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Dr. Larry Beaver





Direct Number: 704.688.3418

Vice President - Technology




Lbeaver@gunk.com

November 3, 2006

Air Resources Board

1001 I Street

23rd Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Attention:  Clerk of the Board

http://www.arb.ca.gov/lispub/comm/bclist.php
Via:  First Class Mail and email 

Subject:  Comments on the ARB staff Proposed 2006 Amendments to the California Consumer Products Regulation; Agenda Item #06-10-8

Dear Air Resources Board Members:

Radiator Specialty Company appreciates the opportunity to comment on the proposed 2006 Amendments to the California Consumer Products Regulation and the Aerosol Coatings Regulation dated September 26, 2006.  Over the course of the last several months we have attended the working group meetings and been involved in several discussions with CARB staff regarding these proposed regulations.  We have provided feedback on several occasions directly to CARB staff.  As charter members of the Automotive Specialty Products Alliance (ASPA) we have actively participated in the development of the ASPA comments regarding these regulations that ASPA submitted directly to your clerk on October 27, 2006.  Please consider our comments, below, to be supplementary to those submitted previously by ASPA and us.  Our intention here is not to exhaustively revisit all of the earlier comments.  We want to simply summarize our support of those areas of the proposal that we believe are feasible and to point out our concerns regarding the areas of the staff proposal that we cannot support because there is no evidence that they are practical or in some cases, even safe.  We urge you to carefully consider the comments set forth in the ASPA letter to the ARB dated October 27, 2006.

Radiator Specialty Company manufactures a variety of lubricants, degreasers, cleaners, and functional fluids for the professional and do-it-yourself automotive markets in the United States, Canada, and abroad.  Our product lines sold in California include many of those categories proposed for additional VOC regulation as outlined in the ARB staff proposal dated September 26, 2006.  Our sales into California each year are substantial from both a sales and profitability standpoint so we of course have a keen interest in any regulations that would tend to impact the quality and consumer acceptance of the products sold.

We do believe that California consumers would be directly impacted by the proposed amendments to the Consumer Products Regulations.  While some of the proposed VOC limits are practical to implement, most are simply not feasible from a performance, stability, or safety perspective.  We are concerned that the basis for many of these proposed changes was a fundamentally flawed study conducted by the Institute for Research and Technology Assessment (IRTA) entitled "Alternatives to Automotive Consumer Products that Use Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC) and/or Chlorinated Organic Compound Solvents".  This study was not peer reviewed, is highly subjective, and generally biased toward water based products that typically do not have acceptable performance, customer acceptance, or adequate safety when packaged in aerosol form.  

The IRTA study was used by CARB staff to justify the proposed limits of 10% VOC for the Automotive Brake Cleaner, Carburetor or Fuel-Injection Air Intake Cleaner, and Engine Degreaser categories.  The basic premise was that if any complying product existed in the marketplace and the IRTA study showed feasibility, then the limit was set to approach the lowest VOC limit currently in the marketplace.  This premise is flawed because complying product has demonstrably lower performance and poorer consumer acceptance.  This premise also does not differentiate between the needs of the professional mechanic and the homeowner.  A 10% VOC product found acceptable for occasional household use is not acceptable for a professional mechanic that demands a high performance, fast acting product at the most reasonable cost.  For the mechanic time is money and poor performing automotive chemicals do not sell well and when used, are often over-applied to compensate for the poorer cleaning efficiency.  We have direct evidence of this fact when we consider the very poor sales of our ultra-low VOC brake cleaner sold into the California market as compared to the much more effective 44% VOC product we offer into the same market.  The IRTA study is not good science and the 10% VOC limits proposed based upon that study are therefore flawed.

Specific Comments by Consumer Product Category:

Automotive Windshield Washer Fluids (Type A)

Radiator Specialty Company supports the currently proposed limit of 25% VOC.  However, we do still have concerns that the 25% VOC level may not provide adequate freeze protection against the lowest temperatures that could be expected in some Type A areas.  We would urge the Board to carefully consider a study to determine the safety ramifications of this change.

Automotive Brake Cleaner

Radiator Specialty cannot support the proposed limit of 10% VOC.  Our industry has no credible evidence that this level is technically feasible and would allow a product that meets our professional users' requirements for fast, safe, and effective cleaning of disassembled brake mechanisms.  We are concerned that CARB staff has not adequately studied the safety ramifications of the use of low VOC products in this category.  We urge the Board to carefully consider the 20% VOC limit proposed by ASPA.  We do believe that a safe, effective product meeting a 20% limit could be in the marketplace by 12/31/2008.

Carburetor or Fuel-Injection Air Intake Cleaner

Radiator Specialty Company cannot support the proposed limit of 10% VOC for this category.  We do not believe that it is currently technically feasible to produce an effective product at this VOC level.  We are willing to expend R&D efforts to meet a 20% limit by no later than 12/31/2008.  We encourage you to study carefully the ASPA comments in this regard as outlined in the ASPA correspondence to you dated October 27, 2006.

Engine Degreaser

Radiator Specialty Company is the leading manufacturer and marketer of engine degreasers in the United States.  We develop and package both our branded product as well as a significant amount of the private label store brands offered by the major automotive aftermarket retailers. Our Engine Brite® line of engine degreasers can be found in home garages and professional repair shops all over the USA, Canada, and abroad.  Our knowledge of engine degreasers extends to solvent based, water based, foaming, gelled, and citrus formulations.  As our flagship product, the Engine Brite® line receives a substantial amount of R&D effort.  We are particularly concerned about the proposed 10% limit in this category because we are very knowledgeable as to the state of art associated with creating a low VOC product that is both safe and effective. This is a category currently containing effective water based products but all are handicapped by the fact that a hydrocarbon (VOC) propellant must be used to ensure product performance, stability, and safety.  Our attempts at formulating an effective water based Foaming Engine Brite® replacement at less than 10% VOC have not been successful.  Therefore, we do not believe that the 10% VOC limit proposed by your staff is feasible for this category within the original timeline but we are hopeful that with additional research we may be able to achieve the 10% VOC limit by 12/31/2010.  

Comments on other provisions of the proposed regulation change:

Radiator Specialty Company supports the proposed changes to the category definition for "Carburetor or Fuel-Injection Air Intake Cleaners".  We believe this change to be necessary to clarify the definition to exclude products from regulation that are introduced during engine operation and that are completely combusted during use and cannot therefore contribute to VOC emissions.

Radiator Specialty Company supports the proposed change to the category definition for "Electronic Cleaner".  This change recognizes the industry need for a professional-quality product sold only through non-retail channels to OEM users.

Radiator Specialty Company does not support the suggested revisions to the definition of "Rubber/Vinyl Protectant".  We do not believe that sufficient information has been presented by CARB staff to justify the proposed changes.  We also don't believe that sufficient study has been made of the ramifications that this change to the definition would have on this or other similar product categories regulated as part of the Aerosol Coatings Regulation.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the ARB staff proposal.  We also wish to thank the staff for their willingness to work with all stakeholders in this process.  We do however believe that their faith in the IRTA study is misplaced and influenced the staff to create generally unreasonable limits in the automotive products categories for consideration by the ARB.  

As you review our comments, please feel free to contact me directly at (704) 688-3418 if you have any questions.

Respectfully,

Larry G. Beaver, Ph.D.

Vice President, Technology
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