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In 1995 the Air Resources Board inplenented the first
tier of em ssions standards for small off-road engi nes
(SORE) bel ow 25 horsepower (hp). Mre than 300 engi ne
famlies are currently certified to those standards. The
second tier of SORE standards is schedul ed for

i npl ementation in January 1999, and represents a 70
percent reduction fromthe first tier |evels.

At the May 1997 workshops, staff stated that it intended
to propose that all new | awn nowers be equi pped with
spill-proof fueling systens. There was much di scussion
of the potential role of spillage control, so staff has
prepared this docunent to provide nore details on both
the possibility of using spillage reduction to alleviate
sone of the need for exhaust em ssion reductions and the
specifications for spill-proof fueling systens.

Spill age Reduction as an Alternative to Exhaust Reducti on

As noted in Mail-Qut #97-07, the staff believes that

al t hough fuel spillage em ssions were not included in the
State Inplenentation Plan (SIP) inventory, control of
fuel spillage could help mtigate the shortfal
associated with the proposed rel axati on of the
nonhandhel d standards, as overall em ssions woul d be
reduced. Thus, staff noted that it intends to propose
that all new | awn nowers be equi pped with spill-proof
fuel systens. A prelimnary estimate is that this would
provi de an additional reduction of 6 tons per day (tpd)
hydr ocar bon em ssi ons, which would help mtigate the

em ssion increase for engines subject to state control.
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Staff is requesting comments on this approach, and on any
ot her ways of providing additional reductions.
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The staff is open to ideas that woul d reduce spillage or
ot herwi se hel p neet the SORE em ssions reductions goal.
Because the |ikelihood that consuners would actually use
a given spillage control device is unknown, the staff
cautions industry that it will be nost receptive to plans
that address this issue in sone way. Furthernore,
because spillage em ssions were inadvertently |eft out of
the SIP, staff notes that alternatives that achieve
control beyond the bare m ni num needed to offset a

rel axation will be nost conpelling.

Specifications for "Spill-Proof" Fueling Systens

Based on comments received during and after the May 1997
wor kshops, the staff has tentatively identified the
followng requirenents for a "spill-proof" fueling
system

- full automatic operation

- self-sealing

- sealed until nozzle is fully inserted

- self-venting while in-use

- automatic shut-off to prevent overfilling

- provide for recovery of tank vapors

- protected agai nst tanpering

- warranted for two years agai nst defects (as per
t he engi ne warranty requirenents)

The staff requests comments as to whether the above |i st
is sufficient to ensure neani ngful spillage control.
Staff al so requests comments as to how anti-spillage
systens can best be distributed. At this tinme, the staff
believes that an instantly redeemabl e coupon provi ded
with the equipnent is likely to be the nost practical

met hod.

Comment s

The staff encourages industry and other interested
parties to contact staff with any comments or questions
and to provide witten comments. The staff requests that
coments be submtted as soon as practicable. Conmments
will be nost useful if they arrive prior to

August 21, 1997. Comments will be subject to the
attached confidentiality and public disclosure
guidelines. Please identify any specific material that
shoul d be considered a trade secret.
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The staff al so encourages all manufacturers that have not
yet responded to the econom c survey from Mail -Qut #97-07
to do so. The information will be used to determ ne the
cost effectiveness and econom c inpact of the staff’s
proposal . For your convenience, a copy of the survey is
at t ached.

Pl ease direct all comments to M. Mchael W Carter,

Chi ef, Em ssion Research and O f-Road Controls Branch,
9528 Tel star Avenue, El Monte, California 91731. [If you
have questions, please call M. Jackie Lourenco, Mnager,
O f-Road Controls Section, at (626) 575-6676 or

M. Scott Row and, staff, at (626) 575-6683.

Si ncerely,

Robert H. Cross, Chief
Mobil e Source Control Division

Attachment s



Attachment A
Qui delines for Handling Confidential Mteri al

In accordance with Title 17, California Code of

Regul ations (CCR), Sections 91000 to 91022, and the
California Public Records Act (Governnent Code Sections
6250 et seq.), the information that a conpany provides to
the Air Resources Board (ARB) may be released (1) to the
public upon request, except trade secrets which are not
em ssions data or other information which is exenpt from
di scl osure or the disclosure of which is prohibited by
law, and (2) to the federal Environmental Protection
Agency, which protects trade secrets as provided in
Section 114(c) of the Cean Air Act and anendnents
thereto (42 USC 7401 et seq.) and in federal regul ations,
and (3) to other public agencies provided that those
agenci es preserve the protections afforded i nformation
which is identified as trade secret, or otherw se exenpt
fromdisclosure by | aw (Section 91000, Title 17, CCR and
Heal th and Safety Code Section 39660(e)).

Trade secrets as defined in Governnent Code Section
6254.7 are not public records and therefore will not be
released to the public. However, the California Public
Records Act provides that air pollution em ssion data are
al ways public records, even if the data conme within the
definition of trade secrets. On the other hand, the
information used to calculate air pollution em ssions may
be withheld fromthe public if the information is a trade
secret.

| f any conpany believes that any of the information it
may provide is a trade secret or otherw se exenpt from
di scl osure under any other provision of law, it nust
identify it as such at the tinme of submi ssion to the ARB
and nust provide the nane, address, and tel ephone nunber
of the individual to be consulted if the ARB receives a
request for disclosure or seeks to disclose the data
clainmed to be confidential. The ARB nmay ask the conpany
to provide docunentation of its claimof trade secret or
exenption at a later date. Data identified as
confidential wll not be disclosed unless the ARB
determ nes, in accordance with the above referenced
regul ations, that the data do not qualify for a |l ega
exenption fromdisclosure. The regul ations establish
subst anti al safeguards before any such discl osure.



Attachment B
Busi ness | npact Survey
The ARB respectfully requests that you conplete the
follow ng survey to assist in our formulation of the
potential econom c inpact of the proposed control plan on
t he regul ated industry.

Conpany Nane

Manuf act uri ng/ Operating Plant Location(s)

Type of Industry (SIC Code if avail able)

Is this an i ndependent enterprise or a subsidiary of a

| arger conpany (pl ease specify)?

Nunmber of Enpl oyees/Locati on

Omers Equity/ Asset Size

Net | ncone

Net Worth

Profitability
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Annual Sales (Mdst Current Figure)

Research and Devel opnent Dol | ars Expended/ Needed

O her Increnmental Costs (please specify)

VWhat proportion of your sales will be inpacted by the

proposed control plan?

Pl ease specify any other specific/technical concerns.




