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Disease Control and Prevention cleariy state that "no evidence exists of a threshold below 
which adverse effects are not experienced" 5 . The use of the BLI, of 1 0 ug/dL as the basis 
for the FDA's Guidance is thus inappropriate arid the 0.1 ppm level fails to protect 
children from the long-term effects of chronic lead exposure . Given the absence of any 
safe level of lead exposure for children, FDA's Guidance should recognize that the only 
health-based recommendation for lead in candy is no lead . 

The Supporting Document to the Draft Guidance states that the recollimerzded maximum 
level of 0.1 pptn in candy will allow for lead exposure to children tip to 1 .31 micrograms 
per day for chili-containing Mexican-style candies and 2.3 micragranis per day for salt-
based powdered snack mixes . These calculations are based on lead levels below the 0.1 
ppm standard; candies containing the maximum 0.1 ppm lead would actually result in 
even higher lead consumption by children . This is a completely avoidab :ie source of lead 
that will add to the health risks of thousands of children who already have elevated blood 
lead levels -Erom sources such as older housing and soil. These children cannot afford 
additional exposure from candy or any other preventable sources. It 'Is especially 
important that FDA adopt a more stringent standard for lead in Mexican-style candies 
because these candies are most often eaten by Latino children, This children, like other 
children in communities of color and low income communities, are already more likely to 
be exposed to lead from sources such as inadequate hor.xsing and proximity tol 

ead-emitting industrial facilities . 





lead from candy; establish a clear enforcement action level and policy ; and adopt a 
comprehensive standard for lead in candy packaging. Thank you fior considering our 
comments . 

Sincerely, 

Michael Green 
Executive Director 
Center for Environmental Health 

Shana Lazerow 
Staff Attorney 
Corrununitios for a Better Environment 


