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MAC]( TRUCKS, INC.

.One of The Signal Campanile :_1

April 23, 1981

Director, Standards and Regulations Division
Attn: ONAD Docket 81-02 (Medium and Heavy Trucks)
ANR-490

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
f Washington, D.. C. 20460

Gentlemen':

Retention of Federal Noise Emission Standards

For New Medium and Heav_ Duty Trucks

Mask Trucks, Inc., a manufacturer of heavy duty diesel trucks
of 26,000 pounds and greater, would like to express its concern
over the numerous repo;.ts that the Environmental Protection
Agency's 0flies of Noise Abatement and. Control, as it applies to
new medium and heavy duty trucks, may be disbanded. We are con- G_
cerned, that, as a result of _hie action, noise control activities ---

C_ will he left to state and local governments. M_e_ _ueks. T_. ". %
wis_ _n e,m _D 'r"'''_'.'I _" "_"..... _ncr the continuation of a Fed- C_

"-e_m_ N_e-Re_latlon which _Teemots state and local noise re@ula -_

_ ,._'_,.1,-1' 81._ l_k_ _ _mz_hmmize our support _or further

_--M_,k Trucks, Inc. supports the establishment of a modified )_

' /versiOn of the eurran_ 83 dR(A) Federal Truck Noise Regulation,

/which preempts state and local regulations.. It is our understandinl
/ that such a revision would be in full compliance with the Noise

_ Control Act. -

----------TITS_A has noted that the Reagan Administration considers

noise control astste or loca_ matterl-/. We interpret this to me_
that should the Federal Noise Regulation he w_thdrawn, the regula
tlon and Eontrol of new truck nois4 levels will revert back to
individual states and/or munieipali_.ies. _f this should, in fact
occur, we envislon an alarming discord of state and local noise
regulations with which truck msnufacture£s would have to contend.

I_/ "Requlatoz_, .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October 1982; Noise Rules May Be Rescinded", The Bureau of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, /981), A-13, 14.
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The predic_e_t of varying state and/or _ulations could be_
l eliminated if all jurisdictions would agree to adopt or establish _¢_J
|virtually identical noise regulating criteria, including testing, " _/

|based on the existing Federal requirements. Hnwever, a single, )
|justifiably established Federal truck noise regulation, as is /

_ently in eff eect, would appear #c __ '_C_C l_i_l. _--

Because o_,,,,thetranscontinental t interstate and intrastate

oper-=Llwns in which heavy duty trucks are engaged, we believe that
t_h-etransfer o= _ruc_ nolse re_u±atlon zrom _'eaeral co staEe and

local control WOULd tt_dermin_ _ _._ml 1, environmental e_Zects

_w_ch have been eet_b%_hed und_ _h_ _,_-_'_n_ P_a]. requlat4_
H_'or example, a state which has a new truck noise •regulation in |

effect could experience minimal benefits due to noise produced b_
out of state trucks which conform to less stringent regulations •_ _-_
(or even no regulations). This scenario assumes that manufac-//
tutors will market trucks which comply only with specific state/ --
or local noise regulations, i.e., there would be a Pennsylvani_

true.k, an Ohio truck, a Chioa_o truc_, etc. .J

Merkae_/n_ s_r_,, in this case r could be slanifi_nn_ly'

__oueover, 6urrent _1_t I" tu trancfar uDzcld U_,_.:.sf_m sta_/_-o'stae_. 0%-_ven from-locality to locality, could be
seve_cted_ dependin_ on t2_e varlation of hOUSe
rey_l-_T_/__.)Variations in noise regulations e_n result in more

_4cializedW-_ehicles. The "more-specialized" _ vehicle _@. £he.
longe_ eim_ b_w_#n _he crusting and delivery of the vehicle. "tS_
_n i.anv em_es. _h_ _n_-,_ _ro_uct line O_ a manufacturer would no

l'oneeT _ ...._-_ _.... _ Wh_Tq strin_en_ regulations are in-
_ffec_.It_,_hou@h it would be possibl_ to "rewor_ _ _h_i_ i_-
order t_"_eduoe ,the noise level, that metho_ or "manuzacturlng"
is much more costly tha_ initially _Hm_A=._=L_In_ _.h= chassis ir£--

6-omplianc@.

latlcns could necessitate low volume, hlgh cost components for the
more stringently regulated trucks. Eased on out'rent prediction

be destined for specific afore of the country with-more stringent

_e to the low volume o_ individual components,
vehic_ mRn_4ne£u_._s nnd Darns @_iers would be placec in a

" "_-'_ 1_rqe capital tooliDq exD_Dditur_s cou±_ nu; be- •
ed and, therefore, tnese _s would not he availamle _u----,

__m .... m'_'_"c_czti"e D_in._is estimated that the ini_cial
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purchaser of such vehicles will be payin_ approximately 31% more
• olse component package because of the low volume sit.ion
...... su_l. d_verse local and S_te requlaulons will encourage4_e-
additional cost _n _-_-me _h@ increased vehicle purchase

Another option available fluvehicle manufacturers is to build
all t_-ucks _o _ m_ _ev4m-_-_ _-___!-_t_n ms_minq that will be

-posslele_ (/_is approach overcomes some of the problems encountered
-_ith the p'Z_vious scenario. However, in this case, the truck pur-
chasers and their customers, in permissive or unregulated juris-
dictions, in effect, will be subsidizing the noise programs of
restrictive jurisdictions. "Unfortunately, this practice of building
only "quiet" trucks can place a manufacturer at a comparative price
disadvantage An the permissive jurisdictions if all manufacturers

do not follow the same practice.

Bam_ on the preceding, .we believe that a Federal truck noise
r_=,[1=_- m,,_ _ _--_ _W.e do, however r.;ecommend that there

_be several changes i_ the curren_ regulation _rder to reduce the

/-A. _--noise compliance he handl-_ _. m _T_ q4._ _m_ _m _-hat _e_ I __m_ by

self-certification procedure se_ ___ _y eh_ _hlo_ _,,_-_
I_ a_ows _n_ _est_ng of prototypes and subsequent production u_its
which, i% the best engineering judgement of the manufacturer, ere
most representative of the vehicles to be produced. _-_ _n

approach would eliminate the need to s_it annual production veri-
"fication reports and constant uDdates._=_t also would no_ en_ell
_e extensive record keeping required under the current truck noise
regulation and would reduce much of the costly and time-consuming
paperwork. Man__*-_m ehe D would be free to devise their own
compliance schem@ W_h wnuls h.m_" _-_t their inoividual needs anm-

_.L =egulatian"
_n summary/ Mack Trucks, Inc. stronqly supports the establish--

• local regulation. We h_l_ve that such action will benefit vehicl_
-up_xacors, owners _ and manufacturers, as well as the environment._2
_-We fully support the retention o_ the 83 dB (A)_andard because

-of this Standard on the environment have yet to be completely
evaluated. W_ e_-_n_ to advOe_ _ ,_a_=w_1 _ _h_ 80 dB(A)
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It is our opinion that the positions takeh on these subject's are in i
keeping with the requirements of the Noise Control Act.

Very truly yours,

MACK TRUCKS, INC°

Project Engineer-
Vehicle Regulations

[


