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September 21, 2009 
David Mallory, P.E.
Manager, Measures Development Section 
Stationary Source Division 

California Air Resources Board 

1001 I Street, 23rd Floor 
Sacramento, CA  95814

RE:
Proposed Amendments to the California Consumer Products Regulations; Board Agenda Item # 09-8-4; NPCA Comments 

Dear Mr. Mallory:

The National Paint and Coatings Association/FSCT (NPCA/FSCT)
 submits the following comments on the Proposed Amendments to the California Consumer Products Regulations; Board Agenda Item # 09-8-4 and incorporates by reference previously submitted comments.  

Aromatic Limitation  

The proposed 1% limitation on aromatic compounds restricts formulation flexibility. Formulators need this flexibility especially given the stringent 3% limit for Paint Thinners and Multi-purpose Solvents. NPCA/FSCT believes that this provision is problematic and not necessary and that ARB delete this proposed requirement and work with Industry to develop reactivity-based limits.  NPCA/FSCT is also concerned that this could and most likely will establish a precedent for other consumer products categories in the future.  Please refer to the letter from the National Paint & Coatings Association’s Spray Paint Manufacturing Committee and CSA Committees for additional comments.  

Labeling Concerns

NPCA/FSCT is concerned the “tag” label statement are problematic in that they may compel manufacturers to provide “dual” Spanish language on the labels for the affected products. This would increase burden on the industry by forcing companies to redo their product labels, and discard existing labels. 
Inconsistent VOC Content Labeling

NPCA/FSCT is concerned that if this rule is finalized as proposed, manufacturers will need to comply with both ARB VOC percent and SCAQMD weight-per-volume limits which is problematic from a compliance and labeling perspective. In addition, while ARB states that the standards are “virtually equivalent”, the 3% limit is probably more restrictive than the SCAQMD limits. Further, as proposed, manufacturers selling products into SCAQMD will be subject to and be burdened by four successive standards between January 1, 2010 and December 31, 2013. ARB should minimize burden by either using its authority to supersede existing district rules or modify the language in the proposed regulation to have ARB VOC limits for these products apply everywhere in the state except for the SCAQMD.   
3% Limit is Problematic 

While ARB has attempted to mitigate the increased risk of fire hazard that will result from the substitution of mineral spirits to acetone in this rulemaking, this risk still remains. This problem is actually acerbated by the fact that the aromatic restriction will limit the use of an alternative to acetone – PCBTF – to only 1%. NPCA/FSCT continues to be concerned that few effective products exist today that will meet the 3% limit, as a result we question the feasibility of the proposed rule. We appreciate the fact that CARB has included a technology review of the rule in 2012 and we are hopeful that CARB will make any necessary changes as needed, to the limits based on this review.  
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.  Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have questions or need further information.  

Sincerely,

/s/








David Darling, P.E.






Director, Environmental Affairs




** Sent via email **

� NPCA/FSCT is a voluntary, nonprofit trade association working to advance the needs of the paint and coatings industry and the professionals who work in it. The organization represents paint and coatings manufacturers, raw materials suppliers, distributors, and technical professionals. NPCA/FSCT serves as an advocate and ally for members on legislative, regulatory and judicial issues, and provides forums for the


advancement and promotion of the industry through educational and professional development services. 
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