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TO THE HONORABLE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES:

In accordance with the provisions of Article LVI of the .Amend-
ments to the Constitution, I am returning, herewith. House Bill No.
5452, entitled, "An Act Exempting Owner-Occupied Single Family Dwellings
from the Program for the Prevention and Control of Lead Poisoning."

H.5452 would exempt owner-occupied single-family dwellings from
certain provisions of the lead poisoning law.

I am very reluctant to take any backward steps in our effort to
eradicate lead poisoning, particularly in view of recent medical studies
strongly suggesting that repeated exposure to even relatively small
amounts of lead can interfere with the psychological performance of
young children. We as a society and a commonwealth should concentrate
on better means to protect children, rather than relaxing the standards
that have been on our statute books for most of this decade. Thanks to
the hard work of a great many concerned citizens and media leaders, the
public is more aware of the menace of lead poisoning than at any time in
the past.

I am not unsympathetic to the situation of some homeowners who
cannot afford the full cost of removing dangerous lead-based paint from
their homes, but this bill goes much farther than those concerns warrant.
It exempts all owner-occupied single-family homes, rather than only those
whose owners cannot afford* the cost of necessary materials or cannot perform the

required labor themselves. (The labor involved in removing lead-based
paint is largely unskilled, and well within the capabilities of the
average homeowner.) This bill also exempts single-family homes in which
a child has already been poisoned. It is totally irresponsible, in the
opinion of doctors who treat children for lead poisoning, to sand the child
back to the same house after treatment without taking steps to remove the
paint that poisoned the child, but that is exactly what this bill would
encourage. I cannot sign any legislation that exempts homes in which a
child resides who has a dangerous level of lead, and the amendment I propose
today reinserts such language in this bill.

I hope upon reconsideration the legislature would take a more positive
approach to the cost of deleading owner-occupied property. I would certainly
support legislation, such as has already been proposed, that would set up a
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revolving loan fund for low and moderate-income homeowners. Perhaps
funded in part by fines levied on other violators of the law. In addition,
this administration isaggranging to substantially increase the number
of CETA workers available for dcleading of private homes. Under federal
regulations, the CETA crews can only work on owner-occupied buildings,
whether single-family or multiple units. Both these approaches are much
more positive ways to deal with the issue than simply repealing part of the
law. At a minimum, I would also hope that any single-family exemption
would be for a limited term, as recommended by the Committee on Health
Care and originally passed by the House.

I therefore recommend that H.5452 be amended by striking out, in
both SECTION 1 and SECTION 2, the word "dwellings" the second time it
appears, and inserting in place thereof the words:- dwellings in which
no child who has been found to have a case of lead poisoning resides, and
by adding the following section:- SECTION 3. This act shall expire on
January 1, 1983. J
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