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MACK TRUCKS, INC,

One of The Signal Campanias %

April 23, 1981

Director, Standarxds and Regulationé Division

Attn: ONAC Docket 81-02 {Medium and Heavy Trucks)
ANR-490

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency

wWashington, D. C. 20480

Gentlemen’

Retention of Federal Noise Emission Standards
For New Medium and Heavy Duty Trucks

Mack Trucks, Inc., a manufacturer of heavy duty diesel trucks
of 26,000 pounds and greater, would like to express its concern
over t:he rnumerous reports that the Environmental Protection
Agency's Office of Noise Abatement and Control, as it applies to

new madium and heavy duty trucks, may be disbanded. We are con-<
cerned. that, as a result of this actien, neise control activ:.t:.es
(_\ ' will be left to state and local governments. X
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Ma}:k Trucks, Ing. supports the establishment of a modified
* [verai®dn’ of the current 83 dB(A} Federal Truck Noise Requlation, .
which preempts state and local requlations.. It is. our understanding

that "such a reviaion would be in full compliance with the Noise

Control Act.

TR nas noted that the Reagan Administration considers
noise control a state or local matterll We interpret this to meap 6\

that should the Federal Noise Regulat:.on be withdrawn, the regulat
tion and eontrol of new truck noisé levels will ravert back to
individual states and/or municipalities. I£ this shaquld, in fact
occur, we envision an alarming discord of state and local naise
regulat:.ons with which truck manufacturers would have to contend.

1/ 'Requlatory .Reform: ONAC To Receive No Funding Beyond
October 1982; Noise Rules May Be Rescinded", The Bureau of
National Affairs, Inc., Noise Regulation Reporter, Number
177 (February 23, 1981), A-13, l4.
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The predicament of varying state and/or local regulaticns could be
eliminated if all jurisdictions weould agree to adopt or establish
virtually identical noise regulating criteria, including testing,
based on the existing Federal requirements. ' However, a single,
justifiably established Federal truck noise regulation, as is
esently in effect, would a X 3 N

rﬂi;ggggg_gﬁ_ghg_transcontinental, interstate and intrastate
cpe & _in which heavy duty trucks are engaged, we believe that .
local contrel would un ] nvironmental effects

which have beefi established ulat .
example, & state which has a new truck noise regulation in
effect could experience minimal benefits due to noise produced b
out-of~atate trucks which conform to less stringent regulations
{or even no regulations). This scenario assumes that manuface
turers will market trucks which comply only with specific state
or local noise regulations, i.e., there would be a Pennsylvani
truck, an Chio truck, a Chicago truck. etc.

thisg case

ariations in noise regulationsg can result in "more-

i The "more-specialized? i
Jee e ordering and delive of the vehicle.

ne

stringent regulations are in
effact. lthough it would be ssible to "rewor fa—i
order t educe the nolise lavel, that method of "ManuractUring”
ig_much more costly than InOitia 25815 L
cmpliance. [

& = ang »lal!
et ey offigie (S ¥arying regu-
lations could necessitate low volume, high cost components for the

more stringently regqulated trucks. sed on current pro
0% { 11
be destined for speqific areas of the count with more stringent
noilse rac =Jnefcle -',-\ T~ Sa-aIaa = B . sy = ~h e A TN o= 1o =),
Enuamy—tr—20024 thue to the low volume of individual components,

vehicla manufa ars and parts suppliers would be placed in &
poslti ge capital tooling :
25
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purchaser of such vehicles will be paying approximately 31% more
“—for—thT-TO15e component packade because of the low volume sit ion

Another option available to zeh;,cle manufacturers is to bun.ld
all truck i that will be
pPCSgiL is approach overcomes some of the problems encountered
with the pravious scenario. However, in this case, the truck pur-

chasars and their customers, in permissive or unregulated juris-
dictions,‘ in effect, will be subsidizing the noise programs of
restriective jurisdictions. Unfortunately, this practice of building
only "quiet" trucks can place a manufacturer at a comparative price
disadvantage in the perm:i.ss:.ve jurisdiections if all manufacturers

do not follow the same practice.

2 eb lig hat a Feders i 50

2g iom m Bg—2g We do, however, recommand j;hgt there
be several changes in the current regulation i prorder to reduce e

Fazyrae P!IMM‘.J'-A-’W'l"'---'ll’"l"!"l_‘.l. = FAE SUOYT -

(\ noise comp pliance be handled in a . fozm gim Pat urilized b
JP——Fe National Highway Pra a Adnifatration in managing the
b5 S rds. e ig method 1o oo pt-TT—
Self-certification procedure get up hy the veb s manufa e,

aLlows & E8sting OF prototypes and subgeguent production units
which, i1 the best engineering judgement of the manufacturer, are
most representative of the vehicles to be produced.

5u=.h_a.:g_,
roach would eliminate the need to s it annual production veri-
:.cat on Tepc d _cons ates. t also wold not ental
e extensive record keeping requ:.re inder the current truck noise

regulation and would. reduce much of the costly and time-consuming
paperwork. Manu g then would be free to dev:.se the:.r own

loeal regulation. We believe that such action will benefit vehi .=|7

ODE 5ts, owners, and manufacturers, as well as the environment. 4

We fully SUpPpOLEt the retention of the 84 dB(A}eEhandard because we

believe it +o-Bho rost eiiechaida and JUSEiriied.«»hl30, the effects :

of this Standard on the environment have ye © be ccmpletely ;
’ evaluated. Q 80 dB{ A P i
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It is our opinion that the pesitions takeh on these'subjects are in

keeping with the requirements of the Neoise Control Act.
Very truly yours,
MAj TRUCKS, INC.

s. Roﬁgggﬂﬂ*

Project Engineer-
Vehicle Regulations
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