepal 2014 ODEP 49 16,600 N/A N/A 130,000 65% (Brosché et al. 2014)

Nepal 2015 EP 87 18,326 4,390 6,200 124,000 83% (CEPHED 2015)

Philippines 2009 EP 15 28,354 N/A 3,199 189,163 60% (Kumar 2009)

Philippines 2014 ODEP 122 18,500 N/A N/A 156,000 52% (Brosché et al. 2014)

Philippines 2015 EP 140 21,820 1,286 2,770 153,000 56% (EcoWaste 2015)

Philippines 2017 Home paints 104 N/A N/A N/A 100,000 16% (EcoWaste 2017)

Singapore 2006 Paint 22 N/A N/A 9 3,500 9% (Clark et al. 2006)

Singapore 2009 EP 41 6,988 163 N/A N/A 37% (Clark et al. 2009)

Sri Lanka 2009 EP 19 25,210 N/A 5,137 137,325 68% (Kumar 2009)

Sri Lanka 2014 ODEP 94 11,600 N/A N/A 131,000 50% (Brosché et al. 2014)

Sri Lanka 2015 EP 56 N/A N/A N/A 44,000 54% (CEJ 2015)

Tajikistan 2016 ODEP 51 N/A N/A N/A 80,000 82% (Dastgir 2016)

Thailand 2009 EP 18 19,410 7,281 15,170 N/A 89% (Clark et al. 2009)
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Location Year

a

Product

Type

n b Average

(mg/kg)

Geometric

mean

(mg/kg)

Median

(mg/kg)

Max

(mg/kg)

>600

mg/kg

(%)

Reference

Thailand 2009 EP 17 61,893 N/A 35 505,716 47% (Kumar 2009)

Thailand 2014 ODEP 120 19,100 N/A N/A 95,000 69% (Brosché et al. 2014)

Thailand 2015 EP 100 19,205 827 2,109 112,00 58% (EARTH 2015)

Vietnam 2016 Paint 26 4,364 687 970 21,000 54% (CGFED 2016)

AVERAGE 2013 N/A 53 20,067 N/A N/A 129,819 57% N/A

AVERAGE

(weighted by n b)

2014 N/A 80 18,050 N/A N/A 122,715 58% N/A

Abbreviations: EP= Enamel paint; ODEP=oil based, enamel decorative paint.

Note: a the year of publication; b n=number of samples.

2.5 African Countries

Africa represents a small portion of the global paints and coating market, representing

only 1% of global sales in 2005 (Akzo Nobel 2006). Despite a relatively small

international market share for global paint and coatings, domestically made lead-based

paint remains an important lead exposure source. Adebamowo et al (2007) found that

the lead levels in 96% of household paints purchased in Nigeria were above 600 mg/kg.

They also found that lead levels in paints were associated with colour, with lead levels

increasing from white (3,035 mg/kg), blue (3,457 mg/kg), green (15,976 mg/kg), red

(23,744 mg/kg), to yellow (42,271 mg/kg). Paints of the same colour but purchased

from different manufacturers generally contained similar levels of lead (Adebamowo et

al. 2007). A number of additional studies were conducted in several African countries

including Seychelles, Egypt, Cameroon from 2009 to 2015. They found that average

lead content typically fell in the range of tens of thousands of ppb, and the number of

samples with lead exceeding 600 mg/kg was typically more than half (Table 6).

In June 2016 to July 2017, IPEN conducted studies of paint in 15 African countries

(IPEN 2017b). However, the format of the IPEN report differed from other referred

academic studies, and did not typically include average concentrations or the

percentage of samples exceeding 600 mg/kg (Table 6); therefore, it is hard to compare

these results with other studies. Nevertheless, the latest study by IPEN confirmed that

lead-based paints are still widely available in African countries, with more than half of

the 593 analysed samples exceeding 90 mg/kg, and almost a quarter of samples

exceeding 10,000 mg/kg (IPEN 2017b).
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Table 6 Lead content of new paints in African countries

Location Year

a

Product

Type

n b Average

(mg/kg)

Geometric

mean

(mg/kg)

Median

(mg/kg)

Max

(mg/kg)

>600

mg/kg

(%)

Reference

Benin 2017 Home paints 28 N/A N/A N/A 180,000 N/A (IPEN 2017b)

Cameroon 2013 Paint 61 N/A N/A 2,150 500,000 64% (Gottesfeld et al. 2013)

Cameroon 2015 EP 35 N/A N/A N/A N/A 51% (CREPD 2015)

Cameroon 2017 Home paints 65 N/A N/A N/A 220,000 N/A (IPEN 2017b)

Egypt 2009 EP 20 26,200 1,338 4,717 N/A 65% (Clark et al. 2009)

Egypt 2014 EP 52 14,300 N/A N/A 122,000 48% (Clark et al. 2014b)

Egypt 2017 Home paints 58 N/A N/A N/A 43,000 N/A (IPEN 2017b)

Ethiopia 2013 EP 23 18,500 N/A N/A 130,000 83% (UNEP 2013)

Ethiopia 2015 EP 36 N/A N/A N/A 110,000 78% (PAN 2015)

Ethiopia 2017 Home paints 36 N/A N/A N/A 100,000 N/A (PAN 2017)

Ghana 2013 EP 18 5,030 N/A N/A 42,000 28% (UNEP 2013)

Guinea 2017 Home paints 18 N/A N/A N/A 9,700 N/A (IPEN 2017b)

Ivory Coast 2013 EP 20 8,700 N/A N/A 42,000 65% (UNEP 2013)

Ivory Coast 2015 EP 44 N/A N/A N/A 190,000 75% (JVE 2015)

Ivory Coast 2017 Home paints 51 N/A N/A N/A 470,000 N/A (JVE 2017)

Kenya 2012 EP 31 14,900 N/A N/A 69,000 81% (iLima 2012)

Kenya 2017 Home paints 51 N/A N/A N/A 160,000 N/A (CEJAD 2017)

Morocco 2017 Home paints 33 N/A N/A N/A 140,000 N/A (SMTCA 2017)

Mozambique 2017 Home paints 32 N/A N/A N/A 25,000 N/A (IPEN 2017b)

Nigeria 2007 Home paints 21 14,500 N/A N/A 50,000 96% (Adebamowo et al. 2007)

Nigeria 2009 EP 25 15,750 7,341 N/A N/A 96% (Clark et al. 2009)

Nigeria 2009 EP 23 36,989 N/A 23,866 129,837 100% (Kumar 2009)

Nigeria 2017 Home paints 54 N/A N/A N/A 160,000 N/A (IPEN 2017b)

Senegal 2009 EP 21 5,866 N/A 2,771 29,717 76% (Kumar 2009)

Seychelles 2009 EP 28 24,880 1,167 2,527 N/A 61% (Clark et al. 2009)

South Africa 2009 EP 29 19,862 N/A 11 195,289 62% (Kumar 2009)

Sudan 2017 Home paints 25 N/A N/A N/A 71,000 (IPEN 2017b)

Tanzania 2009 EP 20 14,537 N/A 4,130 120,862 95% (Kumar 2009)

Tanzania 2015 EP 56 12,541 N/A N/A 99,000 57% (AGENDA 2015)

Tanzania 2017 Home paints 46 N/A N/A N/A 84,000 N/A (IPEN 2017b)

Togo 2017 Home paints 27 N/A N/A N/A 42,000 N/A (IPEN 2017b)

Tunisia 2013 EP 30 17,900 N/A N/A 170,000 63% (UNEP 2013)

Uganda 2017 Home paints 30 31,694 2,106 1,450 150,000 57% (NAPE 2017)

Zambia 2017 Home paints 39 14,500 N/A 15,800 50,000 N/A (CEHF 2017)

AVERAGE 2014 N/A 35 17,839 N/A N/A 132,480 68% N/A

AVERAGE

(weighted by n b)

2015 N/A 40 17,784 N/A N/A 154,940 66% N/A

Abbreviations: EP= Enamel paint.

Note: a the year of publication; b n=number of samples.
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2.6 Other Countries

In general, developed countries have better enforced environmental regulations for

lead-based paint than developing countries. In particular, the US is now considered to

undertake best practice in regulating lead-based paint (Bodel 2010), with a variety of

regulations designed to protect homes and child-occupied facilities (see Table 7).

Historically, white coloured house paint in the US contained up to 50% lead, however,

this changed in 1971 when the federal government placed a ban on paint containing

more than 1% lead. The threshold was lowered to 600 mg/kg (0.06%) in 1977, and

further lowered to 90 mg/kg (0.009%) in 2009. Although paint for bridges and marine

uses are exempted from this regulatory threshold (ATSDR 2017).

Table 7 Summary of US regulations pertaining to lead-based paint exposure

Receptors Protective measures Effective

date

Source

Homes and child-

occupied facilities

Firms and workers performing RRP must be EPA- or state-

certified to prevent lead contamination

April 22,

2010

(USEPA 2008)

Homes and child-

occupied facilities

Lead abatement must be trained and certified by EPA or an

authorized State.

August

29, 1996

(USEPA 1996b)

Homes For housing sales or lease, the owner must disclose information

about lead hazards and give time for a lead inspection

March 3,

1996

(USEPA 1996a)

Homes Identified hazard conditions of lead in paint:

1) >40 µg/sf of Pb in dust on floor;

2) >250 µg/sf of Pb in dust on interior window sills;

3) >400 mg/kg Pb in surface soil in children’s play areas;

4) >1200 mg/kg Pb in the rest of the yard;

5) paint in deteriorating condition;

6) paint on a friction surface, or impact surface, or certain

chewable surfaces.

March 6,

2001

(USEPA 2001a)

Consumer paints Maximum level allowed < 600 mg/kg February

28, 1978

(USCPSC 1977)

Household paint &

product

Lead in household paint and coating in children’s products

should be <90 mg/kg

August

12, 2012

(USCPSC 2011)

Note: TSCA= Toxic Substances Control Act; RRP= performing renovation, repair and

painting projects that disturb lead-based paint; sf=square foot.

Regulations to limit lead-based paints were introduced in the UK in the 1970s. However,

whilst this has greatly reduced the number of children exposed to lead (Horner 1994),

many painted surfaces still remain a lead poisoning hazard in some older UK

properties and facilities. For instance, lead concentrations were found to be elevated

on historically painted surfaces in urban areas; for instance, as high as 36,900 mg/kg

on handrails (Turner and Sogo 2012), up to 389,000 mg/kg in telephone kiosks (Turner

and Solman 2016), and up to 152,000 mg/kg on public playground structures (Turner

et al. 2016). Therefore, lead exposure from paint is an on-going issue in the UK which
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should not be neglected, however, the literature search revealed no recent studies

regarding lead concentration in new paints sold in the UK market.

Recent studies have examined lead content in new paints in Portugal and several

eastern European countries. It was found that paint products purchased in Russia

contained elevated concentrations of lead (average 8,340 mg/kg, maximum 53,000

mg/kg) as shown in Table 8 (Clark et al. 2015). The children’s play paints purchased

in Portugal were all determined to be below 2 mg/kg (Rebelo et al. 2015). Recent

studies also examined new paints available in Latin America (see Table 9). It was found

that the average lead concentrations in new paints were typically in the range of tens

of thousands of mg/kg, with a few exceptions in Chile and Uruguay, where the average

lead concentration was much lower (52.6 mg/kg and 9.8 mg/kg, respectively). An

exceptional case occurred in Brazil, where the lead concentrations of some brands

were reported by Toxic Links/IPEN before a mandatory regulation was enacted, after

which, paint from the same brand was tested again and found to contain lead

concentrations that were nearly four orders of magnitude lower (Clark et al. 2014a).

Table 8 Lead content of new paints in Europe

Country Year

a

Product

Type

n b Average

(mg/kg)

Geometric

mean

(mg/kg)

Median

(mg/kg)

Max

(mg/kg)

>600

mg/kg

(%)

Reference

Armenia 2016 DP 49 N/A N/A N/A 180,000 57% (AWHHE 2016)

Azerbaijan 2013 EP 30 2,600 N/A N/A 20,000 67% (UNEP 2013)

Belarus 2009 EP 22 5,557 N/A 1,678 59,387 68% (Kumar 2009)

Belarus 2016 Home paints 48 N/A N/A N/A 91,000 62% (CES 2016)

Georgia 2016 Home paints 37 N/A N/A N/A 68,000 32% (Gamarjoba 2016)

Kyrgyz 2016 Home paints 51 N/A N/A N/A 39,000 55% (IEE 2016)

Moldova 2016 Home paints 28 N/A N/A N/A 83,000 36% (EcoContact 2016)

Russia 2015 EP 21 8,340 N/A 2,140 53,000 67% (Clark et al. 2015)

Russia 2016 Home paints 72 N/A N/A N/A 50,000 49% (Eco-Accord 2016)

Portugal 2015 Artist paints 54 0.52 N/A N/A 1.98 0% (Rebelo et al. 2015)

Portugal 2015 Gouaches 20 0.65 N/A N/A 1.94 0% (Rebelo et al. 2015)

Portugal 2015 Acrylics 5 0.29 N/A N/A 0.42 0% (Rebelo et al. 2015)

Portugal 2015 Watercolors 23 0.54 N/A N/A 1.98 0% (Rebelo et al. 2015)

Portugal 2015 Fingerpaints 6 ND N/A N/A ND 0% (Rebelo et al. 2015)

Portugal 2015 Face paints 12 0.29 N/A N/A 0.71 0% (Rebelo et al. 2015)

Ukraine 2016 Home paints 53 N/A N/A N/A 30,000 26% (MAMA-86 2016)

AVERAGE 2015 N/A 33 2,062 N/A N/A 44,893 32% N/A

AVERAGE

(weighted by n b)

2015 N/A 44 2,008 N/A N/A 53,765 39% N/A

Abbreviations: EP= Enamel paint; DP=Decorative paint; ODEP=oil based, enamel

decorative paint; ND=not detected.

Note: a the year of publication; b n=number of samples.
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Table 9 Lead content of new paints in Latin America

Country Year

a

Product

Type

n b Average

(mg/kg)

Geometric

mean

(mg/kg)

Median

(mg/kg)

Max

(mg/kg)

>600

mg/kg

(%)

Reference

Argentina 2013 EP 30 17,000 N/A N/A 130,000 23% (UNEP 2013)

Brazil 2009 EP 24 15,004 N/A N/A 170,258 37% (Kumar 2009)

Brazil 2014 EP 10 36,000 reported before regulation 90% (Clark et al. 2014a)

Brazil 2014 EP 10 4.5 same brand after regulation 0% (Clark et al. 2014a)

Brazil 2014 EP 10 11,300 other brand after regulation 50% (Clark et al. 2014a)

Chile 2013 EP 23 52.6 N/A N/A N/A 4% (UNEP 2013)

Colombia 2016 Home paints 39 N/A N/A N/A 250,000 64% (Colnodo 2016)

Ecuador 2009 EP 10 31,960 2,178 13,460 N/A 60% (Clark et al. 2009)

Mexico 2009 EP 20 51,860 N/A N/A 163,812 100% (Kumar 2009)

Paraguay 2015 EP 15 23,100 N/A <9 169,000 27% (Clark et al. 2015)

Peru 2009 EP 10 11,550 3,259 N/A N/A 80% (Clark et al. 2009)

Uruguay 2013 EP 30 9.8 N/A N/A N/A 0% (UNEP 2013)

AVERAGE 2012 N/A 19 17,986 N/A N/A 126,319 45% N/A

AVERAGE

(weighted by n b)

2013 N/A 24 16,476 N/A N/A 130,246 41% N/A

Abbreviations: EP= Enamel paint.

Note: 1 the year of publication; 2 n=number of samples.

3 Source of Exposure and Pathways

There are a variety of exposure pathways linking lead-based paint with human

receptors. The most notable exposure pathways are associated with toys, deteriorated

paint chips in home, contaminated dust, and contaminated soil, as discussed below.

3.1 Toys

As children are the most vulnerable receptors to lead exposure, the lead content in

painted toys is naturally of great concern. Children’s mouthing behavior with toys has

been identified as an important lead exposure pathway (Lanphear and Roghmann

1997). Moreover, typical photochemical air pollutants, including NO2 and O3, can react

with and remove polymeric binders in paint, making pigment granules available for

transfer to a child’s skin on contact. It was revealed that lead concentrations in wipe

samples of painted surface increased by almost a factor of 3 after exposure to NO2

and by more than a third after exposure to O3 (Edwards et al. 2009).

Various countries have specific regulatory limits for paint used in toys. For instance,

China has a regulatory standard of 600 mg/kg for total lead concentration in toy paint,

and 90 mg/kg for the dissolvable lead concentration (GAQSIQ 2014b); Columbia also

regulates soluble lead at 90 mg/kg (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014); and the
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US has the more stringent regulatory standard of 90 mg/kg for total lead concentration

in toy paint (USCPSC 2011).

Despite regulatory limits of lead in paints for toys in many countries, lead exceedance

in painted toys has been found in many cases (see Table 10). China is the largest

exporter of toys in the international market. Famously, the US Consumer Product

Safety Commission issued recalls of millions of units of lead containing toys in 2007,

most of which were manufactured in China (Meyer et al. 2008). Lead paint on toys has

been the target of some criticism, which caused damage to the reputation of Chinese

manufacturers (Beamish and Bapuji 2008). On the other hand, the Chinese

government has introduced increasingly stringent regulatory thresholds for paint on

toys (see Section 2.2). The current Chinese standard for paints used in toys has been

lowered to 90 mg/kg for soluble lead and 600 mg/kg for total lead. A recent study by

Shen et al (2018) analysed 100 toys purchased from the three largest online shopping

platforms in China for lead content. It was found that the toys sold on the two platforms

considered “organized sellers”, had much lower lead content than toys sold by

“unorganized sellers” on the third platform. Approximately 12% of the toys purchased

from the unorganized platform contained paint with total lead concentrations exceeding

China's latest regulatory standard (Shen et al. 2018a).

Toys containing lead-based paint may be a more notable issue in developing countries

due to a lack of regulatory requirements. In a study conducted in Columbia, 116 paint

samples were collected from 96 toys randomly bought from local stores, 91 of which

were made in China. Of the Chinese manufactured toys, only one sample exceeded

600 mg/kg (1.1%), and the average lead concentration was 173 mg/kg for the 91

samples. In comparison, 24% of the toys made locally in Columbia exceeded 600

mg/kg, resulting in an average lead concentration of 6,057 mg/kg for the 25 samples

(Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014).

Table 10 Concentrations of lead in paints used in toys

Country Year 1 Comments n 2 Level 3

(mg/kg)

Max

(mg/kg)

>600

mg/kg

Reference

China 2009 Toys 5 10,700 b 51,800 80% (Lin et al. 2009)

US 2010 Toys 535 N/A N/A 5.4% (Greenway and Gerstenberger 2010)

US 2010 PVC 145 325 a N/A 14% (Greenway and Gerstenberger 2010)

US 2010 Non-PVC 390 89 a N/A 2% (Greenway and Gerstenberger 2010)

US 2010 Yellow 115 216 a N/A 15% (Greenway and Gerstenberger 2010)

US 2010 Non-yellow 420 94 a N/A 3% (Greenway and Gerstenberger 2010)

US 2013 Paint on metal toys 12 <64 a N/A 0% (Guney and Zagury 2013)

US 2014 Toys from bargain stores 46 532 a N/A 17% (Hillyer et al. 2014)

US 2014 Toys from retail stores 46 10 a N/A 0% (Hillyer et al. 2014)

Colombia 2014 Paints from 96 toys 116 1,024 a 47,600 4.3% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Colombia 2014 Black 14 7 a 21 0% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)
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Country Year 1 Comments n 2 Level 3

(mg/kg)

Max

(mg/kg)

>600

mg/kg

Reference

Colombia 2014 Blue 19 15 a 55 0% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Colombia 2014 Brown 13 7,436 a 47,600 13% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Colombia 2014 Green 14 37 a 457 0% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Colombia 2014 Orange 13 1,143 a 14,750 7.7% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Colombia 2014 Red 14 8 a 39 0% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Colombia 2014 White 12 41 a 449 0% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Colombia 2014 Yellow 17 337 a 5,398 5.9% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Colombia 2014 Origin: China 91 173 a 14,750 1.1% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Colombia 2014 Origin: Colombia 17 6,057 a 47,600 24% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Colombia 2014 Origin: Germany 1 3 a 3 0% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Colombia 2014 Origin: Indonesia 1 6 a 6 0% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Colombia 2014 Origin: Malaysia 3 3 a 3 0% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Colombia 2014 Origin: Thailand 3 7 a 7 0% (Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014)

Note: 1 the year of publication; 2 n=number of samples; 3 lead concentrations in paint

of toys reported as arithmetic mean a, median b, or geometric mean c.

3.2 Deteriorated paint chips

Deteriorated paint chips are a major pathway for children exposed to lead-based paint

(Jacobs et al. 2002). Lanphear and Roghmann have suggested that lead-based paint

was a more significant contributor to BLL than lead contaminated soil (Lanphear and

Roghmann 1997). In a study in the Philippines, 21% of 2861 children surveyed were

found to have BLL exceeding 10 µg/dL. The investigators found interior and exterior

paints containing lead above 5000 mg/kg in 12% of the Children’s households (Riddell

et al. 2007). In the US, there was an estimated 4 billion m2 of lead-based paint on

exterior surfaces of households, and 2.1 billion m2 on interior surfaces in 1990 (HUD

1990). Jacobs et al (2002) estimated that approximately 14% of US housing units have

significantly deteriorated lead-based paint chips. Lanphear et al (1998) reported that

children with BLL above 55 µg/dL tend to display paint chips in abdominal radiographs,

and most children with BLL above 25 µg/dL have reportedly put paint chips in their

mouths. For more moderately elevated BLL (i.e. BLL between 10 and 25 µg/dL), the

major sources of lead were found to be house dust and contaminated soil (Lanphear

1998).

A ban on lead-based paint, which was introduced in the US in 1978, did not

immediately bring an end to its use. A study by Jacobs et al (2002) found that for

houses built between 1978 and 1998, 3% of houses had some component (primarily

trim) of exterior surface painted with lead-based paint, and 1% of houses had some

component (primarily window frames) of interior surfaces painted with lead-based paint.

This may have been due to one of two plausible reasons: 1) stock of residential lead-

based paint remained available for purchase immediately after the ban; or 2) industrial
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or marine lead-based paint, which was exempted from the ban, being

illegally/unknowingly used (Jacobs et al. 2002). Nevertheless, the number of housing

units with lead-based paint decreased from 64 million in 1990 to 38 million in 2000 due

to the lead abatement efforts (Jacobs et al. 2002). Jacobs et al (2002) further argued

that the decrease in number of homes with lead-based paint may have made

significant contribution to the overall decline of population BLL in the US (Jacobs et al.

2002).

The environmental fate of lead in paint is important in determining its exposure risk. As

discussed in section 3.1, photochemical atmospheric pollutants, e.g. O3 and NO2, can

accelerate lead paint degradation (Cohan et al. 2009). Exterior paint may also be

removed by weathering and contribute to elevated lead concentrations in urban storm

water runoff and surface waterways (Davis and Burns 1999). Detached paint chips

from playground equipment is also a concern. In a study conducted in Tokyo, Japan,

paint chips found in five public parks were tested (Takaoka et al. 2006). It was revealed

that paint chips from flowerbeds contained the highest levels of lead (55,100 - 84,900

mg/kg), followed by swings (2,600 - 56,900 mg/kg) and slides (7,700 - 45,800 mg/kg).

Lead concentration in surficial soil ranged from 15 - 237 mg/kg, with higher lead

concentrations found in soil located near painted equipment.

3.3 Dust

It has been found that US children’s BLLs are highly correlated with lead concentration

in house dusts (Farfel and Chisolm Jr 1990). Jacobs et al (2002) estimated that

approximately 16% of US housing units contained indoor lead-contaminated dust

(Jacobs et al. 2002). Studies have shown that window components, especially window

wells (i.e. the portion of window that receives the sash when the window is closed)

where dust tends to accumulate, can have dust lead concentrations over 60 times

higher than floor dust (Table 11). Traditional lead abatement practices do not remove

lead-based paint on most components of windows (Farfel and Chisolm Jr 1990). The

opening and closing of old windows can further deteriorate lead-paint surfaces,

resulting in both the accumulation of lead-dust and detachment of lead-paint chips,

which may be ingested by children directly. Besides indoor lead-based paint, soil lead

can contribute to indoor dust lead levels (Clark et al. 2004). For example, in the US,

approximately 2.7 million homes without lead-based paint contained lead dust hazards,

which may be due to lead-contaminated soil tracked into homes (Jacobs et al. 2002).

Lead concentrations in dust are related to the floor surface material/texture, with

smooth floors tending to have lower lead levels than rough wooden floors (Farfel and

Chisolm Jr 1990). Friction and impact surfaces on window frames tends to relate to

higher lead concentrations in dust located nearby than other areas of the house (Dixon

et al. 2007). Studies suggest that lead dust loading (i.e. weight of lead in dust per unit

of surface area) is a better indicator than lead concentrations in dust (i.e. weight of

lead per unit weight of dust) for predicting children’s BLL (Lanphear 1998). The USEPA
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proposed a floor lead standard of 0.5 mg/m2 in 1998; however, Lanphear argued that

this standard was not sufficiently protective based on the USEPA’s own objective

(Lanphear 1998).

Table 11 lists lead loading and BLL that were found in a number of studies from 1990

to 2017. These data generally show that higher lead levels in dust corresponded to

higher BLL. Moreover, Table 11 shows that, in general, lead dust loading levels

determined in these studies has decreased with time. Taking dust on window sills in

the US as an example, a study in 1990 found an average lead dust loading of 15.6

mg/m2 (n=344); two studies in 1996-1998 found an average lead dust loading of 2.5-

3.3 mg/m2 (n=186); and two studies in 2004-2006 found an average lead dust loading

of 0.53-0.81 mg/m2 (n=639).

A confounding factor of dust lead contamination is the issue of cross-contamination by

lead-based paint in adjacent housing units. Lead isotopic and SEM investigations have

found that decontaminated houses can be re-contaminated within several months by

lead-based paint in poor condition in adjacent buildings (Gulson et al. 1995). Public

education and training of workers can reduce the risk of cross contamination during

the renovation and maintenance work on housing units containing lead-based paint

(Jacobs et al. 2002).

Table 11 Concentrations of lead in dust within in houses with lead-based paint

Country Year Surface Type n 1 Lead level 2

(mg/m2)

BLL 3

(µg/dL)

Reference

US 19904 Floors 362 2.8 c 35.8 a (Farfel and Chisolm Jr 1990)

US 1990 Window sills 344 15.6 c 35.8 a (Farfel and Chisolm Jr 1990)

US 1990 Window wells 186 172.2 c 35.8 a (Farfel and Chisolm Jr 1990)

US 1996 Window channels 8 423 a N/A (Howden et al. 1996)

US 1996 Window sills 3 3.3 a N/A (Howden et al. 1996)

US 1998 floors, window sills

and troughs

183 2.5 a 7.6 a (Lanphear 1998)

US 1998 183 1.1 c 6.2 c (Lanphear 1998)

US 1998 Floor 5 0.34 a N/A (Hunt et al. 1998)

US 2004 Exterior entry 30 5.0 a N/A (Clark et al. 2004)

US 2004 Exterior entry w/ST5 259 11 a N/A (Clark et al. 2004)

US 2004 Interior floor 75 0.10 a N/A (Clark et al. 2004)

US 2004 Interior floor w/ST5 466 0.12 a N/A (Clark et al. 2004)

US 2004 Interior entry 75 0.06 a N/A (Clark et al. 2004)

US 2004 Interior entry w/ST5 466 0.10 a N/A (Clark et al. 2004)

US 2004 Interior window sill 75 0.53 a N/A (Clark et al. 2004)

US 2004 Interior window sill

w/ST5

466 0.68 a N/A (Clark et al. 2004)

US 2006 Child bedroom sill 59 0.81 c N/A (Brown et al. 2006)

US 2006 Other sill 39 0.56 c N/A (Brown et al. 2006)
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Country Year Surface Type n 1 Lead level 2

(mg/m2)

BLL 3

(µg/dL)

Reference

US 2006 Room floor 72 0.09 c N/A (Brown et al. 2006)

US 2006 Entry floor 72 0.13 c N/A (Brown et al. 2006)

France 2012 All floors 471 0.02 a N/A (Lucas et al. 2012)

France 2012 Children’s room 455 0.01 a N/A (Lucas et al. 2012)

France 2012 Maximum room 471 0.04 a N/A (Lucas et al. 2012)

France 2012 Common room 114 0.13 a N/A (Lucas et al. 2012)

France 2012 Outdoor hard

surface

53 0.10 a N/A (Lucas et al. 2012)

Australia 2014 Vacuum dust 60 489 mg/kg a N/A (Laidlaw et al. 2014)

Australia 2014 Exterior dust gauge

(28 d)

67 0.17 a N/A (Laidlaw et al. 2014)

Australia 2014 Petri-dish attic (28 d) 22 0.08 a N/A (Laidlaw et al. 2014)

Australia 2014 Petri-dish house (28 d) 21 0.01 a N/A (Laidlaw et al. 2014)

Canada 2011 Floors 6 578 mg/kg N/A (Beauchemin et al. 2011)

Canada 2014 Floor 305 0.01 c 1.35 c (Levallois et al. 2014)

Canada 2014 Window sills 263 0.08 c N/A (Levallois et al. 2014)

Canada 2017 Kitchen floor 92 0.01 c 1.41 c (Safruk et al. 2017)

Canada 2017 Play area floor 70 0.01 c 1.41 c (Safruk et al. 2017)

Note: 1 n=number of samples; 2 lead dust loading, defined as the weight of lead in dust

per unit of surface area, are reported as arithmetic mean a, median b, or geometric

mean c; 3 blood lead concentration in children are reported as arithmetic mean a,

median b, or geometric mean c; 4 the year of publication; 5 for residential building with

soil treatment.

3.4 Soil

Soil around housing units can often contain substantially elevated lead concentrations,

Table 12 lists soil lead concentrations at lead-paint housing sites. Andra et al (2006)

examined soil lead concentrations at housing units with lead-based paint. It was found

that soil lead concentrations averaged 1,697 mg/kg for 10 housing units in San Antonio,

USA, and 697 mg/kg for 10 housing units in Baltimore City, USA (Andra et al. 2006).

Approximately 70% of these housing units had soil lead concentrations exceeding the

USEPA regulatory threshold value of 400 mg/kg. In comparison, the typical background

soil lead concentration was 20 mg/kg. Moreover, soils from residential sites built after

the US ban of lead-based paints was introduced, had maximum soil lead

concentrations of only 5 mg/kg (Andra et al. 2006). Jacobs et al (2002) estimated that,

overall, approximately 7% of US housing units had soil lead levels exceeding

regulatory standards. The elevated soil lead levels were mostly related to the

deterioration of exterior lead-based paint. For instance, it was found that soil lead

exceedance was 24% for housing units with deteriorated exterior lead-based paints,

as compared to only 4% for housing units without exterior lead-based paint (Jacobs et
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al. 2002). Soil lead levels measured at foundation perimeters are often much higher

than found in other garden areas. In a study by Howden et al (1996), samples collected

around the foundation perimeter contained lead concentration as high as 12,460 mg/kg,

while samples collected from the lawn area contained only 234 mg/kg of lead.

The cleanup of soil contaminated by lead can be achieved by using traditional

techniques, such as soil washing and stabilization (Shen et al. 2018b; Song et al. 2018);

however, the remediation community is increasingly aware of the secondary impacts

associated with remediation, and calls for green and sustainable remediation (Hou and

Al-Tabbaa 2014; Hou et al. 2016).

Table 12 Concentrations of lead in soil in lead-paint housing sites

Country Year Soil Type n 1 Lead level 2

(mg/kg)

Reference

US 19753 15~30 meters away 4 320 a (Bogden and Louria 1975)

US 1996 Foundation 6 12,460 a (Howden et al. 1996)

US 1996 Lawn 3 234 a (Howden et al. 1996)

US 1996 Road 3 17.6 a (Howden et al. 1996)

US 1997 Foundation perimeter

soil

182 981 c (Lanphear and Roghmann 1997)

US 1998 Foundation perimeter

soil

169 3,386 a (Lanphear 1998)

US 1998 169 1,022 c (Lanphear 1998)

US 2006 Sides of house 10 1,697 a (Andra et al. 2006)

US 2006 Sides of house 10 697 a (Andra et al. 2006)

US 2008 Within 30 cm of building 4 437 a (Bachofer 2008)

France 2012 Play area 315 4 74 a (Lucas et al. 2012)

Australia 2014 1 m from house 15 535 a (Laidlaw et al. 2014)

Canada 2011 Garden soil 1 54 (Beauchemin et al. 2011)

Canada 2017 Yard 91 82 b, 75 c (Safruk et al. 2017)

Note: 1 n=number of samples; 2 lead concentration in soil are reported as arithmetic

mean a, median b, or geometric mean c; 3 the year of publication; 4 lead-based paint

only present at 25% of these housing units.

4 Health Risk Management and Socioeconomic Cost

4.1 Health risk management

The health risk imposed by lead exposure has long been recognized. The adsorption

of lead by the human body results in an elevated BLL, the measurement of which is

the most widely used biomarker for lead exposure. The amount of lead adsorbed by

the body depends upon external factors, such as particle size of the object exposed to,

as well as the solubility and bioavailability of the specific lead compounds, and internal
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factors of the exposed subject, such as age, sex, nutritional status, genetic background,

etc. (Barbosa Jr et al. 2005). Whilst BLL has a relatively short half-life of ~40 days

(Rabinowitz et al. 1976), lead in blood can be incorporated into bone, and the half-life

of bone-lead can range from 10 - 30 years (Rabinowitz 1991). Chelation is the most

commonly used treatment technique when BLL is elevated; however, treatment of

children with moderately elevated BLL does not improve cognitive test scores,

suggesting that the damage maybe irreversible (Committee on Environmental Health

2005). Continuous back-release of lead from bone into the blood may explain the

limited success of lead hazard control measures after exposure.

High dosages of lead can result in diseases such as colic, anaemia, and depression

of the central nervous system, and may cause symptoms such as coma, convulsions

and even death (WHO 2010). At low dosages, neurodevelopmental toxicity is the most

important consequence of lead exposure to children, with elevated BLL being

associated with cognitive impairment as measured IQ testing. Studies have shown that

as BLL increases by increments of ~10 µg/dL, IQ scores at 5 years old and older

decrease by increments of 2 to 6 points (Canfield et al. 2003; Committee on

Environmental Health 2005). The magnitude of decrease in IQ is shown to be most

alarming for the initial 0 to 10 µg/dL increase in BBL, with an associated 13.7 points

drop in IQ estimated by a linear model, or a 7.4 points drop based on a non-linear

model (Canfield et al. 2003). An international pooled analysis, using data collected

from 1,333 children in 7 studies, found that as BLL increased from 2.4 to 10 µg/dL,

from 10 to 20 µg/dL, and, from 20 to 30 µg/dL, there were associated IQ losses of 3.9,

1.9, and 1.1 points, respectively (Lanphear et al. 2005). The neurobehavioral

symptoms of child lead exposure include cognitive impairment, shortening of attention

span with increased risk for attention deficit or hyperactivity disorder, and increased

risk for antisocial and criminal behavior (Landrigan et al. 2018). These effects can last

for a lifetime and result in decreased school performance and decreased economic

productivity, and increased drug abuse and likelihood of incarceration (Landrigan et al.

2018).

In the US, the regulatory threshold regarding children’s BLL was introduced as 60

µg/dL in 1960, and has been lowered six times since (Figure 5). Based on the findings

of neurobehavioral development studies, scholars have argued for lowering the BLL

action level further, to as low as 2 µg/dL (Gilbert and Weiss 2006). In 2012, an advisory

committee to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) recommended a

5 μg/dL BLL threshold value based on the 97.5th percentile of the US population of 

children aged 1 to 5, which has been adopted as the current US threshold value

(ACCLPP 2012). In 2015, the US National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

(NIOSH) also selected 5 µg/dL as the BLL threshold for adults. Previously, this

threshold was set at 10 µg/dL (2009-2015).

Encouragingly, the percentage of children in the US with BLL >10 µg/dL (i.e. the 1991

threshold) has dropped from ~7.5% in 1997 to ~0.5% in 2015, and the percentage of
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children with BLL >5 µg/dL (i.e. the 2012 threshold) has dropped from ~6.5% in 2010

to ~3.5% in 2015 (Figure 5). In many high-income and some middle-income countries,

the BLL of children has been observed to have decreased by >90% (Landrigan et al.

2018). However, it should be noted though that it has been suggested that there may

be no threshold BLL value below which there are no observable health effects (Canfield

et al. 2003).

Figure 5 Increasingly stringent regulatory thresholds for BLL in the US (left axis).

Data sources: (ACCLPP 2012; Gilbert and Weiss 2006); elevated BLL as a % of

children tested (right axis). Data source: data publicly available from the Centers for

Disease Control and Prevention

4.2 Abatement of Residential Lead-Based Paint

Abatement of residential lead-based paint refers to actions in which lead-based paint

in residential housing units is removed/managed. Such practices date back to the

1950s, when concerns of symptomatic lead poisoning in children first arose (Farfel and

Chisolm Jr 1990). There are various techniques that can be employed to abate

residential lead-based paint. Encapsulation and enclosure render the lead hazard

inaccessible, whereas chemical stripping, abrasive removal, hand-scraping and

component replacement permanently remove lead-based paints from housing units

(HUD 1990). Full removal of residential lead-based paint in the US has been estimated
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to cost $1,200-$10,800, with an average of $7,000 per housing unit (Gould 2009).

Studies have shown that the removal of lead paint can result in high return: every $1

spent on lead remediation can lead to $2.6 in housing value increase (Billings and

Schnepel 2017). However, some lead abatement practices have been found to be

ineffective, and, unfortunately, resulted in an acute increase in lead contaminated dust

and children’s BLL (Farfel and Chisolm Jr 1990).

Ryan (2013) argued against the removal of lead-based paint from US housing,

considering it not to be a practical option, particularly, a one-size-fits-all approach for

full lead-paint removal from all housing units. Instead, assessment of the ability and

cost-effectiveness of different lead mitigation measures for different types of housing

was argued. Moreover, the use of both short and long-term strategies may be

beneficial, because fully removing paint from all US homes identified as lead hazards,

will likely take decades to complete, whereas a more immediate intervention is deemed

necessary for the current occupants (Ryan 2013). For instance, a one-time

professional clean of dust and debris can substantially reduce lead dust load; however,

it should be noted that the lead dust load can rebound significantly afterwards.

Furthermore, it is hard to control children’s behavior regarding lead exposure if lead is

not fully removed. For example, a study by Farfel and Chisolm showed that at homes

in an abatement program approximately a third of children reportedly had contact with

home surfaces, against the advice of the city health department.

4.3 Socioeconomic Costs of Lead Exposure

The socioeconomic costs of child exposure to neurodevelopmental toxicants, such as

lead, are potentially huge. Large economic and social gains can be realized through

prevention of these disorders (Landrigan et al. 2018). It has been estimated that the

direct and indirect economic costs of elevated BLL in the US amount to $868 billion

US dollars over a 20-year period (i.e. one generation) (Gilbert and Weiss 2006). For

children with elevated BLL, health care costs are estimated to be in the range of $74

to $3,444 per child, depending on recommended intervention actions (Gould 2009).

Decreased cognitive function and economic productivity of children exposed to low

amounts of lead can result in a significant reduction in lifetime earnings. Gould (2009)

estimated that each IQ point loss represented an earnings loss of $17,815 (in 2006 US

Dollars) (Gould 2009). Using a marginal tax rate of 15%, this financial loss was

translated into loss of tax revenue of $2,672 per IQ point loss. Additional

socioeconomic costs are also incurred from elevated BLLs relating to special

education for children with low IQ, and associated increased crime rates (Gould 2009).

Grosse et al (2002), estimated the economic benefit from the reduction of childhood

BLLs in the US as a result of the control or elimination of lead exposure. They

calculated that late 1990s preschool-aged children had IQs that were 2.2–4.7 points

higher than they would otherwise would have been, had childhood BLLs not been

reduced from 1970s levels. This was projected to improvements in worker productivity,
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with estimated economic benefits in the range of 110 - 319 Billion US dollars (2000

dollars) for each annual cohort of 2-year-old children (i.e. 3.8 million people) (Grosse

et al. 2002). Removal of lead from paint may be likened to the historic removal of lead

from gasoline, which has returned an estimated $6 trillion in economic activity to-date

through increased cognitive function and enhanced economic productivity (Landrigan

et al. 2018).

Despite significant progress being made in the US in reducing childhood BLL (Figure

5), lead poisoning continues to be an issue in many local areas. This is particularly the

case for low-income communities, where a larger proportion of the population dwell in

deteriorating housing built before the introduction of the ban on lead-based paint on

residential properties (Kennedy et al. 2016). As such, lead exposure also impacts

social justice, not only because lead contamination tends to be more serious in poorer

regions, but also because disadvantagFed populations will suffer disproportionally

when exposed to an agent which may affect IQ (Gilbert and Weiss 2006). Globally,

lead exposure in children incurs an estimated economic cost of $977 billion dollars per

year for low-income and middle-income countries, accounting for 1.9%, 2.0%, and 4.0%

of the GDP of Asia, Latin America, and Africa, respectively (IPEN 2016). Such high

socioeconomic costs imply that the cost invested in eliminating lead-based paint will

have high investment returns.

5 Environmental Management Implications

Lead-based paint is still widely available on the global paint and coating market,

especially in developing countries where lead-paint regulations do not exist, or are not

yet sufficiently enforced (Section 2). This has important implications for governments

and international organizations that are developing, reforming, and promoting

environmental policy and management.

5.1 Lead-based Paint: A Vague Definition Requiring Harmonization

There is much difficulty in defining lead-based paint, including decorative lead-based

paints, because of the variation of regulatory thresholds among various countries, as

well as for different types of paint products within one country (e.g. in China, see

Section 2.2). It is also difficult to define lead-based paint because of different testing

methods (i.e. total concentration vs. soluble concentration), as well as temporal

variations in regulatory standards adopted by specific countries (e.g. increasingly

stringent standards in the US). Some countries like Columbia use soluble lead

concentration in determining lead exceedance; some countries like China use both

soluble lead and total lead concentrations in determining lead exceedance; while most

countries, including the US, solely depend on total lead concentrations.

The method employed, and the quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) protocol

used, for sampling and analysing lead content in paint is critical. For instance,
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Adebamowo et al (2006) analysed 19 brands of the most commonly used household

paints in Nigeria, and found that the maximum lead levels were below 600 mg/kg in all

samples (Adebamowo et al. 2006). However, in this case, the paint samples were

taken directly from the paint container, thus representing a wet state. Moreover, it is

unclear from the protocol whether the digestion was complete or not. In a follow-up

study, five different paints were again purchased from the Nigeria market, but this time

the samples were sent to an accredited laboratory in the US for analysis. Instead of

digesting wet paint, the paint was first applied to clean and unused wooden blocks,

allowed to dry, and then the paints were scraped off and extracted using nitric acid plus

hydrogen peroxide according to USEPA method PB92-114172 (USEPA 2001b). In

contrast with the previous results, the follow-up study found that 96% of the paints

exceeded the 600 mg/kg threshold (Adebamowo et al. 2007).

China has a large number of regulations mandating lead level in various paint products

(Table 2). Some of these regulations have thresholds for both total lead concentration

and soluble lead concentration, but most pertain to soluble lead concentrations. Taking

the most recent regulatory standard as an example, China mandates that paint

materials for toys shall contain less than 90 mg/kg soluble lead, and finger paint shall

contain less than 25 mg/kg of soluble lead. The soluble lead is measured by a

hydrochloric acid (HCl) extraction procedure, in which samples are mixed with a dilute

HCl solution in a 1:50 solid:liquid ratio adjusted to pH 1.0~1.5, agitated, and allowed

to settle for a total of 2 hours. This procedure was designed as a bioaccessibility test

to mimic gastrointestinal digestion. The test allows for no more than 0.7 µg/day of lead

adsorption by human bodies, assuming accidental ingestion of 8 mg/day of toy material.

The Global Alliance to Eliminate Lead in Paints developed the following criteria as a

working basis for defining “lead paint” (GAELP 2010): (i) The term “lead paint” includes

paints, varnishes, lacquers, stains, enamels, glazes, primers or coatings used for any

purposes; (ii) lead is added; and (iii) the total lead concentration is defined on a weight

percentage of the total non-volatile portion of the product, or in the weight of the dried

paint film. This definition may be a good basis for international harmonization. However,

international harmonization of both regulatory thresholds and testing methods remain

necessary for the global control of lead-based paint. Moreover, because various

studies have shown that lead-based industrial paint can enter consumer markets for

home use, regulating lead in industrial paint is also required.

The world’s largest and second largest paint producers, PPG and Akzo Nobel, have

either achieved or plan to achieve complete removal of lead in all paint products by

2020. This commitment from the industry suggests that completely eliminating lead

from all paints is both technically feasible and economically viable. Some countries,

such as the Philippines and Nepal, have already adopted regulations to control lead

content in all paint products, suggesting that national bans on the full range of lead-

based paints are achievable. For the different testing methods, we consider that the

use of total lead concentration thresholds to be superior to soluble concentrations, for
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the following reasons: i) the standard two hour lead solubility test may not sufficiently

represent lifetime bio-chemical processes within the body; ii) due to photochemical

reactions, painted surfaces may deteriorate in the environment, resulting in higher

solubility when it has aged as compared to fresh samples; iii) the measurement of

soluble concentrations has higher uncertainty/imprecision due to other influencing

factors, i.e. pH, temperature, and agitation levels may affect solubility, whilst total

concentration is more definite; iv) historical scientific studies have relied upon total lead

concentrations, largely due to regulatory requirements in the US and scientific studies

funded by US institutions, and, therefore, solubility data cannot be evaluated against

the majority of other studies.

5.2 Strengthening of Regulatory Oversight

Regulatory oversight, e.g. mandating the labelling of lead content on all paint products,

may be an effective measure in lowering paint lead levels. In general, developed

countries have more stringent and enforced regulatory requirements than developing

countries. A consequence is that it has been found that the lead concentration of paints

of the same brand and colour to differ by many orders of magnitude between

developing and developed countries (Section 2.1). Regulatory oversight is particularly

important for small to medium-sized paint manufacturers in developing countries. A

study in India revealed that the average lead concentrations in paints made by small

to medium sized companies are typically two orders of magnitude higher than those

made by large companies (Mohanty et al. 2013).

Verification of paint label contents is essential. A study by IPEN showed that 95 out of

803 paints purchased in seven countries in south and southeast Asia claimed to be

lead free on the paint can labels; however, 17 of those paints contained lead

concentrations above 90 mg/kg, ranging from 230 to 56,000 mg/kg. The authors

suggested that third-party verification should be necessary before making such lead

free claims. Third party certification may assist in making informed decisions by

consumers. For example, in the US, the Philippine Association of Paint Manufacturers

(PAPM) and several stakeholder groups jointly established the world's first lead paint

certification program, verifying paints containing less than 90 mg/kg of total lead (IPEN

2016).

Regulatory oversight is also required for mitigating lead exposure in painted products

such as toys. For instance, in 2007, Columbia issued a regulation banning lead-based

paint in toys; however, a study in 2014 indicated that, 30% of toys still exceeded criteria

(Mateus-Garcia and Ramos-Bonilla 2014). This non-compliance is partly due to a lack

of surveillance programs. Independent verification or certification of lead-free paint

may help solve this problem.
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5.3 Awareness and Education

Information disclosure and awareness campaigns help to mitigate exposure risk in

homes containing lead-based paint. There are an estimated 20 million homes in the

US with lead-based paint hazards, as well as 37 million with intact lead paint (Ryan

2013). As discussed in Section 2.3 and listed in Table 7, US landlords and home sellers

are required to disclose the presence of lead-based paint in their housing units. Bae

(2012) revealed that this disclosure mandate has resulted in an increase in

homebuyer’s lead testing, the removal of peeling paint in hold homes, and a decrease

in the number of old households with young child occupants. These results suggest

that information disclosure is an effective tool for enhancing the management of risk

associated with household lead-based paint. On the other hand, it was also found that

the disclosure rule did not result in a substantial switch from old houses to new houses

for any particular socioeconomic status group, and that the rule introduction did not

cause a lowering of the value of old houses, suggesting the rule had limited detrimental

effect on the market for old houses (Bae 2012).

Community-based comprehensive education and home visits have been found to be

an effective tool for enhancing lead awareness and lowering exposure. In a

randomized trial conducted in Rhode Island, USA, Brown et al (2006) found that an

intervention program reduced dust lead levels by up to 75%, and the population

geometric mean BLL declined by 47% (Brown et al. 2006). New York City used a public

health media campaign to engage the public and increase awareness of the lead-

based paint issue. This campaign encouraged behavior change to prevent child

poisoning from peeling lead paint (Greene et al. 2015).

5.4 Counter Arguments

There are many scientific studies placing lead-based paint at centre stage for lead

exposure. The US government and the international community are also putting a

strong focus on eliminating lead-based paint. Nevertheless, there are counter

arguments against making lead-based paint the main focus. Many community-wide

BLL issues have been associated with mining or smelting activities (Cotter-Howells

and Thornton 1991; Hilts 2003). Moreover, lead contamination in soil is ubiquitous and

may derive from both lithogenic origin and anthropogenic activities including traffic

activities, fertilizer usage and industrial waste discharge (Hou et al. 2017). Zahran et

al (2013) studied atmospheric concentrations of soil and lead aerosols, and compared

them with BLL in 367,839 children aged 0–10 in Detroit, USA, from 2001 to 2009. They

found that the resuspension of lead contaminated soil caused an increase in

atmospheric lead concentration, which correlated with a seasonal temporal variation

in children’s BLL. It was revealed that a 1% increase in the amount of suspended soil

increased atmospheric lead concentrations by 0.39% (an increase of 0.0069 µg/m3 in

atmospheric lead) which related to a 10% increase in one-year-old children’s BLL.
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Therefore, the authors suggested that future primary prevention actions should focus

on lead contaminated soil (Zahran et al. 2013). There are also potential issues

associated with lead-alternatives as paint ingredients, some are significantly more

expensive than lead-based ingredients, and others render weaker colouring effects

(Wu et al. 2017). It is also important to take into consideration the opinions of

stakeholders who will be affected by regulatory controls of lead-based paint.

Stakeholder engagement would be key to the success of lead controlling actions.

6 Conclusion and Future Outlook

Lead-based paint remains a global an issue, requiring urgent international attention.

The production and consumption of paint is still growing in developing countries, with

the potential for huge growth to come. However, there is a general lack of regulatory

control of lead-based paint; and in countries where regulatory thresholds exist, the

limits only apply to certain types of paint and can be weakly enforced. Lead

concentrations in home paints, particularly enamel paints, are often above 10,000 ppm,

in countries such as India, most south-east Asian, African, and Latin American

countries, as well as many east European countries. The percentage of sampled paints

exceeding 600 mg/kg, a commonly used regulatory threshold, reaches nearly 50% in

many countries. These data suggest that the production, trade, and use of lead-based

paint is still wide-spread globally. This will certainly pose a serious global threat to

public health from surfaces painted with these products for many decades to come.

While many countries have banned lead-based paint for home use (e.g. architectural

or decorative paint), industrial paints are often exempted. It is hard to distinguish

household paints and industrial paints from labelling; consequently, industrial paints

have been found in consumer markets in both developed and developing countries.

This is a serious challenge in the elimination of lead-based paint. Future regulatory

measures should take industrial paint into account, to minimize the “exempted” types

of paint, to prevent access to such exempted lead-based paints by consumers and

contractors who work on domestic surfaces. The commitment by two of the world's

largest paint producers to completely remove lead in all of their paint products suggests

that this is technologically feasible, and would not cause a major disruption in the

supply chain of various industrial sectors relying on paints. However, the lack of

research is a great hindrance to policy making and regulatory enforcement, therefore,

further research need to be conducted in the following areas:

1) Benchmarking and harmonizing the range of lead concentrations in all types of

paints in different countries. Published lead analysis data are often not available

for various types of paints, including industrial paints, for many countries. This is

particularly the case for developed countries and countries with regulatory controls

in place. At present there is little published literature available regarding lead levels

in all types of new paints in developed countries such as the USA and the UK.
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2) Assessing and implementing a means of verification for the effectiveness of

existing regulatory controls. Countries like China have long-standing regulatory

controls on several types of paints. However, a limited number of market survey

studies show high percentage of exceedance of oil-based paints sold in the market.

Because there is a disconnection between the make and the use of paints, it is

unclear whether this represents a problem with paint manufacturing, or paint usage.

More studies are warranted in order to determine the effectiveness of the regulatory

controls, and, consequently, to provide more information for policy makers to

improve existing policies where needed.

3) Examining the factors which may influence the effectiveness of regulatory controls

on lead-based paint. These factors may include both extrinsic factors linked to

personal and organizational behavior (e.g. manufacturer’s perception of the

consequences for violating regulations, and user’s intention to use what are

perceived as higher “quality” leaded products), and intrinsic factors linked to the

feasibility of such regulatory controls (e.g. factory capability and capacity in

reaching regulatory goals, and difficulty in distinguishing products which are

regulated versus those that are not regulated).

This review article has revealed that the reporting of analytical results can be highly

inconsistent between publications. Average lead concentration (i.e. arithmetic mean)

is probably the most valuable data from an “expected” exposure scenario; however,

many studies, especially studies conducted by NGOs, have not published the

arithmetic mean of measured concentrations. Nearly all studies have reported the

maximum lead concentration, which is useful, but not such a valuable piece of

information in a scientific assessment. The geometric mean is also a useful indicator

because the distributions of both lead concentrations in paints and BLL tend to be

closer to log-normal distribution than normal distribution, for which the geometric mean

and geometric standard deviation are useful for characterization. However, most

studies have not reported the geometric mean. As for the “exceedance” of lead content,

there are also inconsistencies across studies. The most common regulatory thresholds

used include 90 ppm, 600 ppm, and 1,000 ppm. It is recommended that future studies

be undertaken to report the exceedance rate of all of these three thresholds, thus

allowing across-country comparisons. Overall, the lead-based paint issue is an urgent

issue that not only requires urgent attention from international organizations and

national governments, but also scientific research. More informed policy making is only

possible with greater scientific knowledge.

References:

ACCLPP. Low Level Lead Exposure Harms Children: A Renewed Call for

Primary Prevention. Atlanta, Georgia: Advisory Committee for



Page 32 of 50

Childhood Lead Poisoning Prevention; 2012

Adebamowo, E.O.; Agbede, O.A.; Sridhar, M.K.C.; Adebamowo, C.A. An

evaluation of lead levels in paints for residential use sold in the

Nigerian market. Indoor and Built Environment 2006;15:551-554

Adebamowo, E.O.; Clark, C.S.; Roda, S.; Agbede, O.A.; Sridhar, M.K.C.;

Adebarnowo, C.A. Lead content of dried films of domestic paints

currently sold in Nigeria. Sci Total Environ 2007;388:116-120

AGENDA. anzania Lead Paint Data. 2015

Akzo Nobel. THE GLOBAL COATINGS REPORT 2006. Netherlands; 2006

Andra, S.S.; Sarkar, D.; Datta, R.; Saminathan, S. Lead in solis in paint

contaminated residential sites at San Antonio, Texas, and Baltimore,

Maryland. Bulletin of Environmental Contamination and Toxicology

2006;77:643-650

ATSDR. Lead Toxicity: What Are U.S. Standards for Lead Levels. 2017

AWHHE. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN THE

REPUBLIC OF ARMENIA. 2016

Bachofer, S.J. Sampling the soils around a residence containing lead-based

paints: An X-ray fluorescence experiment. Journal of Chemical

Education 2008;85:980-982

Bae, H. Reducing Environmental Risks by Information Disclosure: Evidence in

Residential Lead Paint Disclosure Rule. Journal of Policy Analysis and

Management 2012;31:404-431



Page 33 of 50

BaliFokus. National Report：Lead in New Enamel Household Paints in 

Indonesia 2015. 2015

Barbosa Jr, F.; Tanus-Santos, J.E.; Gerlach, R.F.; Parsons, P.J. A critical

review of biomarkers used for monitoring human exposure to lead:

advantages, limitations, and future needs. Environmental health

perspectives 2005;113:1669

Beamish, P.W.; Bapuji, H. Toy recalls and China: Emotion vs. evidence.

Management and Organization Review 2008;4:197-209

Beauchemin, S.; MacLean, L.C.W.; Rasmussen, P.E. Lead speciation in

indoor dust: a case study to assess old paint contribution in a Canadian

urban house. Environmental Geochemistry and Health 2011;33:343-

352

Betne, R.; Rajankar, P.; Sah, R.; Hossain, S. Double Standard: Investigating

Lead (Pb) Content In Leading Enamel Paint Brands In South Asia. New

Delhi; 2011

Billings, S.B.; Schnepel, K.T. The value of a healthy home: Lead paint

remediation and housing values. Journal of Public Economics

2017;153:69-81

Bodel, R. Lead Legislation: The World’s Best and Worst Practice Regulating

Lead in Paint. 2010

Bogden, J.D.; Louria, D.B. SOIL CONTAMINATION FROM LEAD IN PAINT

CHIPS. Bulletin of Environmental Contamination and Toxicology



Page 34 of 50

1975;14:289-294

Brosché, S.; Denney, V.; Weinberg, J.; Calonzo, M.C.; Withanage, H.; Clark,

S. ASIA REGIONAL PAINT REPORT. IPEN; 2014

Brown, M.J.; McLaine, P.; Dixon, S.; Simon, P. A randomized, community-

based trial of home visiting to reduce blood lead levels in children.

Pediatrics 2006;117:147-153

Canfield, R.L.; Henderson Jr, C.R.; Cory-Slechta, D.A.; Cox, C.; Jusko, T.A.;

Lanphear, B.P. Intellectual impairment in children with blood lead

concentrations below 10 μg per deciliter. New England journal of

medicine 2003;348:1517-1526

CAP. National Report: LEAD IN NEW ENAMEL HOUSEHOLD PAINTS IN

MALAYSIA. 2016

CEHF. NATIONAL REPORT: LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR

HOME USE IN ZAMBIA. 2017

CEJ. National Report: LEAD IN NEW HOUSEHOLD ENAMEL PAINTS IN SRI

LANKA. 2015

CEJAD. NATIONAL REPORT: LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR

HOME USE IN KENYA. 2017

CEPHED. National Report: Lead in New Enamel Household Paints in Nepal.

2015

CES. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN THE

REPUBLIC OF BELARUS. 2016



Page 35 of 50

CGFED. National Report: LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME

USE IN VIETNAM. 2016

Clark, C.; Rampal, K.; Thuppil, V.; Chen, C.; Clark, R.; Roda, S. The lead

content of currently available new residential paint in several Asian

countries. Environmental Research 2006;102:9-12

Clark, C.S.; Rampal, K.G.; Thuppil, V.; Roda, S.M.; Succop, P.; Menrath, W.;

Chen, C.K.; Adebamowo, E.O.; Agbede, O.A.; Sridhar, M.K.C.;

Adebamowo, C.A.; Zakaria, Y.; El-Safty, A.; Shinde, R.M.; Yu, J. Lead

levels in new enamel household paints from Asia, Africa and South

America. Environmental Research 2009;109:930-936

Clark, C.S.; Speranskaya, O.; Brosche, S.; Gonzalez, H.; Solis, D.; Kodeih,

N.; Roda, S.; Lind, C. Total lead concentration in new decorative

enamel paints in Lebanon, Paraguay and Russia. Environmental

Research 2015;138:432-438

Clark, S.; Kumar, A.; Mohapatra, P.; Rajankar, P.; Nycz, Z.; Hambartsumyan,

A.; Astanina, L.; Roda, S.; Lind, C.; Menrath, W.; Peng, H. Examination

of lead concentrations in new decorative enamel paints in four

countries with different histories of activity in lead paint regulation.

Environmental Research 2014a;132:233-243

Clark, S.; Menrath, W.; Chen, M.; Succop, P.; Bornschein, R.; Galke, W.;

Wilson, J. The influence of exterior dust and soil lead on interior dust

lead levels in housing that had undergone Lead-Based Paint Hazard



Page 36 of 50

Control. Journal of Occupational and Environmental Hygiene

2004;1:273-282

Clark, S.; Menrath, W.; Zakaria, Y.; El-Safty, A.; Roda, S.M.; Lind, C.;

Elsayed, E.; Peng, H. Follow-up on high lead concentrations in new

decorative enamel paints available in Egypt. Environment and Pollution

2014b;3:33

Cohan, A.J.; Edwards, R.D.; Kleinman, M.T.; Dabdub, D. Potential for

Atmospheric-Driven Lead Paint Degradation in the South Coast Air

Basin of California. Environmental Science & Technology

2009;43:8881-8887

Colnodo. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN

COLOMBIA. 2016;

Committee on Environmental Health. Lead exposure in children: prevention,

detection, and management. Pediatrics 2005;116:1036-1046

Cotter-Howells, J.; Thornton, I. Sources and pathways of environmental lead

to children in a Derbyshire mining village. Environmental Geochemistry

and Health 1991;13:127-135

CREPD. Cameroon Lead Paint Data. 2015

Dastgir. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN

TAJIKISTAN. 2016

Davis, A.P.; Burns, M. Evaluation of lead concentration in runoff from painted

structures. Water Research 1999;33:2949-2958



Page 37 of 50

Dixon, S.; Wilson, J.; Galke, W. Friction and impact surfaces: are they lead-

based paint hazards? Journal of Occupational and Environmental

Hygiene 2007;4:855-863

EARTH. National Report: Lead in New Enamel Household Paints in Thailand.

2015

Eco-Accord. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN

RUSSIA. 2016

EcoContact. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN THE

REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA. 2016

EcoWaste. NATIONAL REPORT LEAD IN NEW ENAMEL HOUSEHOLD

PAINTS IN THE PHILIPPINES: THE 2015 REPORT. 2015

EcoWaste. NATIONAL REPORT: LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR

HOME USE IN THE PHILIPPINES. 2017;

Edwards, R.D.; Lam, N.L.; Zhang, L.; Johnson, M.A.; Kleinman, M.T. Nitrogen

Dioxide and Ozone As Factors in the Availability of Lead from Lead-

Based Paints. Environmental Science & Technology 2009;43:8516-

8521

Elwood, P.C.; Gallacher, J.E.J.; Phillips, K.M.; Davies, B.E.; Toothill, C.

Greater contribution to blood lead from water than from air. Nature

1984;310:138-140

European Parliament. Directive 2004/42/CE of the European Parliament and

of the Council of 21 April 2004 on the limitation of emissions of volatile



Page 38 of 50

organic compounds due to the use of organic solvents in certain paints

and varnishes and vehicle refinishing products and amending Directive

1999/13/EC. 2004

Ewers, L.; Clark, C.S.; Peng, H.; Roda, S.M.; Menrath, B.; Lind, C.; Succop,

P. Lead levels in new residential enamel paints in Taipei, Taiwan and

comparison with those in mainland China. Environmental Research

2011;111:757-760

Farfel, M.R.; Chisolm Jr, J.J. Health and environmental outcomes of

traditional and modified practices for abatement of residential lead-

based paint. American Journal of Public Health 1990;80:1240-1245

Fewtrell, L.J.; Pruss-Ustun, A.; Landrigan, P.; Ayuso-Mateos, J.L. Estimating

the global burden of disease of mild mental retardation and

cardiovascular diseases from environmental lead exposure.

Environmental Research 2004;94:120-133

GAELP. Bulletin 1 – March 2010 ed^eds. Geneza, Switzerland: Global

Alliance to Eliminate Lead in Paints; 2010

Gamarjoba. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN

GEORGIA. 2016

GAQSIQ. GB 18581-2001 Indoor decorating and refurbishing materials-Limit

of harmful substances of solvent coatings for woodenware. General

Administration of Quality Supervision, Inspection and Quarantine

2001a



Page 39 of 50

GAQSIQ. GB 18582-2001 Indoor decorating and refurbishing materials-Limit

of harmful substances of interior architectural coatings. General

Administration of Quality Supervision, Inspection and Quarantine

2001b

GAQSIQ. GB 6675-2003 National safety technical code for toys. General

Administration of Quality Supervision, Inspection and Quarantine; 2003

GAQSIQ. GB 18581-2009 Indoor decorating and refurbishing materials. Limit

of harmful substances of solvent based coatings for woodenware.

General Administration of Quality Supervision, Inspection and

Quarantine 2008a

GAQSIQ. GB 18582-2008 Indoor decorating and refurbishing materials - limit

of harmful substances of interior architectural coatings. General

Administration of Quality Supervision, Inspection and Quarantine

2008b

GAQSIQ. GB24408-2009 Limit of harmful substances of exterior wall

coatings. General Administration of Quality Supervision, Inspection and

Quarantine 2009a

GAQSIQ. GB24613-2009 Limit of harmful substances of coatings for toys.

General Administration of Quality Supervision, Inspection and

Quarantine; 2009b

GAQSIQ. GB6675.1-2014 Safety of toys -- Part 1: Basic code. General

Administration of Quality Supervision, Inspection and Quarantine;



Page 40 of 50

2014a

GAQSIQ. GB6675.4-2014 Safety of toys -- Part 4: Migration of certain

elements. General Administration of Quality Supervision, Inspection

and Quarantine; 2014b

Gilbert, S.G.; Weiss, B. A rationale for lowering the blood lead action level

from 10 to 2μg/dL. Neurotoxicology 2006;27:693-701

Gottesfeld, P.; Kuepouo, G.; Tetsopgang, S.; Durand, K. Lead Concentrations

and Labeling of New Paint in Cameroon. Journal of Occupational and

Environmental Hygiene 2013;10:243-249

Gottesfeld, P.; Pokhrel, D.; Pokhrel, A.K. Lead in new paints in Nepal.

Environmental Research 2014;132:70-75

Gould, E. Childhood Lead Poisoning: Conservative Estimates of the Social

and Economic Benefits of Lead Hazard Control. Environmental Health

Perspectives 2009;117:1162-1167

Greene, D.; Tehranifar, P.; DeMartini, D.P.; Faciano, A.; Nagin, D. Peeling

Lead Paint Turns Into Poisonous Dust. Guess Where It Ends Up? A

Media Campaign to Prevent Childhood Lead Poisoning in New York

City. Health Education & Behavior 2015;42:409-421

Greenway, J.A.; Gerstenberger, S. An Evaluation of Lead Contamination in

Plastic Toys Collected from Day Care Centers in the Las Vegas Valley,

Nevada, USA. Bulletin of Environmental Contamination and Toxicology

2010;85:363-366



Page 41 of 50

Greenwomen. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN

ALMATY, KAZAKHSTAN. 2016

Grosse, S.D.; Matte, T.D.; Schwartz, J.; Jackson, R.J. Economic gains

resulting from the reduction in children's exposure to lead in the United

States. Environmental Health Perspectives 2002;110:563-569

Gulson, B.L.; Davis, J.J.; Bawdensmith, J. PAINT AS A SOURCE OF

RECONTAMINATION OF HOUSES IN URBAN ENVIRONMENTS

AND ITS ROLE IN MAINTAINING ELEVATED BLOOD LEADS IN

CHILDREN. Sci Total Environ 1995;164:221-235

Guney, M.; Zagury, G.J. Contamination by Ten Harmful Elements in Toys and

Children's Jewelry Bought on the North American Market.

Environmental Science & Technology 2013;47:5921-5930

Hillyer, M.M.; Finch, L.E.; Cerel, A.S.; Dattelbaum, J.D.; Leopold, M.C. Multi-

technique quantitative analysis and socioeconomic considerations of

lead, cadmium, and arsenic in children's toys and toy jewelry.

Chemosphere 2014;108:205-213

Hilts, S.R. Effect of smelter emission reductions on children's blood lead

levels. Sci Total Environ 2003;303:51-58

Horner, J.M. Lead poisoning from paint--still a potential problem. Journal of

the Royal Society of Health 1994;114:245-247

Hou, D.; Al-Tabbaa, A. Sustainability: A new imperative in contaminated land

remediation. Environmental Science and Policy 2014;39:25-34



Page 42 of 50

Hou, D.; Guthrie, P.; Rigby, M. Assessing the trend in sustainable

remediation: A questionnaire survey of remediation professionals in

various countries. J Environ Manage 2016;184:18-26

Hou, D.; O'Connor, D.; Nathanail, P.; Tian, L.; Ma, Y. Integrated GIS and

multivariate statistical analysis for regional scale assessment of heavy

metal soil contamination: A critical review. Environmental Pollution

2017;231:1188-1200

Howden, S.; Schneider, C.; Grosser, Z. The analysis of soil, paint, and house

dust for lead contamination. Atomic Spectroscopy 1996;17:171-175

HUD. Comprehensive and Workable Plan for the Abatement of Lead-Based

Paint In Privately Owned Housing. Washington DC, US 1990

Hunt, A.; Hawkins, J.; Gilligan, E.; Bhatia, S. A comparison of the lead particle

content of indoor dust before and after a lead paint abatement: A new

source of lead recontamination. Indoor and Built Environment

1998;7:32-46

IEE. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN THE KYRGYZ

REPUBLIC. 2016

IHS. Chemical Economics Handbook: Paint and Coatings Industry Overview.

2017

iLima. LEAD IN KENYAN HOUSEHOLD PAINT. 2012

Insight Explorer. LEAD IN ENAMEL DECORATIVE PAINTS IN CHINA. 2016

IPEN. Global lead paint elimination report. 2016



Page 43 of 50

IPEN. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE GLOBAL

REPORT. 2017a;

IPEN. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN AFRICA.

2017b;

Jacobs, D.E.; Clickner, R.P.; Zhou, J.Y.; Viet, S.M.; Marker, D.A.; Rogers,

J.W.; Zeldin, D.C.; Broene, P.; Friedman, W. The prevalence of lead-

based paint hazards in US housing. Environmental Health

Perspectives 2002;110:A599-A606

JVE. Cote d”Ivoire Lead Paint Data. 2015

JVE. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN CÔTE

D’IVOIRE. 2017;

Kennedy, C.; Lordo, R.; Sucosky, M.S.; Boehm, R.; Brown, M.J. Evaluating

the effectiveness of state specific lead-based paint hazard risk

reduction laws in preventing recurring incidences of lead poisoning in

children. Int J Hyg Environ Health 2016;219:110-117

Kessler, R. Lead-Based Decorative Paints: Where Are They Still Sold—and

Why? Environmental Health Perspectives 2014;122:A96-A103

Kougoulis, J.S.; Kaps, R.; Wolf, O.; Walsh, B.; Bojczuk, K.; Derbyshire, P.;

Crichton, T. Revision of EU European Ecolabel and Development of

EU Green Public Procurement Criteria for Indoor and Outdoor Paints

and Varnishes: Green Public Procurement Background Report. 2012

Kumar, A. Lead in New Decorative Paints. 2009;



Page 44 of 50

Kumar, A.; Gottesfeld, P. Lead content in household paints in India. Sci Total

Environ 2008;407:333-337

Laidlaw, M.A.S.; Zahran, S.; Pingitore, N.; Clague, J.; Devlin, G.; Taylor, M.P.

Identification of lead sources in residential environments: Sydney

Australia. Environ Pollut 2014;184:238-246

Landrigan, P.J.; Fuller, R.; Acosta, N.J.R.; Adeyi, O.; Arnold, R.; Basu, N.;

Balde, A.B.; Bertollini, R.; Bose-O'Reilly, S.; Boufford, J.I.; Breysse,

P.N.; Chiles, T.; Mahidol, C.; Coll-Seck, A.M.; Cropper, M.L.; Fobil, J.;

Fuster, V.; Greenstone, M.; Haines, A.; Hanrahan, D.; Hunter, D.;

Khare, M.; Krupnick, A.; Lanphear, B.; Lohani, B.; Martin, K.;

Mathiasen, K.V.; McTeer, M.A.; Murray, C.J.L.; Ndahimananjara, J.D.;

Perera, F.; Potocnik, J.; Preker, A.S.; Ramesh, J.; Rockstrom, J.;

Salinas, C.; Samson, L.D.; Sandilya, K.; Sly, P.D.; Smith, K.R.; Steiner,

A.; Stewart, R.B.; Suk, W.A.; van Schayck, O.C.P.; Yadama, G.N.;

Yumkella, K.; Zhong, M. The Lancet Commission on pollution and

health. Lancet 2018;391:462-512

Lanphear, B.P. The paradox of lead poisoning prevention. Science

1998;281:1617-1618

Lanphear, B.P.; Hornung, R.; Khoury, J.; Yolton, K.; Baghurstl, P.; Bellinger,

D.C.; Canfield, R.L.; Dietrich, K.N.; Bornschein, R.; Greene, T.;

Rothenberg, S.J.; Needleman, H.L.; Schnaas, L.; Wasserman, G.;

Graziano, J.; Roberts, R. Low-level environmental lead exposure and



Page 45 of 50

children's intellectual function: An international pooled analysis.

Environmental Health Perspectives 2005;113:894-899

Lanphear, B.P.; Rauch, S.; Auinger, P.; Allen, R.W.; Hornung, R.W. Low-level

lead exposure and mortality in US adults: a population-based cohort

study. The Lancet Public Health 2018;

Lanphear, B.P.; Roghmann, K.J. Pathways of lead exposure in urban

children. Environmental Research 1997;74:67-73

Levallois, P.; St-Laurent, J.; Gauvin, D.; Courteau, M.; Prevost, M.;

Campagna, C.; Lemieux, F.; Nour, S.; D'Amour, M.; Rasmussen, P.E.

The impact of drinking water, indoor dust and paint on blood lead levels

of children aged 1-5 years in Montreal (Quebec, Canada). Journal of

Exposure Science and Environmental Epidemiology 2014;24:185-191

LHAP. Phasing out lead in paint through advocacy and awareness raising.

2012

Lin, G.Z.; Peng, R.F.; Chen, Q.; Wu, Z.G.; Du, L. Lead in housing paints: An

exposure source still not taken seriously for children lead poisoning in

China. Environmental Research 2009;109:1-5

Lofgren, J.; Macias, M.; Russakow, S.; Gergely, R.; McPartland, B.; Amrich,

M.; Krueger, J.; Silverman, M.; Caceres, I.; Wooldridge, J. Blood lead

levels in young children-United States and selected states, 1996-1999.

Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report 2000;49:1133-1137

Lucas, J.-P.; Le Bot, B.; Glorennec, P.; Etchevers, A.; Bretin, P.; Douay, F.;



Page 46 of 50

Sebille, V.; Bellanger, L.; Mandin, C. Lead contamination in French

children's homes and environment. Environmental Research

2012;116:58-65

MAMA-86. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN

UKRAINE. 2016

Mateus-Garcia, A.; Ramos-Bonilla, J.P. Presence of lead in paint of toys sold

in stores of the formal market of Bogota, Colombia. Environmental

Research 2014;128:92-97

Meyer, P.A.; Brown, M.J.; Falk, H. Global approach to reducing lead exposure

and poisoning. Mutation Research-Reviews in Mutation Research

2008;659:166-175

Mohanty, A.; Budhwani, N.; Ghosh, B.; Tarafdar, M.; Chakravarty, S. Lead

content in new decorative paints in India. Environment Development

and Sustainability 2013;15:1653-1661

NAPE. NATIONAL REPORT: LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR

HOME USE IN UGANDA. 2017

PAN. Ethiopia Lead Paint Data. 2015;

PAN. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN ETHIOPIA.

2017

Rabinowitz, M.B. TOXICOKINETICS OF BONE LEAD. Environmental Health

Perspectives 1991;91:33-37

Rabinowitz, M.B.; Wetherill, G.W.; Kopple, J.D. Kinetic analysis of lead



Page 47 of 50

metabolism in healthy humans. Journal of Clinical Investigation

1976;58:260

Rebelo, A.; Pinto, E.; Silva, M.V.; Almeida, A.A. Chemical safety of children's

play paints: Focus on selected heavy metals. Microchemical Journal

2015;118:203-210

Riddell, T.J.; Solon, O.; Quimbo, S.A.; Tan, C.M.C.; Butrick, E.; Peabody,

J.W. Elevated blood-lead levels among children living in the rural

Philippines. Bulletin of the World Health Organization 2007;85:674-680

Ryan, D. Calls for Removing All Lead Paint From US Housing Are Misguided.

American Journal of Public Health 2013;103:e5-e5

Safruk, A.M.; McGregor, E.; Aslund, M.L.W.; Cheung, P.H.; Pinsent, C.;

Jackson, B.J.; Hair, A.T.; Lee, M.; Sigal, E.A. The influence of lead

content in drinking water, household dust, soil, and paint on blood lead

levels of children in Flin Flon, Manitoba and Creighton, Saskatchewan.

Sci Total Environ 2017;593:202-210

Shen, Z.; Hou, D.; Zhang, P.; Wang, Y.; Zhang, Y.; Shi, P.; O'Connor, D.

Lead-based paint in children's toys sold on China's major online

shopping platforms. Environ Pollut 2018a;241:311-318

Shen, Z.; Hou, D.; Zhao, B.; Xu, W.; Ok, Y.S.; Bolan, N.S.; Alessi, D.S.

Stability of heavy metals in soil washing residue with and without

biochar addition under accelerated ageing. Sci Total Environ

2018b;619:185-193



Page 48 of 50

SMTCA. LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR HOME USE IN

MOROCCO. 2017

Song, Y.; Hou, D.; Zhang, J.; O'Connor, D.; Li, G.; Gu, Q.; Li, S.; Liu, P.

Environmental and socio-economic sustainability appraisal of

contaminated land remediation strategies: A case study at a mega-site

in China. Sci Total Environ 2018;610:391-401

Takaoka, M.; Yoshinaga, J.; Tanaka, A. Influence of paint chips on lead

concentration in the soil of public playgrounds in Tokyo. Journal of

Environmental Monitoring 2006;8:393-398

Tan, Q.; Li, J. Sustainable development: Manage chemicals and waste

globally. Nature 2017;547:162

Toxic Links. NATIONAL REPORT: LEAD IN ENAMEL HOUSEHOLD PAINTS

IN INDIA IN 2015. 2015

Turner, A.; Kearl, E.R.; Solman, K.R. Lead and other toxic metals in

playground paints from South West England. Sci Total Environ

2016;544:460-466

Turner, A.; Sogo, Y.S.K. Concentrations and bioaccessibilities of metals in

exterior urban paints. Chemosphere 2012;86:614-618

Turner, A.; Solman, K.R. Lead in exterior paints from the urban and suburban

environs of Plymouth, south west England. Sci Total Environ

2016;547:132-136

TWI. Lead in Solvent-Based Paints for Home Use in Taiwan. 2016



Page 49 of 50

UNEP. LEAD IN ENAMEL DECORATIVE PAINTS NATIONAL PAINT

TESTING RESULTS: A NINE COUNTRY STUDY. 2013

UNEP. Global Report on the Status of Legal Limits on Lead in Paint. 2016

UNEP. MAKE A VOLUNTARY COMMITMENT TO ELIMINATE LEAD PAINT.

2017a

UNEP. Update on the Global Status of Legal Limits on Lead in Paint:

September 2017. 2017b

USCPSC. Notice reducing allowable levels of lead. Final Rule, Fed. Register

42 (1 September 1977), 44199pp.; 1977

USCPSC. Federal Hazardous Substances Act, Children's Products

Containing Lead; Lead Paint Rule. 2011;

USEPA. Lead; Requirements for Disclosure of Known Lead-Based Paint

and/or LeadBased Paint Hazards in Housing (Section 1018 of Title X).

1996a;

USEPA. Lead; Requirements for Lead-Based Paint Activities in Target

Housing and Child-Occupied Facilities (TSCA Section 402). 1996b;

USEPA. Hazard Standards for Lead in Paint, Dust and Soil (TSCA Section

403). 2001a;

USEPA. Standard operating procedures for lead in paints by hot plate or

microwave based acid digestion and atomic absorption or inductively

coupled plasma emission spectroscopy. 2001b

USEPA. Lead Renovation, Repair and Painting Rule. 2008



Page 50 of 50

Valk, V. Paints and coatings: growth regains comentum. IHS Chemical Week

2014;

WHO. Childhood lead poisoning. 2010

WHO. Lead poisoning and health. 2017

Wu, S.-Y.; Ye, J.; Tian, Y.; Wang, Y.-J.; Jian, X.-D. The Current Status of

Lead Paint Control in China and Suggestions (in Chinese). Modern

Chemical Industry 2017;

Zahran, S.; Laidlaw, M.A.S.; McElmurry, S.P.; Filippelli, G.M.; Taylor, M.

Linking Source and Effect: Resuspended Soil Lead, Air Lead, and

Children's Blood Lead Levels in Detroit, Michigan. Environmental

Science & Technology 2013;47:2839-2845

Zorig. NATIONAL REPORT: LEAD IN SOLVENT-BASED PAINTS FOR

HOME USE IN MONGOLIA. 2017


