Resolution 67-1
Resolution 67-2

Resolution 67-3

” Resolution 67-4

Resolution 67-5

Resolution 67-6 [F

Resolution 67-7

Dr. Ing -Pbrsche Kﬂ,rflled an appllcatlon Tor a certificabte of
appraval for_ a- closed crankcase em1551on control system for the

g1l engine._'-

for a certificate nf approval for a sealed crankcase emission control
system. S

Co., Ltd 'has been found,to be adequately equlpped and quallfled to
conduct testlng of exhaust .and crankcase control dev1ces.

certlficate of appr@val for a crankcase emlssion control system.'

foyota Motors Itd., of Alchl Ken Japan, flled an epplication for

a certificate of appeoval for a cl@sed crankcase emission control
system descrlbed herToyota Mbtors Ltd S
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" Resolution 67-8

Holley Carburetor Company -has been found to be adegquetely eguipped

and gualified to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase centrol

devices in accordance with the standards established by the State
Dept. of Public Health

Resolution 67-9

The State Legislature approved as part of the 1966-67 fiscal year
budget act an expenditure of $204,254 contractural services with the

State Dept. of Public Health.

Resolution 67-10
Resolution 67-11

Resclution 67-12

Resolution 67-13
Resolution 67-1k
Resolution 67-15

Resolution 67-16

Resolution 67-17

Resolution 67-18

Resolution €7-19

Resclution 67-20

Scott Researdh Lahos. Inc, has submltted a proposal datced 2/9/67
for building a mobile laboratory ete, -

to evaluate the effect of certain maintenance on emissions.

A portion of the Federal Grant Tunds are for a 100-car Tleet Test

Bavariaen Motor Works A& has been found to be adequately equipped
and qualified to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase control]

my
Q

Ferrari Sefac cf Modena, Italy filed an applicatlon for a
certificate of approval for a closed crankcase emission control
gystem described as the Ferrarl (Nosed Crankcase Emission Controll
Systen.

The Honda Motor Company, Ltd., has been found to be adequately
equipped and gqualified to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase
control devices in accordsnce with the standards established by
the State Dept. of Public Health under Sec. 426.5 of the H&S Code.

Sec, 2L386 (5) of the Health and Safety Code provides that the
MVPCB shall exempt classifications of vehicles from the mandatory -
provisions of the law when it is found that a device is "not
avalilable,

The Automobile Club of So., California has been found to be adequats
eguipped and qualified to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase
control devices in accordance with the standards established by
the State Dept. of PH under Section 426.5 of the H&S Code and
MVECB criteria. ' '

GMC Truck and Coach Division of General Motors Corporation has
been found to be adeguately eguipped and gualified to conduct
testing of exhaust and crankcase control devices in accordance
with the standards established by the State Dept. of PH under Code.

The Chevrolet Motor Division of GM Corp. has been found to be -
adeguately equipped and gqualified to conduct testing of exhaust and
crankcase control devices in accordance with the standards established
by the State Dept. of PH under Sec. 426.5 of the H&S Code and

MVPCB criteria

The Chevron Research Co., a Standard 0il Co, of Californis Subsidiary,
has been fournd to be adequately equipped and qualified to conduct
testing of exhaust and crankcase control devices in accordance wit’
the standards established by the State Dept. of PH.

Scott Research Lab., Inc. has been found to be adequately equipped
and gnalified to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase control:
devices in accordance with the standards established by the State
Dept. of PH under Section L26.5 of the H&S code & MVBCB criteria




Reseluﬁcn .6? -21

Resolution 67-22

. Resoltbighi .' 61-?3-, '

Resolutigﬁ 67-2k

Resolution 67-25

'Resélﬁt'ion 67-26 |

Reéolutiéh 67 -é?

msolution 67-28

Resolution 67-29

Resolﬁtian 67-30

Resolution 67-31
Resolution 67-32
Resolution 67-33
Resolution 67-3h
&solution 67-35

Resolution 67-36
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_British Koter Corp. Ltd ha.s been found to be adequte]y egquiypped and
gualified to conduct testing of exheust and crankcage control devices
in accordance with the standards established by the State Dept. of PH
|under Sectiom 426.5 of the Health and Safety Code and MVPCB criteria.

Tungsten Contact Mfg. Co. , Inc. filed an application on Nov. 7, 1966
for a certificate of approval for a crankcase emission contrel valve.

Toyota Motor Co. ILid. , on April 25, 1967 submitted a formal application
for approval of a factory installed exhaust euission contz'ol system
for . 1968 and later models. :

A report on the sta.ff emlmtion of the Ea.ton Closed Cra.nkcase Emission
Control System as submitted by the Ford Motor €Co. of Dearborn, Mich,

- |Control Systems. The basis of the evaluation is the Alternate Testing

. |established by the State Dept. of PH.

_|with the State Dept. of Public Health.

|A report on the staff evaluation of the 3 NSU Sealed Crankecase Emission

Procedure for Evaluation of Devices to Control Crankcase Emissions,
(Faetery Installation), Juge 1, 1963 :revision.

Scott Resea.rch Labs Inc. has submitted proposals for this wark of
inspectien of "high elitters"

Ism Motors Ltd. has been found to be adequately equipped and gualified
to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase control devices in accordance
with the stamndards established by the State Dept. of PH under Sec. 426.5
of the Kealth and Safety Code and MVPCB. criteria

85 Automobiles Inc. filed a formal application for approva.l of an exha.
emission control system on May 2, 1967. ‘

Wherea.s f.'ontinental Motors COrp has been foand to be adegquately equipped |
and qualified to conduet testing of exhawst and crankcase control devices
in accordance with the standards established by the &tate Bapt. of PH.

Whereas ARCO Chemical Company, & Division of Atlantic Richfield Company,
has been found to be adeguately equipped and qualified to ecenduct testing
of exhaust and cramkcase control devices in. a.ccorda.nce w:;th the dtandards

Whereas, Dr. Ernst Plesset has cwpleted two tem as a mettber a.nd one
term as- chaimn of “the MVFCB. :

Hhereas, Joseph E, Havenner has .aanpleteda-t'wo terms as a member of the
MVPCB etc.

Whereas, Richard M. Mock has completéd two terms as a member of the MVPCB,

Whereas, the State Legislature will approve as part of the 1967-68 fiscal
year budget act, an expenditure of $201,25k for contractural services

Whereas the MVPCB has designated Sceit Research Labs. awtomotive testi
facility as an authorized motor vehicle pollution control test lab.

Whereas engineering evaluation show that the Daikatsu Hi Jet and Trimobile
two stroke engines meels egiablished Btate standards criteria for
erankesse emigsions.
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”aolution 67-38

Resolution 67-3'9

Resolution 67-40

Resolution 67-U41
Resolution 67>-h2
Resolution 67-!43
" Resolution é?-kﬁ
Resolution €7=-45
Resolution 67-16
Resolution 67-47

Resolution 67-48

Resolution 67-49

Resolution 6?’-56:

ﬁa‘olution 67-51
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) certification of a.pproval for a crankease emission contrel system. v'.ic

Whereas White Motor Co., €Cleveland, Chio filed an spplication for

Whereas Hmta.iia.n Motors Co. of leos Angeles, Calif. filed an applicatic a
for a certificate of approval for a sealed crankcase emissiom control
system described as the Hawalian Kotors Co., "Cony" aea.led cra.nkca.se
em&ssion eontrol systenm.,

Whereas Niksan Motor Co , Ltd. Takara-cho, Kanagswa-ku, Yokohama, Japan
filed an spplication for a certirica.te of approval for a era;nkca.se system.

Hhereas the Intemtional Hurvester Tmck Engine Lab has been found te be
adequately equipped and qua.lified. to conduct testing of exhawst and
crankcase control devices 1n aeeordsnee with the atmdards established
by the State Dept. of PH,- -

Whereag Fiat S.P.A. has been found to be adequately egquipped and qualifie
to cond:aet testing of exhaust and cra.nkca.se control devices ete.

reas Peugect hbera.tory lus been found to be: uduqute]y equipped and
fied to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase control devices ete

Whereas Antenot‘ive Research Asse¢iates has been found to be adeguately
equipped and qualified to conduct testing of exhaust a.nd craukcase control
devices ete. .

Hherea.s Chrysler Corp on J’nne 23, 1967, sn‘bnif.ted a-Ietter of Representation
and all test data for 1968 Califormia certificatfon of an exhaust miusi&

control system,

Whereas, General Hotbrs, on June 30, 1967, submitted 4 Letter of Representa-
tion and all test da'ha for 1968 ca.lirornia certirication of an exhauat _
systu L

Whereas Fard Motor Co., on June 30, 3.967, submiﬁted a Letter of Represe
tion and all test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust
control system.

Whereas ,'Intérnatioml Harvester, on June 30, 1967, submitted a Letter of
Representation and all test date for 1968 California certification of an
exhanst mission control systan

Hhereas Nissan lletor C'o., Ltd. oa Me 20, 1967, submitted a Letter of
Representation and all test data :t‘or 1968 California. certiﬁcation of an
exhaust control sysiem.

-all test data for 1968 California certification of ‘an exhaust emission

Whereas, Volvo, on June 8, 1967, submitted a Letter of Represemtation and

control systen etc

Wherea.s Peugeot, Inc -on June 29, 1967 submitted a Letter of Representation
and all test dsta for 1968 California certification of an exhaust system etc

Whereas Isuzu Motors Ltd. on June 20, 1967, submitted a Letter of
Representation and all test data for 1968 Californis certification etec




Resolution 67-52

Resolution 67-53

Reselution 67_-—5_&
Resolntion 67-55

. Resolution 67-56

Resolution 67-57
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of Representetion and all test data for 1968 California certification

Whereas Volkawagen of America, Inc., on July 6, 1967 submitted a Letter ‘
exhangt control systems ete.

Whereas, Ricardo & Co., Shorehem-By-Sea, Sussex, England, has been found
to be adequately equipped and qualified to comduct testing of exhaust

and crankcase control devices in accordance with the gtandards established
by the State Dept. of FPH. .

Whereas, Olson Labs Inc. Dearborn, Mich. has been found to be adeguately
eguipped and qualified to conduet testing of exhaust and cramnkcase control
devices in accordance with the standards ete.

Whereas, Dr. Ing. Porsche KG, om July 5, 1967, submitted a Letter of
Representation for all test data for 1968 California certification of an
exbhangt emission comtrol system. ' '

Whersas, Awerican Motors Corporation on June 30, 1967, submitted a Letter
of Representation and all test dats for 1968 California certification of
-an exhaust emission control system.

[Whereas, Marvel-Schebler Division of Borg-Warner Corporation has been
found to be adeguately equipped and qualified to comduct testing of
exhaust and crankcase control devicez in accordance wibh the standards etc.

a8, Saab Corp., om June 22, 1967, submitted a Letter of Representation
nd all test data for 1968 Californja certification of an exhaust system.

Wheress Robert Bosch GMBH has been found to be adeguately equipped and
qualified to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase conirol devices etc.

Wheduas, Dalmler-Benz, Inc. on July 7, 1967, submitted a Letter of
Representation for all test data for 1968 California certification of an
exhaust emission control system ete. ‘

Whereas, Daimler-Benz Aktiengesellschaft, Stuttgart, Unterturkeheim,
Germany, filed an application for a certificate of approval for a crankcase
emisgion control system which is described as follows: ete.

Whereas, Regie Nationale Des Usines Renault of Billancourt, France, filed
an application for a certificate of approval for a crankcase emission
control system,: '

Whereas, Toyota Motors Ltd., of Aichi-Ken, Japan, filed an application
for a certificate of approval for a closed crankcase emission control
system described as the Toyota Motors Ltd., closed crankcase emission
control system, _ . '

Whereas NSU Motorenwerke, Neckarsulm, Germany, filed an application for
a certificate of approval for a sealed crankcase emission control system
for the Wankel Engine desgribed as the NSU Sealed Crankcase Emisslon

Control System. A7 CERT/I FIEL — SepPT /3, /Fe7

Whereas, the All1-0-Matic Manufacruring Corporation filed an application
on Aug. 21, 1967 for a certificate of a}proval for a crankcase emigsion

control valve. A0 7 CERTIFIEL — SerT /3, /967

Whereas, Mrs. Michael Levee, Jr. has completed one term as Vice-Chairman
of the MVPCB.
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Resolution 67-67

Whereas, William E. Nissen, has been a member and has completed two terms
a8 Chairman of the Board.

P-golution 67-68

—Wherszs, British Motor Corp. Ltd. August 16, 1967, submitied & Letter o
Representation and all test data for 1968 California certification of

an exhaust emission control system.

Resolution 67-69
Regolution 67-TO

Resolution 67-

Wheteas, Jaguar on Sept. 5, 1067, submitted a Letter of Representation
and all test data fro 1968uCalifornia certification of an exhaust emissic
control system, : :

wWnereas, Kajiser Jeep Corp. om Aug. 51, 1907, sUbEitted & Letter of
Representation and all test data for 1968 Californla certification of
and exhaust emission control system.

&S, oStandard Motor Colpany Ltd,, MAKErsS Of the Iriwapn car, on |
Sept. L4, 1967, submitted a Letter of Representation and all test data:
for 1968 California certification of an exhaust emission control system|

Resolutign 67-72
Resolution 67-73
Resolution 67-Th
Resolution 57-75

Resolution 67-76

2

Resolution 67-77

_Wnereas, Adam Opel A.G., a Division of General Motors Overseas Operationg
on Sept, 6, submitted a Letter of Bepresentation and all test data for
1968 Callfornla certlflcatlon of an exhaust emission control system,

Whereas, The Rover Company Ltd., on Sept. LlL, L9o7, submitted a Letter
of Representation and all test data for 1968 California certification of
an exhaust emission control system. S

Whereas, Ford Motor Co. of Britain on Sept. LI, 1007, submitted & Letter
of Representation and all test data for 1968 California certification
of an exhaust emission control system

WHETeas, Rolls-Royce Ltd. on bept I, I96T, submitted & Letter or |
Representation and all test data for 1968 Californla certification of an
exhaust emis51on control system.r '

Whereas, the Motor Vehicle Pellution Control Board has for the past fouy
years utilized the services of two Vehicle Test Coordinators.

Tereas, Citroen Cars Uorp, o Sept. LI, 1967, submitted a Tetter of |
Representation and all test data for 1968 California certification of]
and exhaust emission contrel system.




RESOLUTION 67-1

WHEREAS, Dr. Ing. Porsche KG, filed an spplication for a certificate of
approval for a closed crankcase emission control system for the 911 engine,
described as the Dr. Ing. Porsche K.G, Closed Crankcase Emission Control
System having the follcwing specifications;

A tube from the crankcase to a special oil sump.

A tube from the oil sump through a flame arrester to the clean side
of the air cleaner.

A sealed oil filler cap.

WHEREAS, the system has been found to meet the crankcase emission control
standards established by the California Department of Public Health as
published in Title 17 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 5,
Sub~Chapter 5, Article 1, Section 30530; and

WHEREAS, after considering representations submitted by the mapufacturer,

the Board finds that the system meets the criteria of the Motor Vehicle
Pollution Control Board as published in Title 13 of the California Administra-
tive Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2003.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board

Issue a certificate of approval for the Dr. Ing. Porsche Closed Crankcase
Emission Control System for new Porsche cars, 911 engine, factory installa-
tion, on 1966 and subsequent models of motor vehicles in classification (a)
as designated in Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3,
Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 200k,

1/18/67
mj



RESOLUTION 67-2

WHEREAS the Glas Automobile Corporation, Long Beach, California, filed

an application for a certificate of approval for s sealed crankcase

emission control system described as the Glas Automobile Corporation

sealed crankcase emission control system having the following specifications;

1. A tube from the side of the oil filler spout to the
atmospheric side of the air filter element.

2. A sealed oil filler cap.

WHEREAS the system has been found to meet the crankcase emission conirol
standards established by the California Department of Public Health as
published jn Title 17 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 5,
Sub-Chapter 5, Article 1, Section 30530; and

WHEREAS after considering representations submitted by the manufacturer,
the Boerd finds that the system meets the criteria of the Motor Vehicle
Pollucion Coutrol Board as published in Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2003.

THEREFCRE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board

Issue a certificate of approval for the Glas Automobile Corporation
sealed cronlivaze enission control system for new Glas Automobile
Corporation cars, fectory installation, on 1967 an¢ subseguent models
of motor vehicles in classification (2) as designated in Title 13 of
the Caiiforiia Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1,
Section 2004,

1/18/67
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MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTICON CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTTION 67-3

WHEREAS, Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 24397 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may desi-
nate such laboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to analyze
and determine, on the basis of the standards established by the Board,
devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the standards set by
the State Department under Section 426.5 and the criteria established by
the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board;" and

WHEREAS, Porsche K.G., Stuttgart, Germany, has been found to be adequately
equipped and qualified to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase control
devices in accordance with the standards established by the State Department
of Public Health under Section 426.5 of the Health and Safety Code and Motor
Vehicle Pollution Control Board criteria; and

WHEREAS, cross-checks will be undertsken periodically to insure accurate
and satisfactory test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS, Porsche K.G., Stuttgart, Germany, has agreed in writing to conduct |
all tests and evaluations for the purposes of certification according to
procedures established by the Board;

NOW: THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control
Board hereby designates Porsche K.G., vehicle testing laboratory at Stuttgart,
Germany as an Authorized Vehicle Pollution Control Testing Laboratory.

1-18-67
gve



o
l :

MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-4

WHEREAS, Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 24397 of the Health and Safety Code
provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may designate such
laboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to analyze and determine,
on the basis of the standards established by the Board, devices which are so
designed and equipped to meet the standards set by the State Department under
Section L26.5 and the eriteris established by the Motor Vehicle Pollution
Control Board;" and

WHEREAS, Humber, Ltd., Coventry, England, has been found to be adequately
equipped and qualified to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase control
devices in accordance with the standards established by the State Department
of Public Health under Section 426.5 of the Health and Safety Code and Motor
Vehicle Pollution Control Board criteria; and

WHEREAS, cross-checks will be undertaken periocdically to insure accurate and
satisfactory test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS, Humber, Ltd., Coventry, England, has agreed in writing tc conduct
all tests and evaluations for the purposes of certification according to
procedures established by the Board;

NOW: THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board
hereby designates Humber, Ltd., vehiecle testing laboratory at Coventry, England
ag an Authorized Vehicle Pollution Control Testing Laboratory. '

1-18-67
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MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTTION CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTTION 67-5

WHEREAS, Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 24397 of the Health and Safety Code
provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may designate such
laboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to analyze and determine,
on the basis of the standards established by the Board, devices which are so
designed and equipped to meet the standards set by the State Department under
Section 426.5 and the criteria established by the Motor Vehicle Pollution
Control Beard;" and

WHEREAS, E.R.A., Ltd., Dunstable, England, a subsidiary of the Zenith Carburetter
Co., Ltd., has been found tc be adequately equipped and qualified to conduct test-
ing of exhaust and crankcase control devices in accordance with the standards
established by the State Department of Public Health under Section 426.5 of the
Health and Safety Code and Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board criteria; and

WHEREAS, cross-checks willl be undertaken pericdically to insure accurate and
satisfactory test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS, E.R.A., Ltd., Dunstable, England, a subsidiary of the Zenith Carburetter
Co., Ltd., has agreed in writing to conduct all tests and evaluations for the pur-
poses of certification according to procedures established by the Board;

NOW: THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pcllution Control Board
hereby designates E.R.A., Ltd., vehicle testing laboratory at Dunstable, England
as an Authorized Vehicle Pollution Control Testing Laboratory.

1-18-67

gve



State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTRCL BOARD

Resolution 67-6

WHEREAS the Co-Recti-Fire Company, Lake Worth, Florida, filed an application
for a certificate of spproval for e crankcase emission control system which
is degcribed as follows:

A tube from the rocker arm cover to a spring-loaded crankcase
emission control valve to a spacer plate under the carburetor.

This control valve contains a mixing chamber with a stainless
steel mesh to separate out o0il and dirt.

A second tube from a modified oil filter cap or the rocker arm
cover or the road draft tube to the clean side of the air filter,

Sealed oil filler cap when needed,

WHEREAS the system has been found to meet the crankcase emission standards
established by the California Department of Public Health as published in

Title 17 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 5, Sub-Chapter 5,

Article 1, Section 30530; and

WHEREAS after considering represeptations submitted by the mamufacturer the
Board finds that the device meets the criteria of the Motor Vehicle Pollution
Control Board as published in Title 13 of the California Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2003; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board issue a certificate of approval
for the Co-Recti-Fire Company, lLake Worth, Florida, closed crankcase emission
control system for new and used motor vehicles in classifications (b), (c),
(), (e), and (£) as designated in Title 13 of the Californis Administrative
Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2004.

1/18/67
gve/mj
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-7

WHEREAS Toyota Motors Litd., of Aichi-Ken, Japan, filed an application
for a certificate of approval for a closed crankcase emigsion control
system described as the Toyota Motors Ltd, "F" Engine closed crank-
case emission control system haeving the following specifications;

A tube from crankcase through a spring-loaded
regulation valve into the intake manifold.

A second tube from the rocker arm cover into
the clean slde of the air cleaner.

A sealed oll filler cap.

WHEREAS the system has been found to meet the crankcase emission control
standards established by the California Department of Public Health as
published in Title 17 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 5,
Sub-Chapter 5, Article 1, Section 30530; and

WHEREAS after considering representations submitted by the manufacturer,
the Board finds that the system meets the criteria of the Motor Vehicle
Pollution Board as published in Title 13 of the California Administrative
Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2003.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board

Issue a certificate of approval for the Toyota Motors Ltd., "F" Engine
closed crankcase emlssion control system for new Toyota Motors Ltd, cars,
factory installation, on 1967 and subsequent models of motor vehicles

in classification (CS as designated in Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 200k,

3/8/67
mj



State of Califomrnis
MOTOR VEHICLE POLIOTION CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-8

WHEREAS, Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 24397 of the Health and Safety Code
provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may designate such
laboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to analyze and determine,
on the basls of the standards established by the Board, devices which are so
designed and equipped to meet the standards set by the State Depertment under
Section 426.5 and the criteria established by the Motor Vehicle Pollution
Control Board; and ”

WHEREAS, Holley Carburetor Company, has been found to be adequately equipped
and qualified to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase control devices in
accordance with the standards established by the State Department of Public
Health under Section 426.5 of the Health and Safety Code and Motor Vehicle
Pollution Control Board criteria; and

WHEREAS, cross-checks will be undertaken periodically to insure accurate and
satisfactory test reports and evaluastions; and

WHEREAS, Holley Carburetor Company, Warren, Michigan, has agreed in writing
to conduct all tests and evaluations for the purposes of certification
according to procedures established by the Board;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board

hereby designates Holley Carburetor Company, vehiecle testing laboratory at
Warren, Michigan as an Authorized Vehicle Pollution Control Testing Laboratory.

3/8/67



RESOLUTION 67 -- 9

WHEREAS the State Department of Public Health performs testing services
for the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board at its facilities at
43l South San Pedro Street, Los Angeles; and

WHEREAS that laboratory is an officially authorized testing facility;
and

WHEREAS the State Legislature approved as part of the 1966-67 fiscal
year budget act, an expenditure of $20L,254. contractural services
with the State Depariument of Public Health, and

WHEREAS this Board desires to enter into an inter-agency agreement with
the Department of Public Health for services of the Motor Vehicle
Emission Facility for the current fiscal year,

NOW, TEEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board
Authorizes the Executive Officer to execute an inter-agency agreement
with the State Department of Public Health for contractural services

at the Motor Vehicle Emission Facility, for a sum not to exceed
$20k 254,

3/18/67
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RESOLUTION 67-10

WHEREAS, the Motor Vehicle Pollutien Control Board has been awarded
Federal Grant funds for expansion of emission surveillance of vehicles
with exhaust controls in public use in California; and

WHEREAS, Section 24398, Chapter 3, Division 20 of the Health and Sefety
Code authorizes the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board to contzact
for the performance of services; and

WHEREAS, a portion of the Federal Grant funds are for the purpese of
building a self-contasined mobile lsboratory facility for use at various
locetions in California; and

WHEREAS, Scott Research Laborstories, Inc. has submitted a proposal dated
2/9/6T for building & mobile laboratory; and

WHEREAS, & technical advisory group has slded the staff in evaluating
‘the submitted proposals, and the Test Procedures Committee recommends
the Scott propossl due to their experience in building mobile lsboratories;

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board authorizes the Executive
Officer to execute s contract with Scott Research laboratories, Inc.,
for $60,785 for the building of a mobile laboratory Ffacility per Scott's
proposal of February 9, 1967,

ls
3/8/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHTCLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

Resolution 67-11

WHEREAS the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board has been awarded Federal
Grant funds for expansion of emission surveillance of vehicles with exhaust
controls in public use in California; and

WHEREAS Section 24398, Chapter 3, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code
authorizes the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board to contract for the
performance of tests or other services; and

WHEREAS a portion of the Federal Grant funds are for a 100-car fleet test to
evaluate the effect of dertain maintenance on emissions; and

WHEREAS the Automobile Club of Southern California submitted a proposal dated
- Feb. 8, 1967 to accomplish the fleet test; and

WHEREAS & technical advisory group has aided the staff in evaluating the sub-

mitted proposals, and the Test Procedures Committee recommends that the

Automobile Club of Bputhern California be asked to accomplish the fleet project

igé to their unique capebility in procuring and controlling the maintenance of
e vehicles,

THEREFORE, BE IT RESCLVED, that this Board
Authorizes the Evecutive Officer to execute a conbtract with the Autcmobile

Club of Southern California for $120,000 to accomplish the 100-car project
per the Board's project outline dated Jan. 23, 1967.

3/8/67
mj



State of Californisa
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-12

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may de-
signate such laboratories as it finds are gqualified and equipped to
analyze and determine, on the basis of the standards established by the
Beard, devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the standards
set by the State Department under Section 426.5 and the criteria esta-
blished by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board;" and

WHEREAS Bavarian Motor Works AG has bsen found to be adequately equipped
and qualified to conduct testirg of exhaust and crankcase control devices
in accordance with the standards established by the State Department of
Public Health under Section 426.5 of the Health and Safety Code and Motor
Vehicle Pollution Control Board criteriaj; and

WHEREAS Board staff personnel have reviewed the laboratory equipment and
personnel qualifications and have assured themselves that instrument re-
corder traces are satisfactory; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks will be prescribed by the Board to insure
accurate test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS Bavarian Motor Works AG has agreed in writing to conduct all
tests and evaluations for the purposes of certification according to
procedures established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control
Board hereby designates the Bavarian Motor Works AG vehicle testing
laboratory at Munich, Germany, as an Authorized Vehicle Pollution Control
Testing Laboratory.
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State of California
Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board
417 South Hill Street
Los Angeles, California 90013
THE FERRARI SEFAC REPORT ON CLOSED CRANKCASE EMISSION CONTROL SYSTEM

Introduction

This is a report on the staff evaluation of the Ferrari Sefac Closed Crankcase
Emission Control System., The basis of the evaluation is the Alternate Testing
Procedure for Evaluation of Devices to Control Crankcase Emissions, (Factory
Installation), June 1, 1963, revision. This report does not include evidence
concerning compliance with the Board's criteria.

Description of System

l. A tube from the rocker-arm cover through an orifice to the base of each
carburetor, .

2. A tube fran the rocker-arm cover (at the seme point of comnection as the
other tube) to the air cleaner.

3. A flame arrestor in the rocker-arm cover connection.
L, A sealed oil filler cap.

Canplié.nce with Crankcase Enission Standards

The applicant has demonstrated to the satisfaction of the staff that the system
when operating efficiently meets the State standards,

Canpliance with Board Criteria

The Board has on file a letter from Ferrari Sefac, signed by & legally authorized
officer, containing the manufacturer's representation that the device which will
be mamifactured for original equipment installation only, will comply with the
Board's criteria, including odor criterion, The letter also states that the
system will not be used as replacement other than for cars upon which it was
originally installed.

Summary and Conclusions

l. The crankcase emission control system meets the crankcase emission -
standards of the Californis Depertment of Public Health when operating
efficiently.

2. The applicant has made representation that the device as produced for
original equipment installation only will comply with the Board's
criteria,

3. The staff recommends that the Ferrari Sefac Closed Crankcase Emission
Control System be approved for new Ferrari Automcbiles, factory
installation, on 1967 and subsequent models of motor vehicles in
classification (c).

5/10/67
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Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board
417 South Hill St.
Los Angeles, California 90013

RESOLUTION 67-13

WHEREAS Ferrari Sefac of Modena, Italy filed an application for a
certificate of approval for s closed crankcase emission control system
described as the Ferral Closed Crankcase Emission Control System having
the following specifications:

1. A tube from the rocker-arm cover through an orifice to the
base of each carburetor.

2. A tube from the rocker-arm cover (at the same point of
connection as the other tube) to the air cleaner.

3. A fleme arrestor in the rocker-arm cover connection.

L. A sealed oil filler cap.

WHEREAS the system has been found to meet the crankcase amission control
standards established by the California Department of Public Health as
published in Title 17 of the California Admiaistrative Code, Chapter 5,
Sub-Chapter 5, Article 1, Section 30530; and

WHEREAS after considering representations submitted by the manufacturer,
the Beard Tinds that the system meets the crileria of the Mober Vehicle
Pollution Centrol Board as published in Title 13 of the Califcrnia

Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chspter 1, Article 1, Sectlon 2003.

THEREFQRE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board

Issue a certificate of epproval for the Ferrarl Sefac {losed Crankease
Enission Control System for new Ferrari automobiles factory irsvallaticn,
on 1967 and subsequent models of motor vehicles in classitication (c) as
designated in Title 13 of the Californias Administrative Code, Chapter 3,
Sub~Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 20Ck.
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State of California
MOTCR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-14

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may de-
signate such laboratories ag it finds are qualified and equipped to
analyze and determine, on the basis of the standards established by the
Board, devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the standards
set by the State Department under Section 426.5 and the criteria estab-
lished by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board;”" and

WHEREAS the Honda Motor Company, Ltd., has been found to be adequately
equipped and gqualified to conduet testing of exhaust and crankcase con-
trol devices in accordance with the standards established by the State
Department of Public. Health under Section 426.5 of the Health and Safety
Code and Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board criteria; and

WHEREAS Board staff perscnnel have reviewed the test facility and inter-
viewed personnel and observed test procedures; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks are prescribed by Board procedures to in-
sure accurate and satisfactory test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS the Honda Motor Company, Ltd., has agreed in writing to conduct
all tests and evaluations for the purposes of certification according
to procedures established by the RBoard;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESCLVED, That the Moter Vehicle Pellution Control
Board hereby designates the Honda vehicle testing laboratory at Tokyo,
Japan as an Authorized Vehicle FPollution Control Testing Laboratory.
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-16

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may de-
‘signate such laboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to
analyze and determine, on the basis of the standards established by the
Board, devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the standards
set by the State Department under Section 426.5 and the criteria estab-
lished by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board;" and

WHEREAS the Automobile Club of Southern California has been found to be
adequately equipped and qualified to conduct testing of exhaust and
crankcase control devices in accordance with the standards established
by the State Department of Public Health under Sec¢tion 426.5 of the
Health and Safety Code and Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board
criteria; and

WHEREAS Board staff personnel have reviewed the test facility and inter-
viewed personnel and observed test procedures; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks are prescribed by Board procedures to in-
sure accurate and satisfactory test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS the Automobile Club of Southern California has agreed in writ-
ing to conduct all tests and evaluations for the purposes of certifica-
tion according to procedurss established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFCRE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control
Board hereby designates the Automcbile Club of Southern California vehi-
cle testing laboratory at Los Angeles, California as an Authorized Vehi-
cle Pollution Control Testing Laboratory.
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-17

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Contrcl Board may de-
signate such laboratories as 1t finds are qualified and equipped to
analyze and determine, on the basis of the standards established by
the Board, devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the stan-
dards set by the State Department under Section 426.5 and the criteria
established by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board;" and

WHEREAS the GMC Truck and Ccach Division of General Motcrs Corporation
has been found to be adequately equipped and qualified tc conduct test-
ing of exhaust and crankcase control devices in accordance with the
standards established by the State Department of Public Health under
Section L26.5 of the Health and Safety Code and Motor Vehicle Pollution
Control Board criteria; and

WHEREAS Board staff personnel have reviewed the test facility and inter-
viewed personnel and observed test procedures; and

WHEREAS ade@uate cross-checks will be prescribed by the Board to insure
accurate and satisfactory test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS the GMC Truck and Coach Division of General Mctors Corporation
has agreed in writing to conduct all tests and evaluations for the pur-
poses of certification according to procedures established by the Beard;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control
Board hereby designates the GMC Truck and Coach Division of General Motors
Corporation vehicle testing laboratory at Pontiac, Michigan as an Authoriz-
ed Vehicle Pollution Control Testing Laboratory.

5/10/67

Zve



State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUITON CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-18

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may de-
signate such lsboratories as it finds are gualified and equipped to
analyze and determine, on the basis of the standards established by
the Board, devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the
standards set by the State Department under Section L26.5 and the
criteria established by the Motor Vehicle Polluticn Control Board;"
and

WHEREAS the Chevrolet Motor Division of Genersl Motor Corporation has
been found to be adequately equipped and qualified to conduct testing
of exhaust and crankcase control devices in accordance with the stan-
dards established by the State Department of Public Health under
Section L426,5 of the Health and Safety Code and Motor Vehicle Pollu-
tion Control Board criteria; and '

WHEREAS Board staff personnel have reviewed the test facility and inter-
viewed persomnel and observed test procedures; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks are prescribed by Board procedures to in-
sure accurate and satisfactory test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS the Chevrolet Motor Division of General Motor Corporation has
agreed in writing to conduct all tests and evaluations for the purposes
of certification according to procedures established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFCRE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Con-
trol Board hereby designates the Chevrclet vehicle testing laboratory
at Warren, Michigan as an Authorized Vehicle Pollution Control Test-
ing Laboratory.
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BCARD

RESOLUTION 67-19

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may de-
signate such laboratories as it finds are gualified and equipped to
analyze and determine, on the basis of the standards established by
the Board, devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the stan-
dards set by the State Department under Section 426.5 and the criteria
established by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board;" and

WHEREAS the Chevron Research Company, a Standard Oil Company of Cali-
fornia Bubsidiary, has been found to be adequately equipped and guali-
fied to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase control devices in
accordance with the standards established by the State Department of
Public Health under Section 426,5 of the Health and Safety Code and
Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board criteria; and

WHEREAS Board staff personnel have reviewed the test facility and inter-
viewed perscnnel and observed test procedures; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks are prescribed by Board procedures to
insure accurate and satisfactory test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS the Chevron Research Company has agreed in writing to conduct
all tests and evaluations for the purposes of certification according
to procedures established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Con-
trol Board hereby designates the Chevron Research Company vehicle
testing laboratory at Richmond, California as an Authorized Vehicle
Pollution Control Testing Laboratory.
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTTON CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-20

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 249T of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may
designate such laboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to
analyze and determine, on the basis of the standards established by the
Board, devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the standards
set by the State Depariment under Section 426.5 and the criteris
established by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board;" and

WHEREAS Scott Research Laboratories, Inc. has been found to be adequately
equipped and qualified to conduct testing of exhaust and crankease contreol
devices in accordance with the standsrds established by the State Depart-
ment of Public Health under Section 426,5 of the Health and Safety Code
and Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board criterisa; and

WHEREAS Board staff personnel have reviewed the test facility and inter-
viewed personnel end observed test procedures; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks sre prescribed by Board procedures to
insure accurate and satisfactory test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS Scott Research Laboratories, Inc. has sgreed in writing to conduct
all tests and evalustions for the purposes of certification according to
procedures established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control
Board hereby designates the Scott Research Laboratories, Inc. testing
laborstory at West Trenton, New Jersey, as an Authorized Vehicle Pollution
Control Testing Iaboratory.

la
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-21

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may de-
signate such laboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to
analyze and determine, on_the basis of the standards established by
the Board, devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the stan-
dards set by the State Department under Section L426.5 and the criteria
established by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Beard;" and

WHEREAS the British Motor:Corporation Limited, has been found tc be
adequately equipped and qualified to conduct testing of exhaust and
crankcase control devices in accordance with the standards established
by the State Department of Public Health under Section L426.5 of the
Health and Safety Code and Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board
criteria; and

WHEREAS Beard Staff personnel have reviewed the test facility and
interviewed personnel and cbserved test procedures; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks are prescribed by Board procedures to
insure accurate and satisfactory test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS the British Motor Corporation Limited has asgreed in writing
to conduct all tests and evaluations for the purposes of certification
according to procedures established by the Board;

NCOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESQOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Polluticn Con-
trol Board hereby designates the British Motor Corporation Limited
vehicle testing laboratory at Longbridge, Birmingham, England as an
Authorized Vehicle Pollution Control Testing Laboratory.
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State of California
Motor Vehicle Pollution Coatrol Board

Resolution 67-22

WHEREAS the Tungsten Contact Manufacturing Co., Inc. filed an application on
November 7, 1966 for & certificate of approval for a crankcase emission
contrel valve which iz described ms follows:

A spring-lested, tapered-plunger flow control valve identical in all
respects to the "AC" valve approved by the Board as part of the "AC"
closed crankcase emission control system under Resolution 62-30 on
December 18, 1962; and

WHEREAS the company has represented in writing and has submitted proof that
their valve is identical in material, workmanship and in all other respects
to the AC valve; and

WHEREAS the company has stated its intention to market this valve only as a
replacement for the AC-type valves; and

WHEREAS the Board under Title 13, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article k, is
empowered to approve a device if it is identical in all respects with a
device which has been certified by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board
pursuant to the Health and Safety Code, Section 24386; and

WHERFAS this valve meets said requirements; and

NCW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board issue a certificate of
approval for the Tungsten Contact Mfg.Co., Inc. tapered-plunger valve to be
used as a replacement for AC type valves in certified crankcase emission
control systems on new and used motor vehicles in classifications (v), (C)a
(), (e) and (f) designated by Title 13, California Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 200k; and Identical Devices
Article 4, of the California Administrative Code, Title 13, Chapter 3,
Sub-Chapter 1, Sections 2300 through 230L.
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State of California

MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-23

WHEREAS, the Toyota Motor Co., Ltd., on April 25, 1967 submitted a formal application

for approval of a factory installed exhaust emission control system for 1968 and
later models; and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the Toyota Manifold Air Injection System with
major components comprised as follows:

1. engine-driven air pump;
2. air-injection into each exhaust port;

3. carburetor and distributor modifications;

b, recommended maintenance.

WHEREAS, the system complies with the exhaust emission standards of the State Depart-
ment of Public Health for hydrocarbons and carbon monoxide for the life of the
vehicle as determined according to established procedures of the Board; and

WHEREAS, based upon demonstration of compliance with established procedures the Board
finds that the system meets the criteria of the Board, as published in Title 13 of
the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-chapter 1, Article 2, Section 21033

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjustments
cutside manufacturer’'s specifications as delivered to the customer, and these adjust-
ments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, the applicent has agreed to accomplish the following, or equivalent, as
additional conditions of certification:

1, 100 percent inspection of spark timing at the end of the vehicle assembly
line,

2. Offering and promotion of a free spark timing and idle adjustment by the
dealer at 1000 miles and adequate training of dealer service persomnel to
perform these adjustments,

3. HNotification to the owner that he is entitled to a free spark timing and
idle adjustment by the dealer at approximately 1000 miles.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board, under the powers and authority

granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378, Division 20 of the Health and
Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval for factory installation of the Toyota Manifold Air
Injection System for 1968 model vehicles only with engines in classifications (a-2),
(a=3), (b), and (¢}, pursuant to Title 13, California Administrative Code, Chapter 3,
Sub~chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105.

AND BE 1T FURTHER RESOLVED, that the continuing effectiveness of this certification
is dependent upon satisfactory surveillance data end all other pertinent information
relating to the performance of the system when in public use.

5/10/67
Jh



Btate of Califoroio
dMotor Vehicie Poliutitn Contrel Boord
417 South Hill Street
Los Angeles, Culliforniz Q0013
ERPORT ON THE EATON CLOSED CRANKCASE EMISSION CONTROL SYSTEM

Introduction

This is a report on the staff evaluation of the Eaton Closed Crankcase
Fmission Control System as submitted by the Ford Motor Company of Dearbornm,
Michigan. The basis of the evaluation is the Alternate Testing Procedure
for Evaluation of Devices to Control Crankcase Emissions, (Factory Instal-
lation), June 1, 1963, revision. This report does not include evidence
concerning compliance with the Board's criteria.

Description of System

1. A tube from the rocker-arm cover through a spring-leeded self
cleaning control valve to the base of each carburetor.

2. A tube from a modified oil filler cap to the alr cleaner.
Compliance with Crankcase Fmission Standards

The applicant has demonstrated to the satisfaction of the staff that the
system when operating efficiently meets the State standards.

Compliance with Board Criteria

The Board has on file a letter from the Ford Motor Company signed by a
legally authorized officer, containing the mamufacturer's representation
that the device which will be mamifactured for original equipment instal-
lation only, will comply with the Board's criteria, including odor criter-
ion.

Bummary and Conclusions

1. The crankcase emission control system meets the crankcase emission
standards of the California Department of Public Health when
operating efficiently.

2. The applicant has made represemtation that the device as produced
for original equipment installation only will comply with the
Board's eriteria,

3. The staff recommends that the Eaton Closed Crankcase Emission
Control System be approved for new automobiles, factory instal-
lation, on 1967 and subsequent models of motor vehicles in
classification {d), (e) and (f) only

5/10/67
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'STATE OF CALYFORNIA
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

 RESOLUTION 67-2U

WHEREAS Ford Motor Company of Dearborn, Michigan, filed an application
for a.certificate of spproval for a closed crankcase emissions control
system on May 1, 1967; which is described as the Eaton Closed Crankcase
Emissions Control System, having the following specifications: :

1. A tube from the rocker arm cover through a spring-loaded self
cleaning flow control valve into the intake manifold.

2. A tube from a modified ofl filler cap to the air cleaner. ™

WHEREAS the applicant has demonstrated to the satisfaction of the staff that
‘the system when operating efficiently meets the State standards; and

WHEREAS the Board has on file a letter from Ford aigned by a legal officer,

eontaining the manufacturer's representation that the system, which will be
‘manufactured for original equipment installation only, will comply with the

‘Board's criteris and that this system will go 12,000 miles without service;

and »

WHEREAS the device has been found to meet the crankcase emigsions standards
established by the State Department of Public Health as published in Title 17
of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 5, Sub-Chepter 5, Article 1,

- Section 30530; and '

WHEREAS based upon representations submitted by the manufacturer, the Board

- finds that the device will meet the eriteria of the Motor Vehicle Pollution
Control Board as published in Title 13 of the California Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2003; . :

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED,

That this Board issue & certificate of approval to the Ford Motor Compeny
for a closed crankcase emissions control system for factory installation

on new 1967 snd subsequent model cars in motor vehicle classifications (d),

- (e) and (f) aa designated in Title 13, Chapter 3, Sub~Chapter 1, Article 1,
~ Section 2004, ' | . SRR
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTTON CONTROL
REPORT ON THE 3 NSU SEALED CRANKCASE EMISSION CONTROL SYSTEMS

Introduction

This 1s a report on the staff evaluation of the 3 NSU Sealed Crankcase Emis-
sion Control Systems. The basis of the evaluation is the Alternate Testing
Procedure for Evaluation of Devices to Control Crankcase Emissions, (Factory
Tnstallation), June 1, 1963, revision. This report does not include evidence
concerning compliance with the Board's criteria.

Description of Systems

System 1. A tube from the rocker-arm cover through an oil separater
to the air cleaner (2 cylinder engines).

System 2. A tube from the rocker-arm cover to the air cleaner
(4 ecylinder engines).

System 3, A tube from the rotor body chamber through a spring-loaded
check valve to the air cleaner (Wankel Engine).

A sealed oil filler cap is used in each system.

Compliance with Crankcase Emission Standards

The applicant has demonstrated to the satisfaction of the staff that the
systems when operating efficiently meet the State standards.

Compliance with Board Criteria

The Board has on file a letter from NSU, signed by a legally authorized officeb,
containing the manufacturer's representation that the devices which will be manu-
factured for original equipment installation only, will comply with the Board's
criteria, including odor criterion. The letter also states that the systems will
not be used as replacement other than for cars upon which they were originally
installed. ‘

Summary and Conclusions

1. The crankcase emission control systems meet the crankcase emission
standards of the California Department of Public Health when opera-
ting efficiently.

2. The applicant has made representation that the devices as produced,
for original equipment installation only, will comply with the Board's
criteria.

3. The Staff recommends that the NSU Sealed Crankcase Emission Control

Systems be approved for new NSU Automobiles, factory installation,
on 1967 and subsequent models of motor vehicles in classifications
(a) and {g) only.
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State of California
MOTCR VEHICLE POLLUTICN CONTROIL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-25

WHEREAS NSU Motorenwerke, Neckarsulm, Germany, filed an application
for a certificate of approval for 3 sealed crankcase emission contrel
systems described as the NSU Sealed Crankcase Emission Control Systems,
having the following specifications:

System 1. A tube from the rocker-arm cover through an
oil separater to the air cleaner (2 cylinder
engines).

System 2. A tube from the rocker-zrm cover to the air

cleaner (4 cylinder engines).

System 3. A tube from the rotor body chamber through
a spring loaded check-valve to the air cleaner
(Wankel Engine)

A sealed oll filler cap is used in eunch systam.

WHEREAS the systems have been found Lo meet the crankcase emission
control standards established by the California Department of Public
Health as published in Title 17 of the California Administrative Code,
Chapter 5, Sub-Chapter 5, Article 1, Section 30530; and

WHEREAS after considering representations submitted by the manufacturer,
the Board finds that the systems meet the criteria of the Motor Vehicle
Pollution Contrecl Board as published in Title 13 of the California Admini-

- trative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2003.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board

Issue a certificate of approval for the three NSU Sealed Crankcase Emis-
sion Control Systems for new NSU automobiles factory installation, on
1967 and subsequent models of motor vehicles in classifications (a) and
(g) only, as designated in Title 13 of the California Administrative
Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2004,
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

Resolution 67-26

WHERAS, approximately 20% of vehicles with exhaust control systems

have emissions over 350 ppm and may be described as "high emitters”;
and

WHEREAS, these high emitters contribute a disproportionately large
share to total air pollution; and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to inspect these high emitters in order to
determine the cause, and it is desirable to evaluate methods of
reducing their emissions; and

WHER®AS, Scott Research Laboratories, Inc. has submitted prgposal§
for this work, and have performed adequately on contracts with this
Board in the past;

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board authorizes the Executive
Officer to amend the existing contract with Scott Research
Labcratories, Inc.,, for up to $10,000 additional funds to inspect
high~emitting cars, and to evaluate methods of reducing their
emissions,
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State of California
MOTOR VEHTCLE FOLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-27

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "the Motor Vehicle Pollubion Control Board may
designate such laboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to
anslyze snd determine, on the basis of the standards established by the
Board, devices which ars so designed " and pped to meet the standards
Bet by the State Department under Section .5 and the criteria
established by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Comtrol Board;™ and

WHEREAS Isuzu Motors Ltd. has been found to be adequately equipped and
quelified to conduet testing of exhaust and crankcase contwol devices in
accordance with the standards established by the State Department of
Public Health under Section 426.5 of the Health and Safety Code and
Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board criteria; and

WHEREAS Board staff personmel have reviewed the lsboratory equipment and
personnel qualifications and have assured themselves that instrument
recorder traces are satisfactory; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks will be prescribed by the Board to insure
accurate test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS Isuzu Motors Ltd. has sgreed in writing to conduct all tests and
evaluations for the purposes of certification according to procedures
established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE I'" RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Comtrol
Board hereby designates the Isuzu Motors Ltd. vehicle testing laboratory
et Tokyo, Jepan, as an Authorized Vehicle Pollution Control Teating
Laboratory.
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State of California
. MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-28

WHEREAS, SS Automobiles Incorporated filed a formal application for approval of
an exhaust emission control system on May 2, 1967; and

WHEREAS, the system is composed of these major components as follows:
| 1. engine-driven air pump
2. air injection into each exhaust port
3. carburetor and distributor modifications
. 4. recommended maintenance, and

WHEREAS, the system complies with the exhaust emission standards of the State
Department of Public Health of 275 PPM of hydrocarbons and 1.5% of carbon mon-
oxide for the life of the vehicle as determined according to established pro-
cedures of the Board; and

WHEREAS, based upon demonstration of compliance with established procedures, the
Board finds that the system meets the criteria of the Board, as published in Title 13
of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103;

. WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with ehgine adjustments out-
s8lde manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer, and these adjustments
have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, the applicant has agreed to accomplish the following, or equlvalent as
addltlonal conditions of certification;
. 1. 100 percent inspection of spark timing at the end of the vehicle
asgembly line. '

2. Offering and promotion of a free spark timing and idle adjustment
by the dealer at 1000 miles and adequate training of dealer service
personnel to perform these adjustments.

3. Notification to the-owner that he is entitled to a free spark tim-
ing and 1dle adjustment by the dealer at approximately 1000 miles

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board, under the powers and authority granted
in Chapter 3, (commencing at Section 24378)Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval for factory installation of the SS Automobiles -
Incorporated Exhaust Control System for 1967 and 1968 model vehicles only with engines
in classification (e), pursuant to Title 13, California Administrative Code, Chapter 3,
Sub~-Chapter 1, Article 2, Secticns 2104 and 2105.

. AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the continuing effectiveness of this certification
gve is dependent upon satisfactory surveillance data and all other pertinent information
5/10/67 relating to the performance of the system when in public use.



State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLIUTION CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-29

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "the Motor Vehicle Pollution Combrol Board may .
designate such lsboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to
enelyze and determine, on the basis of the standards establisked by the
Board, devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the standards
set by the State Depariment under Section 426.5 and the criteria
esteblished by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board;" and

WHEREAS Continental Motors Corporation has been found to be adequately
equipped and qualified to conduet testing of exhaust and crankcase
control. devices in accordence with the standards established by the
State Department of Public Heslth under Section 426.5 of the Health and
Safety Code and Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board criteria; and

WHEREAS Board staff persomnel have reviewed the laboratory equipment ‘
and personnel qualifications and have assured themselves thet instrument
recorder traces are satisfactory; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks will be prescribed by the Board to insure
accurate test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS Continental Motors Corporation has agreed .n writing to conduct
all tests and evaluations for the purposes of certification according
to procedures established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control
Board hereby designates the Continental Motors Corporation vehicle testing
lsboratory at Muskegon, Michigan, as an Authorized Vehicle Pollution Comtrol
Testlng Leboratory.

MLB/s,
5/10/61
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State of Californis
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-30

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safeby
Code provides that "the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control board wny
designate such laboratories as it finds are gualified and equipped to
analyze and determine, on the basis of the standards established by the
Board, devices which are s0 designed and equipped to meet the standards
get by the State Department under Section 426.5 and the criteria
esteblished by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board;" and

WHEREAS ARCO Chemical Company, a Divisien of Atlantic Richfield Company,
has been found to be adequately equipped and qualified to conduct testing
of exhaust and crankcase control devices in sccordance with the standards
established by the State Department of Public Heslth under Section L26.5
of the Health and Safety Code and Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board
criteria; and :

WHEREAS Board staff personnel have reviewed the lsboratory equipment and
personnel qualifications and have assured themselves that instrument
recorder traces are satisfactory; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks will be prescribed by the Board to inswre
accurate test reports and evalustions; and

WHEREAS ARCO Chemlcal Company, a Division of Atlantic Richfield Company,
has agreed in writing to conduct all tests and evaluations for the purposes
of certification according to procedures established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control
Board hereby designates ARCO Chemical Compeny, & Division of Atiantic
Richfield Company, lsboratory at Anaheim, California, as an Autrorized
Vehicle Pollution Control Testing ILeboratory.

MLB/a
5/10/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-31

WHEREAS, Dr. Ernst Plesset has completed two terms as a member and
one term as Chairman of the Motor Vehicle Pollutlon Control Board; and

WHEREAS, he has made an extraordinary contribution to his fellow
Californians and to his State government in the cause of cleaner air;
and

WHEREAS, he ﬁas freely given of his tiﬁe and effort in formulating
and fostering the Board's program; and

WHEREAS, he has been most conscientious in attending regular Board
meetings and serving on various committees of the Board; and

WHEREAS, he has now concluded his service on the Board, but not his
devotion to the cause of cleaner air;

NOW, THEREFCRE BE IT RESOLVED, that the present members of the Motor
Vehicle Pollution Control Board do hereby gratefully acknowledge his
service and publicly commend him for a job well done.

Date ' Chairman

Executive Officer

7/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-32

WHEREAS, Joseph E. Havenner has completed two terms as a member of
the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board; and

WHEREAS, he has made an extraordinary contribution to his fellow
Californians and to his State government in the cause of cleaner
alr; and

WHEREAS, he has freely given of hisvtime and effort in formulating
and fostering the Board's program; and

WHEREAS, he has been most conscientious in attending regular Board
meetings and serving on various committees of the Board; and

WHEREAS, he has now concluded his service on the Board, but not his
devotion to the cause of cleaner air;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESCLVED, that the present members of the Motor
Vehicle Pollution Control Beard do hereby gratefully acknowledge his
service and publicly commend him for a job well done.

Date . Chairman

Executive Officer

7/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BCARD

RESQLUTION 67-33

WHEREAS, Richard M, Mock has completed two terms as a member of
the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board; and

WHEREAS, he has made an extracordinary contribution to his fellow
Californians and to his State govermment in the cause of cleaner
air; and

WHEREAS, he has freely given of his time and effort in formulating
and fostering the Board's program; and

WHEREAS, he has been most conscientious in attending regular Board
meetings and serving on various committees of the Board; and

WHEREAS, he has now concluded his service on the Board, but not his
devotion to the cause of cleaner air;

NOW, THEREFCRE BE IT RESOLVED, that the present members of the Motor
Vehicle Pollution Control Board do hereby gratefully acknowledge his
service and publicly commend him for a Job well done.

Date Chairman

Executive Officer

7/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTICN CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-34

WHEREAS the State Department of Public Health performs testing
services for the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board at l1ts
facilities at 434 South San Pedro Street, Los Angeles; and

WHEREAS that laboratory is an officially authorized testing facility;
and

WHEREAS the State Legislature will approve as part of the 1967-68
fiscal year budget act, an  expenditure of $201,254 for contractural
services with the State Department of Public Health; and

WHEREAS this Board desires to enter into an inter-agency agreement
with the Department of Public Health for services of the Motor
Vehicle Emission Facility for the current fiscal year; and

NCW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board

Authorizes the Executive Officer to execubte an inter<agency agree-
ment with the State Department of Public Health for contractural
services at the Mctor Vehicle Emission Facility, for a sum not to
exceed $201,25L4, or such amount as may be designated by the Legislature
for such services.

T/12/67
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State of California
MOTCR VEHICLE POLLUTTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-35

WIEREAS the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board has designated
Scott Research Laboratories, Inc., automotive testing facility

as an authorized motor vehicle pollution control testing laboratory;
and

WHEREAS Section 24398, Chapter 3, Division 20 of the Health and

Safety Code authorizes the Motor Vehiecle Pollution Contrcl Board to
contract for the use of, or the performance of tests or other services;
and

WHEREAS the California Vehicle Test Laboratory operated by the State
Department of Public Health is not equipped and is unsasble to perform
certain necessary tests as required by the criteria established by
the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board; and

WHEREAS the Board has contracted with Scott for prior contracts and
found their performance to be satisfactory; and

WHEREAS it is necessary for the State to evaluate automobile emission
control devices as to their performance in relation to established
criteria and State standards as published by the Department of Public
Health; and

WHEREAS Scott Research Laboratories, Inc. has agreed to perform the
desired work as specified in the contract and the Motor Vehicle
Pollution Control Board finds the contract to be satisfactory;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board authorizes the Execubive
Officer to execute a contract with Scott Research Laboratories, Inc., for
a maximum emount of $5,000 during the 1967-68 fiscal year, and directs
the Bxecutive Officer to sign the contract on behalf of the State Motor
Vehicle Pollution Control Board; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this action is contingent upon the approval
of the budget for the MVPCB, now being considered by the State Legislature
in Sacramento, since avallability of funds is obviously essential to
effectuating this rescluticn.

7/12/67

gve



State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

Resolution 67-36

WHEREAS the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board, under Section
24390 (J) of the Health and Safety Code is given the authority
"to exempt . . . motor vehicles whose emissions are found by
appropriate tests to meet State standards without additional
equipment ., . . " and

WHEREAS engineering evaluation show that the Daikatsu Hi Jet and
Trimobile two stroke engines meets established State standards
criteris for crankcase emissions.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Find that Daikatsu Hi Jet and Trimobile two cycle engines meet
State standards and criteria in respect to compliance with erank-
case emission control requirements without additional eguipment

and are exempted from the crankecase control provisions of Article 3,
Chapter 3, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code.

7/12/67



o

State of California
Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board

REPORT OF THE WHITE MOTOR COMPANY V8-470 "GIESEL" ENGINE
CRANKCASE EMISSION CONTROL SYSTEM

Introduction

This is a report on the staff evaluation of the White Motor Company
"Giesel" Engine crankcase emission control system. The basis for the
evaluation is the Alternate Testing Procedure for Evaluation of Devices
to Control Crankcase Emissions (Factory Installation), December 1962
revision. The report does not include evidence concerning compliance
with the Board's criteria.

Degcription of Device

The White Motor Campany V8-LT0 "Glesel" Engine crankcase emission control

system consists of a metal tube connecting the oil fill tower to the dirty
side of the air cleaner. The system is completely sealed, there being no

provision made for the introduction of ventilation air. There is no flame
arrestor as the crankcase gases are directed to the dirty side of the air

cleaner. The oil filler cap is sealed.

The recommended service on the system is that the air cleaner be serviced
at the same intervals as the engine without the system installed.

The V8-470 "Giesel" Engine will be installed on White, Lansing-Reo,
Diamond T, Autocar and other vehicles.

Compliance with Crankecase Emission Standards

The applicant has demonstrated to the setisfaction of the staff that the
system when operating efficiently meets the State standards and odor
criteria,

Compliance with Board Criteria

The Board has on file a letter from the White Motor Company, signed by a
legally authorized office of the company, containing the manufacturer's
representation that the device which will be manufactured for original
equipment installation only, will comply with the Board's criteria. The
letter also states that the system will not be used for avtomobiles other
than those for which it was originally certified.

Summary and Conelusions

7/12/67
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1. The crankcase emission control system meets the crankcase emigsion
standards of the California Department of Public Health when opersting
efficiently.

2. The applicant has made representation that the device as produced for
original equipment installation only, will comply with the Board's
criteria.

3. The staff recommends that the White Motor Company V8-470 "Giesel"
Engine sealed crankcase emission control system be approved for new
cars, factory installation onily, on 1967 and subzequent models of

White, Lansing ? s Diamond T, Autocar and otber motor vehicles in
ctassification g?.



State of California

Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board

Resclution 67-37

WHEREAS White Motor Company, Cleveland, Ohio, filed an application f?r
certification of approval for a crankcase emission control system which
is described as follows:

The White Motor Company "Giesel" Engine sealed crankcase emission
control system consists of e metal tube connecting the cil £ill tower
to the dirty side of the air cleaner. The system is completely sealed;
there being no provisgion made for the introduction of ventilation air.
There is no flame arrestor as the crankcase gases are directed to the
dirty side of the air cleaner., The oil filler cap is sealed.

WHEREAS the system has been found to meet the crankcase emission standa?ds
established by the California Deperiment of Public Health as published in
Title 17 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 5, Subchapter 5,
Article 1, Section 30530; and

WHEREAS after considering representations submitted by the manufacturer,
the Board finds that the device meets the criteria of the Motor VehiFle
Pollution Control Board, including the odor criterion, as published in
Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Subchapter 1,
Article 1, Section 2003,

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board

Issue a certificate of approval for the White Motor Company sealed crankcase
emigssion control system for installation on 1967 and subsequent model White
VB8-L470 "Giesel" Engine to be used in White, Iansing-Reo, Diamond T, Autocar
and other motor vehicles in classification (f) as described in Title 13 of
the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Subchapter 1, Article 1,
Section 200k,

7/12/67



SBtate of Celifornia
Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board

Resolution 67-38

WHEREAS Hawaiian Motors Company of 1os Angeles, Californin, filed an
application for a certificate of approval for a sealed crankcase emission
control system described as the Hawaiian Motors Company "Cony" sesaled
crankease emission control system having the following specificetions:

A tube from the crankeage through & screen type flame
arrester to the clean side of the air cleaner,

A sealed oil filler cap.

WHEREAS the system has been found to meet the crankcase emission control
standards established by the California Department of Public Health as
published in Title 17 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 5,
Sub~Chapter 5, Article 1, Section 30530; and

WHEREAS after considering representations submitted by the menufacturer, the

Board finds that the system meets the criteria of the Motor Vehicle Pollution
Control Board as published in Title 13 of the Californis Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Sub~Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2003,

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board

Issue a certificate of approval for the Hawaiian Motors Conmpany "Cony”
sealed crankcase emission control system for new "Cony" vehicles, factory
installation, on 1967 and subsequent models of motor vehicles in classifica~
tion (a) as designated in Title 13 of the Cslifornis Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Sub-Chepter 1, Article 1, Section 200k,

6/67/en
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

REPORT OF THE NISSAN MOTOR COMPANY, LTD, CLOSED CRANKCASE EMISSION CONTROL SYSTEM

Introduction

This is a report on the staff evaluation of the Nissan Motor Company, Limited Closed
crankcase emission control system, The basis for the evaluation is the Alternate
Testing Procedure for Evaluation of Devices to Control Crankcase Emissions {Factory
Installation). The report does not include evidence concerning compliance with

the BPoard's criteria.

Description of Device

1. Tube from crankcase through an oil separator and a spring loaded "jiggle
pin”type flow control valve to the intake menifold.

2, Tube from the rocker arm cover through a flame arrester to the clean
side of the air cleaner.

3. Sealed oil filler cap and dip stick.
This device will be installed on the DATSUN Sedan and Station Wagon.

Compliance with Crankcase Emission Standards

The applicant has demonstrated to the satisfaction of the staff that the system
when operating efficiently meets the State standards.

Compliance with Roard Criteris

The Board has on file a letter from Nissan signed by a legally authorized officer
containing the manufacturer's representation that the device which will be manu-
factured for original equipment installation only will comply with the Board's
criteria. The letter also states that the system will not be used for automobiles
other than those for which it was originally certified.

Summary and Conclusions

1. The crankcase emission control gystem meets the crankcase emission
standards of the Californis Department of Public Health when operating
efficiently.

2. The applicant has made represzentation that the device as produced f9r
original equipment installation will comply with the Board's criteria.

3. The staff recommends that the Nissan Motor Company, Limited, closed
crankcase emission control system be approved for new cars, factory
installation only, on 1968 and subseguent models of motor vehicles
in classification (a).

T/12/67
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State of Californie
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

‘ RESOLUTION 67-39

WHEREAS, Nissan Motor Company, Limited, Takara-cho, Kanagawa-ku, Yokohama, Japan,
filed an application for a certificate of approval for a crankcase emission control
system which is described as follows:

1. Tube from crankcase through an oil sepesrator and a spring loaded
"jiggle pin" type flow control valve to the intake manifold.

2. Tube from the rocker arm cover through & flame arrester to the clean
side of the air cleaner,

3. GSeeled oil filler cap and dip stick.
This device will be installed on the DATSUN Sedan and Station Wagon.

WHEREAS, the system has been found to meet the crankcase emission standards
established by the Celifornia Department of Public Health as published in Title 1T
of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 5, Sub-Chapter 5, Article 1,
Section 305303 and

WHEREAS, after considering representations submitted by the manufacturer, the
Board finds that the device meets the criteria of the Motor Vehicle Pollution

. Control Board as published in Title 13 of the California Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Sub~Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2003.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Issue a certificate of approval for the Nissan Closed Crankcase Emission Control
System for instellation on 1968 and subsequent model Datsun cars in vehicle

. classification (a) as designated in Title 13 of the Californis Administretive
Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2004.

T/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTRCL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-40

WHEREAS Chepter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Polliution Control Board may
designate such laboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to
analyze and determine, on the basis of the standards established by
the Board, devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the
standards set by the State Department under Section 426.5 and the
criteria established by the Motor Vehicle Poliution Control Board;” and

WHEREAS the International Harvester Truck Engine Laboratory has been
found to be adequately equipped and qualified to conduct testing of
exhaust and crankcase control devices in accordance with the standards
established by the State Department of Public Health under Section
426.5 of the Bealth and Safety Code and Motor Vehicle Pollution Conmtrol
Board criteria; and

WHEREAS Board staff persomnel have reviewed the laboratory eguipment
and personnel qualifications and have assured themselves that instrument
recorder traces are satisfactory; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks are prescribed by the Board to insure
accurate test reports and evaluastions; and

WHEREAS the Internationsl Harvester Truck Engine Laboratory has agreed
in writing to conduct all tests and evaluations for the purposes of
certification according to procedures established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control
Board hereby designates the Intermationsl Harvester Truck Engine
Leboratory at Fort Wayne, Indiana, as an Authorized Vehicle Pollution
Control Testing Laboratory.

T/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROI, BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-41

WHERFAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board mway
designate such laboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to
analyze and determine, on the basis of the standards established by the
Board, devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the standards
set by the State Department under Section U26.5 and the criteria
established by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Bosrd;" and

WHEREAS Fiat S.P.A. has been found to be adequately equipped and qualified
to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase control devices in accordance
with the standards established by the State Department of Public Health
under Section 426.5 of the Hemlth and Safety Code and Motor Vehicle
Pollution Control Board criteria; and

WHEREAS Board staff personnel have reviewed the laboratory equipment and
persomnel gqualificetions and hsve assured themselves that mstrument
recorder traces are satisfactory; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks mre prescribed by the Board to insure
accurate test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS Fiat 8.P.A. has agreed in writing to conduct all tests and evalua-
tions for the purposes of certification according to procedures established
by the Board;

NCW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESCLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control

Board hereby designates Fiat S.P.A. at Torino, Italy, as an Authorized
Vehicle Pollution Control Testing lLaboratory.

T/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-k2

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board mey
designate such lsboratories as it finds are quslified and equipped to
analy%e and determine, on the basis of the standards established by the
Board, devices which asre so designed and equipped to meet the standards
set by the State Department under Section U26.5 and the criteria
established by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board;" and

WHERFAS the Peugeot Leboratory has been found to be adequately eguipped
and gualified to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase control devices
in accordance with the standards established by the State Department of
Public Health under Section 426.5 of the Health and Safety Code and Motor
Vehicle Pollution Control Board criteris; and

WHEREAS Board staff personnel have reviewed the laboratory equipment and
personnel qualifications and have assured themselves that instrument
recorder traces are satlsfactory; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks are prescribed by the Board to insure
accurate test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS the Peugeot Leboratory has agreed in writing to conduct all tests
and evaluations for the purposes of certification according to procedures
established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Comtrol

Board hereby designates the Peugeot Laboratory at IaGarenmne, Paris, Framce as an
Authorlzed Vehicle Pollution Control Testing Laboratory.

T/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTTION 67-43

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety Code
yrovides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board mey designate such
laboratories as it finds are gualified and equipped to analyze snd determine,
on the basis of the standards established by the Board, devices which are

80 designed and equipped to meet the standards set by the State Department
under Section 426.5 and the criteria estsblished by the Motor Vehiele
Pollution Control Board;" and

WHEREAS Automotive Research Associates has been found to be adeguately
equipped and qualified to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase control
devices in accordance with the standards established by the State Department
of Public Health under Section 426.5 of the Health and Safety Code and
Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board criteria; and

WHEREAS Board staff persomel have reviewed the laboratory equipment and
personnel qualifications and have assured themselves that instrument
recorder traces are satisfactory; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks are prescribed by the Board to insure accurate
test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS Automotive Research Associates has agreed in writing to conduct
all tests and evaluations for the purposes of certification according to
procedures established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control

Board hereby designates Automotive Research Associates at San Antonio,
Texas, as an Authorized Vehicle Pollution Control Testing Laboratory.

T/12/67
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State of California
MOTCR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
Resolution 67-44
WHEREAS, Chrysler Corporation, on June 23, 1967, submitted a Letter of Representation
and all test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust emission contrél

system; and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the Chrysler Cleaner Air Package with major
elements: .

(1) deceleration valve, spark advance type, plus dashpot on manual transmission
cars,

(2) leaner carburetion, plus idle rich limiter,

(3) retarded spark at idle,

(4) recommended maintenance.
WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demonstrated that
the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the Standards of the California
Department of Public Health for the life of the vehicle; and
WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds that the system
meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3,
Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjustments outside
manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and these adjustments have
substantial effects on emissions; and

.WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968-model certification, a 100% inspection of spark

timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjustment by the dealer
at 1000 miles, or eguivalent to assure proper initial adjustment of the vehicle prior to
sale; and

WHEREAS, the applicant has agreed tc submit details of substantial measures tasken to insure
proper adjustment of 1968-model engines as delivered to the customer, and periodic quality .
audit data to verify proper adjustments; and

WHEREAS, the staff considers these measures to be the "equivalent" of the spark timing and
idle adjustment reguirements.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board under the powers and authority granted in
Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378,Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval for the Chrysler Cleaner Air Package to comply with
California registration requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with engines in displace-
ment classes (b), (c¢), (d), (e), and (f), pursuant to Title 13 of the California Administra-
tive Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Secticns 2104 and 2105,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the continued effectiveness of this certification 1s depend-
ent upon the capability of the system to maintain emissions below California Standards for
the life of the vehicle in public use,

7/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
Resolution 67-~45
WHERFAS, General Motors, on June 30, 1967, submitted a Letter of Representa-
tion a.nd. all test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust ‘
emission control system; and

WHERFAS, the applicant's two different exhaust control systems are described
as follows: :

A. Engine Modification type system with major elements: (for all
6 cylinder engines and 8 cylinder englnes with autamatic tra.nsmissions)

(1) leaner carburetion plus idle rich limiter,
(2) retarded spark at idile,

(3) deceleration control, dashpot type,

(4) recomnended maintenance.

B. A:!.r-injecfion'systan with major elements: (for 8 cylinder' englnes
with manual transmissions) _ '

(L) rotery-vane air pump,

(2) air injection into each exhaust port,

(3) carburetor end distributor modifications,
(%) recommended maintenance.

WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demon-
strated that the system 18 capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the
Standards of the Californie Department of Public Health for the life of the
vehicle; gng

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds
that the system meets the criteris published in Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine sdjust-
ments outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and
these adjustments have substantisl effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification, a 100% inspection
of spark timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjust-
ment by the dealer at 1,000 miles, or equivalent to assure proper initial
adjustment of the vehlcle prior to sale; and



General Motors
Resolution 67-45 -? .

WHEREAS, the applicent has agreed to submit details of substantial measures
teken to insure proper adjustment of 196B-model engines as delivered to the
customer, and periodic quality audit data to verify proper adjustments; and

WHEREAS, the Board staff considers these measures to be the "equivalent" of
the spark timing and idle adjustment requirements:

NOW, THEREFCRE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and aunthority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section
24378, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code, ‘

Issue a certificate of approval to General Motors to comply with California
registretion requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with engines in .
displacement classes (b), (e}, (d), (e), and (f), pursuant to Title 13 of

the Californis Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2,

Sections 2104 and 2105,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That
The contimued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upen the

capability of the system to maintain emissions below California standards
for the life of the vehicle in public use. .

7/12/67




General Motors .
Resolution 67-45 -2 -

WHEREAS, the applicant has sgreed to submit detalls of substantial measures
taken to insure proper adjustment of 1968-model engines as delivered to the
customer, and periodic quality audit data to verify proper adjustments; and

WHEREAS, the Board staff considers these measures to be the "equ:.valent" of
the spark timing and idle adjustment requirements:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section
24378, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval to General Motors to comply with California

registration requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with engines in

displacement classes (b), (e¢), (a), (e), and (f), pursuent to Title 13 of

- the Californis Adwinistrative Code, Chapter 3, Bub~Chapter 1, Article 2,
Sections 210k and 2105, '

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That
The contimued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the

capability of the system to maintain emissions below California standards
for the life of the vehicle in public use.

7/12/67



State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-&6_
WHEREAS, Ford Motor Company, on June 30, 1967, submitted a Letter of Represen-
tation and all test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust

emigsion control system; and

WHEREAS, the applicant's two different exhaust control systems are described
as follows:

A. Engine-modification type system (for ell engines with automatic
trensmissions except high performance engines) with major elements:

(1) leaner carburetion plus idle rich limiter

(2) retarded spark ot idle

(3) deceleration control, dashpot;type or spark-advance type
{4) recommended maintenance

B. Air-injection system (for all engines with manual transmissions or
high-performance engines) with major elements:

(1) rotary-vane air pump

(2) =aireinjection into each exhsust port

(3) cerburetor and distributor modifications
(4) recommended meintenance

WHEREAS, proving=-ground test procedures established by the Board have demon=
strated that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the

Standards of the California Department of Public Health for the life of the
vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliasnce with esgtablished procedures, the Board finds
that the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjust-
ments. outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and
these adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968-model certification, a 100% inspection
of spark timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjust-
ment by the dealer at 1,000 miles or equivalent to assure proper initial
adjustment of the vehicle prior to sale) and -



WHEREAS, the applicant has agreed to submit details of substantial
measures taken to insure proper adjustment of 1968-model engines
as delivered to the customer, and periodic quality audit data to
verify proper adjustments; and

WHEREAS, The Board staff considers these measures to be the "equivalent"
of the spark timing and idle adjustment requirements:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board, under the powers
and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378,
Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code, issue a certificate of
approvel for the Ford Moctor Company exhaust control systems to comply
with California registration requirements for 1968-model vehicles only,
with engines in displacement wlasses (b), (c), (a), (e), and (f),
pursuant to Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3,
Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 210k and 2105;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the continued effectiveness of this
certification is dependent upon the capability of the system to maintain
emissions below California Standards for the life of the vehicle in
public use.
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WHEREAS, the applicant has asgreed to submit details of substantial
measures teken to insure proper adjustment of 1968-model engines
as delivered to the customer, and periodic quality audit data to
verify proper adjustments; and

WHEREAS, The Board staff considers these measures to be the "egquivalent"
of the spark timing and idle adjustment requirements:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board, under the powers

and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378,
Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code, issue a certificate of
approval for the Ford Motor Company exhaust control systems to comply
with California registration requirements for 1968~-model vehicles only,
with engines in displacement wlasses (b}, (¢), (d), (e), and (f),
pursuant to Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3,
Sub~Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105; '

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the continued effectiveness of this
certification is dependent upon the capability of the system to maintain
emissions below California Standards for the life of the vehicle in
public use.
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
SUMMARY

1968 Exhaust Control Certification Documents

International Hexvester Co.
Exhaust Conmtrol Systems

July 12, 1967

Introduction

On June 30, 1967, International Harvester Company, submitted their Letter of
Representation and complete documents for 1968 California certification of their
exhaust control systems. The Letter of Representation was signed by S.G. Johnson,
Manager of Engineering, and the documents include complete 50,000-mile emission
durability test data.

The Exhaust Control Systems
International Harvester Company's two exhaust control systems comprises
A. Air-injection system with major elements:
(1) rotary-vane air pump,
(2) air injection into each exhaust port,
(3) carburetor and distributor modifications,
(4) recommended meintenance.
B. Engine modification-type system with msjor elements:
(1) 2leaner carburetion plus idle rich limiter,
(2) reterded spark at idle,
(3) recommended maintenance.

Test Procedures

Test procedures used were the "California Test Procedures and Criterie for

Motor Vehicle Exhaust Emission Control” as amended by the Board September 29,1965.
These procedures provided for the emission testing of two fleets of vehicles at
the International proving grounds laboratories, which previously hed been author-
ized by the Board as an approved lasboratory.

One fleet was called the durability fleet and was composed of vehicles represent-
ing 50% of the manufacturer's sales of the perticular models in California for
the previcus year. The purpose of the emission testing of the durability fleet
wes to prove the capsbility of the exhaust control system to control emissions
for the life of the vehicle (100,000 miles). Assuming the emission deterioration
of the exhaust control system is linear for 100,000 miles, emissions at 50,000
miles would represent the aversge emissions for the life of the wvehicle. There-
fore, the test procedure requires the durability fleet to be run for 50,000 miles
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emission measurement at approximately each 4,000 miles. The 50,000 miles was
accummlated on a driving route simwlating metropolitan area driving with an
average speed not exceeding 32 miles per hour. From the emission durability
testing, a deterioration factor was determined.

The second fleet of vehicles was called the certification emission data fleet.
The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emissions of each
engine size at a low-mileage or "new" condition. Since deposit formation on
the combustion chambers increases hydrocarbons emissions in the first 4,000
miles of use, these certification emission vehicles were driven 4,000 miles in
order for the deposits to become stabilized.

The certification vehicles of each engine size are representative of transmission
and carburetor options. '

Test Results

l. Air-Injection System

Four vehicles were run 50,000 miles and seven vehicles were run 4,000 miles
to establish the emission data for certification of all the vehicles with
air-injection under 6,000 lb. GVW marketed by the applicant in California.

Average emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car life expectancy
by the deterioration factors of 0.93 for hydrocarbons and 1.00 for carbon
monoxide and are show in Table I.

Table T
Certification Emission Data

Air Injection System
Projected to 50,000 Miles

Engine
Displacenment Hydrocearbens Carbon Monoxide
Cu.In. PPM %
152 172 1.28
220 226 1.09
2kl 171 1.26
265 198 1.23
266 224 1.17

2. Engine-Modification System

Two vehicles were run 50,000 miles and four vehicles were run 1,000 miles to
establish the emission data for certification of all the vehicles with engine-
modification systems under 6,000 1b., GVW marketed by the applicant in Califor-
nia. ‘ :

Average emissions for each engine size were adjusted to wehicle life expect-
ancy by the deterioration factors of 0.91 for hydrocarbons and 1.1k for
carbon monoxide and are shown in Table II.
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emission measurement at approximastely each 4,000 miles. The 50,000 miles was
accumlated on a driving route simulating metropolitan area driving with an
average speed not exceeding 32 miles per hour. From the emission durability
testing, a deterioration factor was determined.

The second fleet of vehicles was called the certification emission data fleet.
The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is %o determine the emissions of each

“engine size at a low-mileage or "new" condition. Since deposit formation on

the combustion chambers increases hydrocarbons emissions in the first 4,000
miles of use, these certification emission vehicles were driven 4,000 miles in
order for the deposits to become stabilized.

The certification vehicles of each engine size are representatlve of transmission
and carburetor options.

Test Regults

1. Air-Injection System

Four vehicles were run 50,000 miles and seven vehicles were run 4,000 miles
t0 establish the emission data for certification of all the vehicles with
air-injection under 6,000 1b. GVW marketed by the applicant in California.

Average emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car life expectancy
by the deterioration factors of 0.93 for hydrocarbons and 1.00 for carbon
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Table I
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Aiy Injection System
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Cu.In. PEM % :
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220 226 1.09
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265 198 1.23
266 22k 1.17

2. Engine-Modificetion System

Two vehicles were run 50,000 miles and four vehicles were run-h,OOO miles to
establish the emission dats for certification of all the vehicles with engine-
modification systems under 6,000 1b. GVW marketed by the epplicent in Califor-
nia,

Average emissions for each engine size were adjusted to wehicle life expect-
ancy by the deterioration factors of 0,91 for hydrocarbons and 1.1k for
carbon monoxide and are shown in Table II. '
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Table II

Certification Emission Datsa
Engine-Modification System
Projected to 50,000 Miles

Engine
Displacement '~ Hydrocarbons Carhon Monoxide
cu.in, ~ PRM ' : %
196 178 1.39
304 : © 196 ' 1.17
345 226 1.24

These proving-ground data indicate that the system is capable of controlling
the emissions of each engine within the stendards for the life of the car.

Emission test results on approximately 1,000 vehicles equipped with exhaust
controls in public use in California indicate:

1. These systems reduce emissions approximately 70% on hydrocarbons
and 50% on carbon monoxide compared to the existing vehicle population.

2. Emissions on controlled cars with low mileages may range from
100 PPM to 500 PPM hydrocarbons indicating that more attention
is needed on delivering the car to the customer in a properlyb
adjusted condltion.

3. Deterioration trends indicate that average emissions of 1966
models go over the standards before 12,000 miles is reached.

It is for this reason that the Board has required edditional assurance from
the manufacturers that the vehicles are properly adjusted prior to delivery
in California.

A report is available from the Board entitled "Effectiveness of Exhaust Controls
in Public Use", dated May 10, 1967, which gives details of the sbove. At present,
there are approximately 1.6 million vehicles successfully operating in Californie
with exhaust control systems.

Letter of Representation

The applicant's ILetter of Representation includes the following statements in
compliance with Celifornis requirements that:
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"Ignition timing is set during run~-in test at the engine factory."

"Ignition timing and carburetor adjustments are checked and adjusted .
if necessary, in the pre~delivery inspection in the dealers* shop."”

"Ignition timing and carburetor adjustments are re-checked and
adjusted if necessary, at the 1000-mile or L45-day inspection in
the dealers' shop.”

The applicant has submitted compléte emigsion control specifications
on each engine-transmission combination as required by the staff,

"Exhaust emission systems will be incorporsted as standard equipment

in International models up to 6000 1lbs., GVW sold as 1968 models, in
campliance with Federal laws. Basic chassis suggested retail prices

of affected models will be adjusted to reflect this change in standard
equipment. An element, not exceeding $50.00 (exclusive of Federal .
excise tax), will be :anluded in revised suggested retail prices to

. cover this change in standard equipment.”

T.

9.

The applicant has made appropriate tests and statements for compliance
with the following California criteria:

(c¢) driving safety (h) hnorsepower and fuel economy
(a) fail safe (i) severe mountain driving
(e) backfire (3) oxides of nitrogen and odor

(f) €O in passenger compartment (k) driveability

(g) +tall grass fire hazerd

The applicant states that the warrenty spplicable to the exheust .
control components is the same as for other similar components of
the vehicle,

The applicant states that the control system shall be identified by
name and spark timing and idle adjustment specifications on &:
permanent tag prominently fixed in the engine compertment.

The applicent states that all new-car salesmen, as part of their
1968=model information, shall be informed of the purpose of the
emission control systems and their functioning principles.

F, ©Staff Recommendations

Based on the test data, information submitted by the applicant, and
information gathered by the MVPCB, the staff recommends certifying, to

comply with California 1968-model vehicle registration reguirements, the
International Harvester Company exhaust control systems. The staff, therefore,

recamends adoption of Resolution 67-47. .

7/12/67/en
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1, "Ignition timing is set during run-in test at the engine factory."

2, "Ignition timing and carburetor adjustments are checked and adjusted
if necessary, in the pre-delivery inspection in the dealers* shop.”

3. "Ignition timing and carburetor adjustments are re-checked and
adjusted if necessary, at the 1000-mile or L5-day inspection in
the dealers' shop."

L4, The applicant has subtmitted complete emission control specifications
on each engine-transmission combination as required by the staff.

5. "Exhaust emission systems will be incorporated as standard equipment
in International models up to 6000 1lbs. GVW sold as 1968 models, in
compliance with Federal laws. Basic chassis suggested retail prices
of affected models will be adjusted to reflect this change in standard
equipment. An element, not exceeding $50.00 (exclusive of Federal
excise tax), will be included in revised suggested retail prices to

- cover this change in standard equipment.”

6. The applicent has made appropriate tests and statements for compliance
with the following California criteria:

(c) dariving safety (n) horsepower and fuel economy
(d) fail safe . (i) - severe mountain driving
(e) backfire ‘ (j) oxides of nitrogen end odor -

(£f) €O in passenger compartment (k) driveability
(g) tell grass fire hazard

7. The applicant states that the warranty applicable to the exhaust
control components is the seme a8 for other similar components of
the vehicle, '

'8, The applicant states that the control system shall be identified by
name and spark timing and idle adjustment specifications on a
permanent tag prominently fixed in the engine compartment.

9. The applicant states that all new-car salesmen, as part of their
1968-model information, shall be informed of the purpose of the.
emission control systems and their functioning principles.

F. Staff Recommendations

Based on the test data, information submitted by the applicant, and
information gathered by the MVPCB, the staff recommends certifying, to

comply with California 1968-model vehicle registration requirements, the
International Harvester Company exhaust control systems. The staff, therefore,
recommends adoption of Resolution 67-47.

7/12/67/en



State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
Resolution 67-47
WHEREAS, International Harvester, on June 30, 1967, submitted a Letter of Representation
and all test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust emission control
system; and )
WHERBAS, the applicant's two different exhaust control systems are described as follows;
A, Alr-injection system with major elements;

(1) rotary-vane air pump,

(2) air injection into each exhaust port,

(3) carburetor and distributor modifications,

(4) recommended maintenance.

B. Engine Meodification type system with major elements:

(1) leaner carburetion plus idle rich limiter,

(2) retarded spark at idle,

(3) recommended maintenance.
WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demonstrated
that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the Standards of
the California Department of Public Health for the life of the vehicle; and
WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds that the
system meets the criteris published in Title 13 of the California Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and
WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentdges of vehicles with engine adjustments
outside manufacturer,s specifications as delivered to the customer and these adjustments
have gubstantial efflects on emissions; and
WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification, a 100% inspection of spark
timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjustment by the dealer

at 1,000 miles, or equivalent, znd the applicant has agreed to these requirements;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESCLVED, That this Board under the powers and authority granted
in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 2&378? Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval for the Internatiocnal Harvester exhaust control systems
as described above to comply with California registration requirements for l968—model
vehicles only, with engines in displacement classes (b), (c), (d), and (e), pursuant
to Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2,
Sections 2104 and 2105,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the continued effectiveness of this certification is
dependent upon the capability cf the system to maintain emissions below California
Standards for the life of the vehiecle in public use,

7/12/67
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State of Californis
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
Resolution 67-~48
WEEREAS, Nissan Mctor Company, Ltd., on June 20, 1967, submitted a Letter of
Representation and all test data for 1968 Californias certification of an exhaust

emission control system; and

WHEREAS, the applicant's three different exhaust control systems are described
as follows: '

A, Air-injection system with major elements:
(1) rotary-vane air pump,
{2) air injection into each exhaust port,
(3) carburetor and distrituter modifications,
{4) recommended maintenance,
B. Fuel-shutoff system (for pickup truck) with major elements:
(1) fuel-shutoff for deceleration control,
{2) leaner carburetion plus idle rich limiter,
(3) retarded spark at idle,
(4) recommended maintensnce.
C. Pngine Modification type system (for 4-wheel drive) with major elements:
(1) deceleration control, spark advance type, plus dashpot,
(2) leaner carburetion plus idle rich limiter,
(3) retarded spark at idle,
(k) recommended meintensance.
WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demonstrated
that the system is capable of controlling exheust emissions within the Standards
of the California Department of Public Health for the life of the vehicle; and
WHEREAS, besed upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds that
the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the Californie Administra-
tive Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and
WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjustments
out side manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and these
adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and
WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification, a 100% inspection of
spark timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjustment by

the dealer at 1,000 miles, or equivalent, and the applicant hes agreed to these
-requirements;
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378,
Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval for the Nissan Motor Company, Ltd., exhaust
control systems as described above to comply with California registration
requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with engines in displacement classes
(a2),(a3), and {c), pursuant to Title 13 of the California Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That
The continued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the capabil-~

ity of the system to maintain emissions below California Standards for the life
of the vehicle in public use.

7/12/67



State of Callfornla
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
Resclution 67-49

WHEREAS, Volvo, on June 8, 1967, submitted a Letter of Representation and
all test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust emission
control system; and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the Volvo dual-intake-manifold system
with major elements:

(1) dual intake manifold,
(2) leaner carburetion,

(3) retarded spark at idle,
(4) recommended maintenance.

WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demon-
strated that the system is capable of coantrolling exhaust emissions within the
Standards of the California Department of Public Health for the life of the
vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds
that the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and .

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjust-
ments outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and
these adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy reguires for 1968 model certification, a 100% inspection
of spark timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjust-
ment by the dealer at approximately 1,000 miles or equivalent, and the appli-
cant has agreed to these requirements;

NOW, THEREFCRE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378,
Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval for the Volvo exhaust control system as described
above to comply with California registration requirements for 1968-model vehicles
only, with engines in displacement classes (a3), pursusnt to Title 13 of the
California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sectlons
2104 and 2105.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That

The continued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the capability
of the system to maintain emissions below California Standards for the 1life of
the vehicle in public use.

7/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROIL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-50

WHEREAS, Peugeot, Inc., on June 29, 1967, submitted a Letter of Representation
and ell test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust emission
control system; and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the Peugeot "COPPLOAIR" exhaust emission
control system with major elements:

(1) deceleration control, vacwum limiter type,
(2) leaner carburetion plus idle rich limiter,
(3) recommended maintenance.

WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demon-
strated that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the
Stendards of the California Department of Public Health for the Llife of the
vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Boaxd finds
that the system meets the criteris published in Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjust-
ments outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and
these adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification, a 100} inspection
of spark timing on the assenmbly line and a free spark timing and idle adjustment
by the dealer at 1,000 miles, or equivalent, and the applicant has agreed to
these requirements;

KOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board, under the powers and authority
granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378, Division 20 of the Health
and Safety Code, issue a certificate of approval for the Peugeot, Inc. exhaust
control systems as described above to comply with California registration
requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with engines in displacement class
(a2); pursuant to Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3,
Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 210% and 2105;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the continued effectiveness of this certifica-

tion is dependent upon the capability of the system to maintain emissions below
California Standsrds for the life of the vehicle in public use.

T/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUITON CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-51

WHERFAS, Isuzu Motors Limited, on June 20, 1967, submitted a Letter of
Representation and sll test data for 1968 Californis certification of an
exhaust emission control system; and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the Isuzu Ailr Injection System with
ma jor elements:

(1) Rotary vane air pump

(2) Air injection into each exhaust port

(3) Carburetor and distributor modifications
(%) Recommended maintenance

WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures esteblished by the Board have
demonstrated that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emlssions
within the Standaxrds of the Californis Department of Public Health for the
life of the wehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds
thet the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of veliicles with engine
adjustments ocutside mamufacturer's specifications as delivered to the
customer and these adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHERFAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification a 100% inspec~
tion of spark timing on the sssembly line and a free spark timing and idle
ad justment by the dealer at 1,000 miles or equivalent; and the applicant
hes agreed to these requirements;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section
24378, Division 20 of the Health and Sefety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval for the Isuzu Motors Limited exhaust
control system s described above, to comply with California registration
requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with engines in displacement
class {a)2,pursuant to Title 13 of the Californis Administretive Code,
Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That
The continued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the

capability of the system to maintain emissions below California Stendards
for the life of the vehicle in public use.

T/12/67
la
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A.

B.

State of Califormnia
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BCARD
SUMMARY
1968 Exhaust Control Certification Documents
Volkswegen of America, Inc.
Exhaust Conbrol Systems

July 12, 1967

Introduction

On July 6, 1967, Volkswagen of America, Ync. submitted their Letter of
Representation and complete documents for 1968 Californis certification
of their exhaust comtrol systems. The documents include complete 50,000-
mile emission dursbility test data.

The Exhaust Control Systems

Volkswegen of Americe, Inc., four exhaust control systems comprise:
A, Air—injec‘cion system with msjor elements:
(1) Rotary-vane air pump
(2) Alr injection into each exhaust port
(3) Epgine modifications
(4) Throttle positioner
(5) Recommended maintenance
B. Engine-modification system with msjor elements:
(1) Throttle positioner for deceleration control
(2) ILeaner carburetion plus idle rich limiter
(3) Retarded spark at idle
(4) Recommended meintenance

C. Eogine-modification system without throttle positioner (for semi-
automatic transmission).

D. Fuel-injection system with major elements:
(1) Fuel injection with decelerastion fuel shutoff
(2) Retarded spark at idle

(3) Recommended meintenance
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c.

D.

Test Procedures

Test procedures used were the "Californmia Test Procedures and Criteria for
Motor Vehlcle Exhaust Emission Control" as amended by the Board September 29,
1965. These procedures provided for the emission testing of two fleets of
vehicles at the Volkswagen proving-grounds laboratories, which previously
had been authorized by the Board as an approved laboratory.

One fleet was called the durability fleet and wes composed of vehicles
representing 50% of the manufacturer's sales of the particular models in
California for the previous year. The purpese of the emission testing of
the durability fleet was to prove the capability of the exhsust control
system to control emissions for the life of the vehicle {100,000 miles)..
Assuming the emission deterioration of the exhaust control system is linear
for 100,000 miles, emissions at 50,000 miles would represent the average
emissions for the life of the vehicle. Therefore, the test procedure
requires the durability fleet to be run for 50,000 miles with emlssion
measurement at approximately each 4,000 miles, The 50,000 miles was accu-
milated on a driving route simzlating metropolitan area driving with an
average speed not exceeding 32 miles per hour. From the emission durabillity
testing, a deterloration factor was determined.

The second fleet of vehicles was called the certification emission data
fleet, The purpose of this fleet of vehicles 1s to determine the emissions
of each engine size gt a low-mileage or "new" condition. Since deposit
formation on the combustion chambers increases hydrocerbons emigsions in
the first 4,000 miles of use, these certification emission vehicles were
driven 4,000 miles in order for the deposits to become stabilized.

The certification vehicles of each engine size are representative of
transmission and carburetor options.

Test Results

l. FEmissions

Five cars were run 50,000 miles and 1L cars were run 4,000 miles to
establish the emission data for certification of all the vehicles under
6,000 1b. GWW marketed by the applicant in California.

Avergge emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car life
expectancy by the deterioration factors of 1.08 for hydrocerbons and
1,10 for carbon monaxide and are shown in Table I.
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Test Procedures

Test procedures used were the "Califorpia Test Procedures and Criteria for -
Motor Vehicle Exhaust Emission Control! as amended by the Board September 29,
1965. Thése procedures provided for the emission testing of two fleets of
vehicles at the Volkswagen proving-grounds laboratories, which previcusly
had been authorized by the Board as an approved laboratory.

One fleet wae called the durability fleet and was composed of vehicles
representing 50 of the manufacturer's sales of the particular models in
California for the previous year. The purpose of the emission testing of
the durgbility fleet was to prove the capebility of the exhsust control
system to control emissions for the life of the vehicle (100,000 miles)..
Assuming the emission deterioration of the exhaust control system is linear
for 100,000 miles, emlssions at 50,000 miles would represent the average
emissions for the life of the vehicle. Therefore, the test procedure
requires the durebility fleet to be run for 50,000 miles with emission
measurement gt epproximately each 4,000 miles. The 50,000 miles was accu-
mlated on a driving route simlating metropolitan area driving with an
average speed not exceeding 32 miles per hour, From the emission dursbility

“testing, a deterioration factor wes determined.

The second fleet of vehlcles was called the certification emission data
fleet. The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emissions
of each engine size gt a low-milesge or "new" condition. Since deposlt
formation on the combustion chambers increases hydrocarbons emissions in
the first 4,000 miles of use, these certification emission vehicles were
driven 4,000 miles in order for the deposits to become stabillzed.

The certification vehicles of each engine size are representative of
transmission and carburetor options. '

Test Results

1. Fmissions

'Five cars were run 50,000 miles and 11 cars were run 4,000 miles to
establish the emigsion data for certification of all the vehicles under
6,000 1b. GW markebed by the applicant in California.

Averasge emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car life
expectancy by the deterioration factors of 1.08 for hydrocarbons and
_ 1,10 for carbon monoxide and sxe shown in Table I.


https://Resul.ts
https://vehicl.es
https://caJ.J.ed

Volkswagen -3- 7/12/6T

Table I.

Certification Emission Data
Projected to 50,000 Miles

Emission Stendard for Under 100 Cu.In.: U410 PEM HC, 2.3% O

Engine _Rydrocarbons Carbon Monoxide
System Displacement Deter. Results Deter. Results
Iype Cu.In. Factor PPM Factor PEM
Air Injection or.1 0.92 ohz 0.92 1.11
Air Tnjection B 96.7 1.07 182 0,88 0.96
Fuel Injection 96.7 1.2% 222 1.19 0.79
Engine Modification gl.1 1.0L 285 0.97 1.70
(w/throttle positioner) 96.7 1.00 227 0. 1.35
Engine Modifieation Gl.1l 1.01 239 0.97 1.15

(w/o throttle positioner)
(semi-auto trans.)

E.

These proving-ground data indicate that the system ig capable of controlling
the emissions of each engine within the standards for the life of the car.

Emission test results on approximately 1,000 vehicles equipped with exhaust
controls in public use in California indicate:

1. These systems reduce emissions approximately 'TO% on hydrocarbons and
50% on carbon monoxide compared to the existing vehicle population.

2. Emissions on controlled cars with low mileages may range from 100 PPM
to 500 PPM hydrocarbons indicating that more attention is needed on
delivering the cer to the customer in s properly-adjusted condition.

3. Deberioration trends indicate that average emissions of 1966 models
go over the standards before 12,000 miles is reached.

It is for this reason that the Board has required additional assurance from
the manufacturers that the vehicles are properly adjusted prior to delivery
in Californis. -

A report is available from the Board entitled "Effectiveness of Exhaust
Controls in Public Use", dated May 10, 196T, which gives detalls of the
above., A%t present, there are spproximately 1.6 million vehicles success-
fully operating in Californis with exhaust control systems.

Letter of Representation

The applicantts Letter of Representation includes the following in corpliance
with Californis requirenents:

l. The applicant states:
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L.

(1) "One hundred percent inspection of spark timing at the enmd of
the engine assembly line will be standard procedure at
Volkswagenwerk A. G.

(2) The 1968 Volkswagen Ovmer's Manual) supplied with each vehicle
will offer a free maintenance service at 600 miles and will
ifst all items covered by thls maintenance service. Both spark
timing and idle adjustment will be included in this list.

(3) The Volkswagen Dealer's Customer Follow-up Program will provide
for a card to be sent to each new owner, stating that he is
entitled to a free maintenance service at 600 miles."

The gpplicant has submitted complete emission control specifications
on each engine-transmission combination as required by the staff.

The cost of the exhsust control system will not be listed as a
separste item. ‘

The applicant has made appropriste tests and statements for compliance
with the following Californis criteria:

driving safety : ‘
fail safe h) horsepower and fuel economy
backfire i) severe mountain driving

CO in passenger compartment (J) oxides of nitrogen and odor
tall grass fire hazard (k) drivesbility

~
farho 0
~—

The spplicant states that the warranty epplicable to the exhaust conmtrol
components is the same as for other similar compounents of the vehicle
which is 24,000 miles or 24 months,

The applicant states that the control system shall be identified by
name and spark timing and idle adjustment specifications on a permanent
tag prominently fixed in the engine compartment.

The applicant states that all new-car salesmen, as part of their
1968-model information, shall be informed of the purpose of the

- emlssion control systems and their functioning principles.

F. 8Staff Recommendations

- Based on the test data, information submitted by the applicant, and informa-
tion gathered by the MVPCB, the staff recommends certifying, to comply with
Californis 1068-model vehlcle registration requirements, the Volkswagen of
America, Inc. exhaust control systems, The staff, therefore, recommends
adoption of Resolution 67-52. : ,

T/12/67
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6.

Te

(1) "Ope hundred percent inspection of spark timing at the end of .
the engine assembly line will be standard procedure at
Volkswagenwerk A. G.

{(2) The 1968 Volkswagen Owner's Mamial supplied with each vehicle
will offer a free maintenance service at 600 miles and will
list all iteme covered by this maintenance service. Both spark
timing and idle adjustment will be included in this list.

(3) The Volkswagen Dealer's Customer Follow-up Program will provide
for a card to be sent to each new owner, stating that he is
entitled to a free maintenance service at 600 miles.”

The gpplicant has submitted complete emission control specifications
on esch engine-tra.nsnﬁ.ssion comhination as required by the staff.

The cost of the exhaust control system will not be listed as a
separate item. .

The applicant has made appropriate tests and statements for compliance
with the following California eriteria:

c driving safety ‘ : . .
d) fail safe {h) norsepower snd fuel economy

e) backfire (1) severe mountain driving
£) CO in pessenger com:partment (3) oxides of nitrogen and odor
(g) tell grass fire hazard (k) driveability

The applicant states that the warranty appliceble to the exhaust comtrol
components is the samwe as for other similar con@onents of the vehicle
which is 24,000 miles or 24 months. -

The a.ppl:.cant states that the control system shall be identified by
name and spark timing and idle adjustment specifications on & permsnent
tag prominently fixed in the engine compartment.

The applicant states that all new-car salesmen, as part of their
1968-model informstion, shall be informed of the purpose of the
emission combrol systems and their functioning principles. -

F. 8Staff Recommendations

- Based on the test data, information submitted by the applicant, and informa-
tion gathered by the MVPCB, the staff recommends certifying, to comply with
California 1968-model veldcle registration reguirements, the Volkswagen of
America, Inc. exhsust control systems. The staff, 'bherefore » recommends
adoption of Resolution 67-52.

T/12/67
la
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" State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTTON CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTTON 67-32
‘ WHEREAS, Volkswagen of Americs, Inec., on July 6, 1967, submitted s Letter of
- Representation and all test data for 1968 California certification of  exhaust
emission control systemp; and

WHEREAS, the applicant's four different exhaust control systems are deseribed
a8 follows:

A, Air-injection systen with major elements:
{1} Rotary-vene air pump
(2) Air injection into each exhaust port
(3) Engine modifications
(4) Throttle positioner
. (5) Recommended maintenance
B, Engine-modification system with major elements:
(1) Throttle positioner for deceleration control
(2) Lesner carburetion plus idle rich limiter
. (3) Retarded spark at idle
(4) Recommended maintenance

C. Engine-modification system without throttle positioner (for semi-
automatic transmission).

D. Fuel-injection system with msjor elements:
. (1) Fuel injection with decelerstion fuel shutoff
(2} Retarded spark at idle
(3) Recommended maintenance
WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures esteblished by the Board have demonstrated

that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the Standards
of the California Department of Public Heslth for the life of the vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds that
the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the California Administra-
tive Code, Chapter 3, Subchapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjust-
ments outside manufacturerts specifications as delivered to the customer and these
‘ adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and



-2 -

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification, a 100% inspection ‘
of spark timing on the assenbly line and a free spark timing and idle adjustment

by the dealer at 1,000 miles, or equivalent, and the applicant has agreed to

these requirements;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board, under the powers and authority - -
gramted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378, Division 20 of the Heslth

and Safety Code, issue s certificate of approval for the Volkswagen of America, -
Inc. exhaust control systems as deseribed above to comply with Califormia
reglstration requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with engines iIn dis-
placement class ()2, pursuant to Title 13 of the California Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105,

AND EE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the continued effectiveness of this certifica-
tion is dependent upon the capability of the system to maintain emissions below
California Standards for the life of the vehicle in public use. '

7/12/67
la
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WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification, a 100% inspection
of sperk timing on the assenbly line and a free spark timing and idle adjustment
by the dealer at 1,000 miles, or equivalent, and the applicant has a.greed o
these req_u:n.rements,

NOW, TI-IEIREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board, under the powers and authority -
granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378, Division 20 of the Heaelth

and Safety Code, issue a certificate of approval for the Volkswmgen of America,
Inc. exhaust control systems as described above to comply with California
registration requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with engines in dis-
placement class (8)2, pursuvant to Title 13 of the California Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, Thet the continued effectiveness of this certifica-

tion is dependent upon the capability of the system to maintain emissions below:
Californis Standards for the life of the vehicle in public use.

7/12/67
1s



State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-53

WHEREAS, Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2Lg7 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may
designate such laboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to
analyze and determine, on the basis of the standards established by

~ the Board, devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the
standards set by the State Department under Section L26.5 and the
criteria established by the Motor Vehicle Follution Control Board;"
and

WHEREAS, Ricarde & Co., Shoreham-By-Sea, Sussex, England, has been
found to be adequately squipped and qualified to conduct testing of
exhaust and crankcase control devices in accordance with the standards
established by the State Department of Public Health under Section 426.5
of the Health and Safety Code and Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board
eriteria; and

WHEREAS, Board staff personnel have reviewed the laboratory equipment
and personnel gqualifications and have assured themselves that instrument
recorder traces are satisfactory; and

WHEREAS, adequate cross-checks are prescribed by the Board to insure
accurate test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS, Ricardo & Co. has agreed in writing to conduct all tests and
evaluaticn for the purposes of certification according to procedures
established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehiéle Pollution Control
Board hereby designates Ricardo & Co., Shoreham-By-Sea, Sussex, England,
as an Authorized Vehicle Pollution Control Testing Laboratory.

7/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-54

WHEREAS, Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may
designate such laboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to
analyze and determine, on the basis of the standards established by
the Board, devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the
standards set by the State Department under Section 426.5 and the
criteria established by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Beard;"
and

WHEREAS, Olson Laboratories Incorporated, Dearborn, Michigan, has been
found to be adequately equipped and gqualified to conduct testing of
exhaust and crankcase control devices in accordance with the standards
established by the State Department of Public Health under Section 426.5
of the Health and Safety Code and Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board
criteria; and

WHEREAS, Board staff personnel have reviewed the laboratory equipment
and personnel qualifications and have assured themselves that instrument
recorder traces are satisfactory; and

WHEREAS, adequate cross-checks are prescribed by the Board to insure
accurate test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS, Olson Laboratories has agreed in writing to conduct all tests
and evaluation for the purposes of certification according to procedures
established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control
Board hereby designates Olson Laboratories Incorporated, Dearborn, Michigan,
as an Authorized Vehicle Pollution Control Testing Laboratory.

7/12/67
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C.

Stete of California

MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

Surmary
1968 Exhaust Control Certification Documents
PORSCHE KG
Air-Injection System

July 12, 1967
Introduction S

On My 5, 1967, Dr. Ing. Porsche K& submitted their Letter of Representa-
tion and complete documents for 1968 California certification of their
exhgust control system. The documents include complete 50,000-mile emission
durability test data.

The Exhaust Control System

The Porsche air-injection exhaust control system comprises:
(1) Rotary-vane air pump

(2} Alr-injection into each exhaust port

(3) Carburetor and distributor modifications

() Recommended maintenance

Test Procedures

Test procedures used were the "Californis Test Procedures and Criterie
for Motor Vehicle Exhaust Emission Control" as amended by the Board
September 29, 1965. These procedures provided for the emission testing
of two fleets of vehlcles at the Porsche proving-ground laboratory, which
had previously been authorized by the Board as an approved laboratory.

One fleet was called the durgbility fleet and was composed of vehicles
representing 50% of the manufacturer's sales of the particular models in
California for the previous year. The purpose of the emission testing of
the durability fleet was to prove the capability of the exhaust control
system to control emissions for the life of the vehicle (100,000 miles).
Assuming the emission deterioration of the exhaust control system is
linesr for 100,000 miles, emissions at 50,000 miles would represent the
averege emissions for the life of the vehicle. Therefore, the test
procedure requires the durability fleet to be run for 50,000 miles with
emission measurement at approximately each 4,000 miles. The 50,000 miles
wes accumilsted on a driving route simlating metropolitan ares driving
with an dverage speed not exceeding 32 miles per hour. From the emission
durability testing, a detericration factor was determined.

The second fleet of vehicles was called the certa.fication emission data
fleet. The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emissions
of each engine size at a low-mileage or "new" condition. Since deposit
formation on the combustion chawbers inereases hydrocarbon emissions in
the first 4,000 miles of use, theee certification emission vehicles were
driven k4, OOD miles in order for the deposits to become stabilized.
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The certification vehicles of each engine size are representative of
transmission and carburetor options.

D. Test Results

1.

Emissions

One caxr was run 50,000 miles end one car was run 4,000 miles to
establigsh the emission dats for certification of sll the wvehicles
under 6,000 1b. GW marketed in California by the applicant.

Average emissions for each englne size were adjusted to car life
expectancy by the deterioration factors of 1.00 for hydrocarbons
end 1.28 for carbon monoxide and are shown in Table I.

Table I

Caertification Emission Data
Projected to 50,000 Miles

Engine Hydrocarbons Carbon Monoxide
Digplacenment PPM
Cu.In. Results Standards Resulte Standards
96.5 ohs 410 1.82 2.3
121.5 231 350 1.96 2.0

These proving-ground date indicate that the system is capable of
controlling the emissions of emch engine within the standards for
the life of the car.

Emission test results on approximately 1,000 vehicles equipped with
exhaust controls in public use in California indicate:

1. These systems reduce emissions approximately T0h on hydrocarbons
and 50% on carbon monoxide compared to the existing vehiele
population,

2. DEmissions on controlled cars with low mileages may range from
100 PPM to 500 FPM hydrocarbons, indieating that more sttention
is needed on delivering the car to the customer in a properly-
adjusted condition.

3. Deterioration trends indicate that sverage emissions of 1966
models go over the standards before 12,000 miles is reached.

It is for this reason that the Board has required additional
assurance from the manufacturers that the vehicles are
properly adjusted prior to delivery in California.
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A report is availsble from the Board entitled "Effectiveness of
Exhaust Controls in Public Use", dated May 10, 1967, which gives
details of the sbove. At present, there are approximately 1.6
million vehicles successfully opera.ting in Celifornia with exhaust
control systems.

Letter of Representation

The applicant's Letter of Representation includes the following in
compliance with California requirements:

1.

2e

3.

5.

The applicant will perform the following:

(1) 100% inspection of spark timing at the end of the vehicle
assenbly line.

(2) The offer and implementation of a free spark timing and idle
ad justment by the dealer at 1,000 miles, as well as adequate
training of desler service personnel to perform these adjustments.

(3) Notification of the owner that he is entitled to a free spark
timing and idle adjustment by the dealer at approximately
1,000 miles,

"The emission control device, as being part of the vehicle, is
included in the basic price of the vehicle at no extra cost to
the customer, end furthermore does not appear as such on the
federal sticker.”

The applicant has made gppropriate tests and statements for compliance
with the Californis criterias:

(e) driving safety

d) fail safe (h) horsepower and fuel economy
e) backfire (i) severe mountain driving

f) CO in passenger compaxrtment (Jj) oxides of nitrogen and odor
(g) tall grass fire hazard (k) driveability

The applicant states that the warra.ﬁty applicable to the exhaust
control components is the same as for other similar components of
the vehicle.

The applicant states that the control system shall be identified
by name and spark timing and idle sdjustment specificgtions on a
permanent tag prominently fixed in the engine compartment.

The applicant states that all new-car salesmen, as part of their
1968-model information, shall be informed of the purpose of the
emission control systems and their functioning principles.



F. Staff Recommendations

Based on the test data, information submitted by the applicant, and
information gathered by the MVPCB, the staff recommends certifying, to
comply with California 1968-model vehicle registration requirements,
the Dr. Ing. Porsche KG exhaust control system. The staff, therefore,
recommends adoption of Resolution &67-55. o

T/22/67
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F. 8Staff Recommendations

Based on the test dgta, informstion submitted by the applicant, and
information gathered by the MVPCB, the staff recommends certifying, to
comply with California 1968-model vehicle registration requirements,
the Dr. Ing. Poresche KG exhsust control system. The staff, therefore,
recommends adoption of Resolution 6T7-~55.

7/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-~55

WHEREAS, Dr. Ing. Porsche KG, on July %, 1967, sultmitted a Letter of Representation
and all test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust emission control
system; and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the Porsche Air Injection System with major
elements:

(1) Rotary vane air pump,

(2) Air Injection into each exhaust port,

(3) Carburetor end distributor modifications,
(4) Recommended maintenance

WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demonstrated
that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the Standards
of the California Department of Public Health for the life of the vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with estalbished procedures, the Board finds that .
the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the California Administrative
Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjustments
outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and these
adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification a 100% inspection of
spark timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjustment by
the dealer atl,000 miles or equivalent; and the applicant has agreed to these
requirements;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and aﬁtharity granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378,
Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approvel for the Dr. Ing. Porsche KG exhaust control system
as described above, to comply with California registration requirements for 1968~
medel vehicles only, with engines in displacement classes (a2) and (a3), pursuant
to Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1,
Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That
The continued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the capability

of the system to maintain emissions below California Standards for the life of
the vehicle in public use,

7/12/GT
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State of California

MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
Resolution 67-56

WHEREAS, American Motors Corporstion on June 30, 1967, submitted a letter of
Representation and all test data for 1968 California certification of an -
exhaust emission control system; and

WHEREAS, the applicant's two different exhaust control systems are described
as follows:

A. Engine Modification type system with major elememts: (for all &
cylinder engines and 8 cylinder engines with automatic transmissions)

{1) 1leaner carburetion plus idle rich limiter,
(2) retarded spark at idle,

(3) deceleration control, dashpot type,

{4} recommended maintenance.

B. Air-injection system with major elements: (for 8 cylinder engines
with manual transmissions)

(1) rotary-vsne air pump,

(2) air injection into each exhaust port,

(3) carburetor and distributor modifications,
(4) recommended maintenance.

WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demon-
strated that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within

the Standards of the California Department of Public Health for the life of
the vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon éomplia.nce with established procedures, the Board finds
that the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the Californis
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjust-
ments oubtside mamufacturer'’s specifications as delivered to the customer and
these adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification, a 100% inspection
of spark timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjust-
ment by the dealer at 1,000 miles, or equivalent, to assure proper initial
adjustment of the vehicle prior to sale, and



American Motors
Resolution 67-56

-

- 'WHEREAS, the spplicant has sgreed to submit details of substant:.a.l measures
taken to insure proper adjustment of 1968-model engines as delivered to the
customer, and periodic quality audit data to verify proper a.ddqstments s &nd;

WHEREAS, the Board staff considers these messures 4o be the "equivalent” of
the sPark timing and 1dle adjustment requirements.

NCW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That thls Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, ccmmcing at Section
24378, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Iasue & certificate of approval to American Motors Corporation to coamply : .
with California registration requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with

engines in displacement classes (b), {c), (d), (e), and (£), pursuant to

Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1,

Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That
The contimued effectiveness of this certificetion is dependent upon the .

capablility of the system to maintain emissions below California Standards for
the life of the vehicle in public use.

7/12/6
e




American Motors
Resolution 67-56

“?a

- WHEREAS, the applicant has sgreed to submit details of substantia.l measures
taken to insure proper adjustment of 1968-model engines as delivered to the
customer, and periodic quality audit data to verify proper adjustments, and;

WHEREAS, the Board staff considers these meesures to be the "equivalent” of
the spa.rk timing and idle ad;jusi:ment requirements,

NW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, cmencing at Section
24378, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval to Americen Motors Corporation to comply
with California registration requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with
engines in displacement classes (b), (c), (a), (e), and (f), pursuant to
Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub=Chapter 1,
Article 2, Sections 2104 snd 2105,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, Thgt
The continued effectiveness of this certificetion is dependent upon the

capabllity of the system to maintain emissions below Californis Standards for
the life of the vehicle in public use.

7/12/6
e
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State of Californis
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-57

WHEREAS Chapter 3, Division 20, Section 2497 of the Heslth and Safety

Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may designate
such lsboratories as it finds are gqualified and equipped to analyze and
determine, on the basis of the standards established by the Board, devices
which are sc designed and equipped to meet the standerds set by the State
Department under Section k26.5 and the criteria established by the Motor
Vehicle Pollution Control Board;"” and

WHEREAS Marvel-Schebler Division of Borg-Warner Corporation has been found
to be adequately equipped and qualified to conduct testing of exhaust and

- cratikcase control devices in accordance with the standards established by ' .
the State Department of Public Health under Section 426.5 of the Health

and Safety Code and Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board criteria; and

WHEREAS Board staff personnel have reviewsd thelsborstory equipment and
versonnel qualifications and have assured themselves thet instrument recorder
traces are satisfactory; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks are prescribed by the Board to insure accurate
test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS Marvel-Schebler Division of Borg-Warner Corporation has agreed in
writing to conduct all tests and evaluations for the purposes of certification
according to procedures established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control
Board hereby designates Marvel-Schebler Division of Borg-Warner Corporation
at Decatur, Illincis, as an Authorized Vehicle Pollution Control Testing
Laboratory.

7/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTRCL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-58

WHEREAS, SAAB Corporation, on June 22, 1967, submitted a Letter of Represen-
tation and all test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust
emission control system; and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the SAAB "Safree" Exhaust Control System,
with major elements:

(1) Free-wheeling device for deceleration.
(2) Leaner carburetion including idle.

(3} Retarded spark at idle.

(4) Recommended maintenance.

WHERFAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have
demonstrated that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions
within the Standards of the Californis Department of Public Health for the
life of the vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds
that the system meets the criteria publisked in Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chepter 1, Article 2, Sectiom 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine
adjustments outside mamufacturerts specifications as delivered to the
customer and these adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968-model certification, a 100% inspec-
tion of spark-timing on the assembly line and a free spari-timing and idle
ad justmert by the dealer at 1000 miles, or equivalent;

NOW, TPEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board, under ibe powers gnd
authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 2578, Division 20
of the Health and Safety Code, issue a certificate of approval for the
SAAB "Safree" Exhaust Emission Control System to comply with California
registration requirements for 1968-modsl vehicles only, with englines in
displacement class (a)2, pursuant to Title 13 of the California Administra-
tive Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 2104k and 2105.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the continued effectiveness of this
certification is dependent upon the cgpability of the system to maintain
emissions below California Standards for the life of the vehicle in public
use. ‘

T/12/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-59

WHEREAS Chspter 3, Division 20, Section 2h97 of the Health and Safety
Code provides that "The Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board may desig-
nate such laboratories as it finds are qualified and equipped to analyze
and determine, on the basis of the standards esteblished by the Board,
devices which are so designed and equipped to meet the standards set by
the State Department under Section 426.5 and the criteria established
by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board;" and

WHEREAS Robert Bosch GMBH has been found to be adeguately equipped and
qualified to conduct testing of exhaust and crankcase control devices
in accordsnce with the standards established by the State Department of
Public Health under Section 426.5 of the Health and Safebty Code and
Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board criteria; and

WHEREAS Board staff personnel have reviewed the laboratory equipment and
personnel qualifications and have assured themselves that instrument
recorder traces are satisfactory; and

WHEREAS adequate cross-checks are prescribed by the Board to insure
accurate test reports and evaluations; and

WHEREAS Robert Bosch GMBH has agreed in writing to conduct all tests and
evaluations for the purposes of certification according to procedures
established by the Board;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control

Board hereby designates Robert Bosch GMBH at Stuttgart, Germeny, as an
Authorized Vehicle Pollution Control Testing Laboratory.

7/12/67
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. MOTCR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTRQL. BOARD - -

: SUMMARY : IRI
1968 Exhaust control Cer‘tlflca‘tlon Documents

‘DAIMLER -BENZ., INC.
July 12, 1967

r”ﬁintroduction

On July 7, 1967, Daimler-Benz, Inc. submitted their Letter of Representation
and complete documents for 1968 California certification of their ‘exhaust
control system. .The documents 1nclude complete 50, OOO mlle emission dura—
blllty test data.

The Exhaust Control Sysfem

Daimler-Bengz are utilizing three exhaust control systems comprising:

E I. Englne-Modlflcatlon System (for 121 cu. in. engine) with major
e elements: : i :

(a) leaner carburetion
(b) retarded spark at idle
(c) recommended maintenance

II. Air-Injection System (for 141 and 152 cu. in. engine) with major
elements: '

(a) rotary-vane air pump

(b) air injection into each exhaust port

(c) carburetor and distributor modifications
(a) reéommended maintenénce |

ITT. Fuel—InJectlon System (for 152 and 386 cu. in. engine) with major
elements . o

(a) fuel-injéction system (with deceleration fuel shutoff)
(b) retarded spark at idle

(¢) recommended maintenance
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Test Procedures

Test procedures used were the "California Test Procedures and Criteria .
for Motor Vehicle Exhaust Emission Control"” as amended by the Board

September 29, 1965. These procedures provided for the emission test-

ing of two fleets of vehicles at the Daimler Benz proving grounds: laboratories,
which previously had been authorized by the Board as an approved laboratory.
One fleet was called the. durability fleet and was composed of vehicles
representing 50% of the manufacturer's sales of the particular models in
California for the previous year. The purpose of the emission testing of

the durability fleet was to prove the capability of the exhaust control

system to control emissions for the life of the vehicle (100,000 miles).
Assuming the emission deterioration of the exhaust control system-is

linear for 100,000 miles, emissicns at 50,000 miles would represent the

..average emissions for the life of the vehicle. Therefore, the test pro-

cedure requires the dursbility fleet to be run for 50,000 niiles with emission
measurement at approximately each 4,000 miles. .The 50,000 miles was accumu-
lated on a driving route simulating metropolitan area-driving with an average
speed not exceeding 32 miles per hour. From the emission durability testing

- a deterioration factor was determined.

The second Ffleet of vehicles was called the certification emission data fleet.
The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emissicns of each
engine size-at a low-mileage or "new" condition.- Since deposit formation on
the combustion chambers increased hydrocarbons emissions in the first 4,000

‘miles of use, these certificatidn emission vehicles were driven 4,000 mlles

in order for the deposits to become stabilized. - b .

The certification vehicles of each engine size are representative of trans-
mission and carburetor opticns.

Tast Results

1. Emissions

Two cars were run 50,000 miles and seven cars were run 4,000 miles to .
establish the emission data for certification of all the vehicles under
6,000 1b. G¥W marketed in California by the applicant.

Average . emissions for each engine. size were adjusted to car life expectancy
by the deterioration factors of 0.82 for hydrocarbons and 0.88 for carbon
monoxide and are shown in Table T.

- Table I
Certification Emission Data - =
Prcjected to 50,000 miles -

Engine .
Displacement Hydrocarbons . . Carbon Monoxide
Cu. In. Results PPM Standards Results %  Standards
121 33 380 . 1.55 5.0
141 95 275 1.23 1.5
152 168 275 1.18 1.5 .
1.5

386 195 275 0.80
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"Fhese proving-ground data indicate that the system is capable of controlling

the emissions of each engine within the standards for the life of the car.

Emission test results on approximately 1,000 vehicles equipped with exhaust
controls In public use in Cdlifornia indicate:

1. These systems reduce emissions approximately 70% on hydrocarbons and
50% on carbon monoxide compared to the exhisting vehicle population.

2., Emissions on controlled cars with low mileages may range from 100 PPM
to 500 PPM hydrocarbons indicating that more attention is needed on
delivering the car to the customer in a properly-adjusted condition.

3. Deterioration trends indicate that average emissions of 1966 models
go over the standards before 12,000 miles 1s reached.

It is for this reason that the Board has required additional assurance from

" the manufacturers that the vehicles are properly adJusted prior to dellvery

in Callfornla

A report is available from the Board entitled "Effectiveness of Exhaust
‘Controls in Public Use", dated May 10, 1967, which gives details of the

above, At present, there are approx1mately 1.6 million vehicles success-

fully operatlng in Ca.llfornla with exhaust controls.

Letter of Representation

‘The applicant's Letter of Representation includes the following,in compliance

with California requirements:
1. Regarding spark timing:

"It has been standard practice at Daimler-Benz at all times
to inspect and if necessary reset spark timing at the end
of the engine run-in period on special engine dypamometers
provided for this purpose. On these dynamometers all
Mercedes-Benz engines are run for various periods of time,
determined according to their performance, ranging up to
two hours under full operating conditions. We believe that
this procedure should be recognized as giving an eguivalent
result to inspection at the end of the vehicle assembly line,
particularly as better control and instrumentation can be
furnished on the dynamometer."

2. The applicant presents the vehicle purchaser with a coupon
entitling him to a free spark timing and idle adjustment
at 600 and 3,000.
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The gpplicant states that the cost of the Daimler-Benz

| exhaust emission control system will be competitive.

- The applicant has made appropriate testg and. statements
for compliance with the following Callfornla criteria:

(¢) driving safety o (h) horsepower and fuel
. ' ' o economy
(d) fail safe
(i) severe mountain
‘ driving
(e) backfire
: (3) ‘oxides of nitrogen
(£) €O in passenger compartment . and odor

(g) tall grass fire hazard (k) driveability

The appllcant states that the warranty appllcable to the
exhaust contrcl components is the same as for other similar
components of the vehicle, -

The spplicant states that the control system shall be

identified by name and spark timing and idle adjustment
specifications on a permanent tag or decal prominently .

fixed in the engine compartment.

The applicant states that all new-car salesmen, as part
of their 1968-model information, shall be informed of
the purpose of the emission control systems and their
functioning principles.

Staff Recommendations ' S I

.Based on the test data, 1nformat10n submitted by the applicant, and informa-
~ tion gathered by the MVPCB, the staff recommends certifying, to comply with

California 1968-model vehicle registration requirements, the Daimler-Benz

7/12/67
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exhaust control systems. The staff, therefore, recommends adoption of
Resolution 67~60. :
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3. The applicant states that the cost of.the_Daimler-Bénz
exhaust emission control system will be competitive.

h, The applicant has made appropriate tests and statements
for compliance with the following California criteria:

(e)
(d)

(e)
(£)
(&)

driving safety

fail safe

backfire

CO in passenger compartment

tall grass fire hazard

(b)
(1)
(3)

(x)

horsepower and fuel
economy

severe mountain
driving

oxides of nitrogen
and odor

driveability

' 5.; The appllcant states that the warranty appllcable to the
exhaust control components is the same &8s for .other 31m11ar
components of the vehicle.

6. The applicant states that the control system shall be
identified by name and spark timing and idle adjustment
sPec1flcat10ns on a permanent tag or decal promlnently
flxed in the engine compartment.

7. The applicant states that all new-car salesmen} as part
of their 1968-model information, shall be informed of
the purpose of the emission control systems and their
functioning principles.

Staff Recommendaticns

"Based on the test data, information submitted by the applicant, and informa-
tion gathered by the MVPCB, the staff recommends certifying, to comply with
the Daimler-Benz
The staff, therefore, recommends adoption of

California 1968-model vehicle registration requirements,
exhaust control systems.

Resolution 67-60.
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION -CONTROL BOARD
| Resolution. 67-60
WHEREAS, Daimler-Benz, Inc. on July-7,11967, éubmit%ed a Letter of Reprééentaﬁibn
and all test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust emission centrol -
system; and o . : .
WHEREAS;'the'systémS'are cbﬁpfised of the following major elements:
Daimler-Benz are utilizing three exhaust control systems comprising; .

I.. Engine-Modification System (for 121 cu..in. engine) with major - .. -
" elements: _ : .

(a) leaner carburetion
' Foow / (b) retarded spark at idle
(e¢) recommended maintenance

IT. Air-Injection System (for 14l and 152 cu.. in. engine)  with major
elements:

(a)  rota£y—§ane air~puxm‘.‘

. (b) air injection into each exhaust port
{e) carburetor and distributor modifications
(d) recommended maintenance

IIT.Fuel-Injecticn System (for 152 and 386 cu. in. engine) with major

. elements:

(a) fuel-injection system (with deceleration fuel shutoff)

(b) retarded spark at idle

(¢) recommended maintenance
WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demonstrated
that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the Standards of
the California Department of Public Health for the 1life of the vehicle; and
WHEREAS,,bésed upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds that the

system meets the criteria published im Title 13 of the California Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and
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Resolution = :

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjustments .
outside manufacturer’s specifications as delivered to the customer and these adjust-

ments have substantlal effects on em1381ons, and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certificdtion, a lOO% 1nspect10n Ofr,‘

spark tlmlng on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjustment by

the dealer at approximately l OOO miles or equ1valent and ‘the appllcant has agreed _

to these reguirements; : : o

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and suthority granted in Chapter 3, commen01ng at Sectlon 2Lk378,
Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval for the Daimler-Benz exhaust control systems as
described above to comply with California registration reguirements for 1968-model
vehicles only, with engines in displacement classes (a3), (b) and (£),-pursuant to Tit
the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub- Chapter 1, Artlcle 2, Sections

2104 and 2105.

of

AND BE IT:FURTHER. RESOLVED,. That

The continued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the ?apability
of the system to maintain emissiong below C lifornia Standards for the life of
the vehicle in public use. o .

7/12/67
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WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjustments
outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and these adjust-
ments have substantlal effects on em1551ons, and

WHEREAS, Board pollcy requires for 1968 model certification, a lOO% 1nspect10n of L .
spark 'blmlng on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjustment 'by o
the dealer at approximately 1,000 miles or equlvalent and the appllcant has agreed

to these requirements; & o

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Sectlon 24378,
Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval for the Daimler-Benz exhaust control systems as
described above to comply with California registration requirements for 1968-model
vehicles only, with engines in displacement cclasses (a3), (v) and (f) pursuant to Titl
the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections

210k ang 2105. ‘ a - ‘ .

AND BE. IT FURTHER RESOLVED,.That .

The continued effectiveness of thig certification is dependent upon the capability
of the system to maintain emissions below C. llfornla Standards for the life of
the wvehicle in public use.
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD 7
REFORT ON THE MERCEDES-BENZ CRANKCASE EMISSION CONTROL SYSTEM

Introduction

This is a report on the staff evaluation of the Mercedes-Benz crankcase
emission control system. The basis for the evaluation is the Alternste
Testing Procedure for Evaluation of Devices to Control Crankcase Emlssions
(Factory Installation). '

Descrigtion of Device

The Mercedes-Benz corankcage emission control system consists of a rubber
tube connecting the rocker arm cover to the clean side of the alr cleaner.
The oil filler cap 1s sealed. The oil dipstick is alsc sealed by means
of an impregnated felt seal providing a completely sealed system which
prevents emisasions from escaping to the atmosphere even in case of a
rosltive crankcase pressure which, however, occurs only &t idle on fuel
injection engines. In all other operating modes and on all carburetor
englnes crankcase pressure is negative as shown by the company's test
reports. As a result no hydrocarbons can escape to the atmosphere.

Mercedes-Benz has used this basic crankcase ventllation system for
approximately ten years with no difficulty whatsoever in its use. The
system was used as an "open" system until 1963 when a check valve was
introduced at the oil dipstick to prevent emissions at idle; this check
velve is now being replaced by the felt seal. During the ten years of
use, there has been no problem with odor in the passenger compartment, oil
carryover, nor any record of crankcase explosions.

The maintenance recommendetions caell for the replacement of the paper type
air cleaner element at 10,000 miles.

The certification request covers all Mercedes-Benz passenger cars, light
trucks and buses,

Campliance with Crankcase Fmission Standards

The spplicant has demonstrated to the satisfaction of the staff that the
system when operating efficiently meets the State standards.

Complisnce with Board Criteris

The Board has on file a letter from Mercedes-Benz signed by a legally
authorized officer containing the mamufacturer's representation thet the
device, which will be mamufactured for original equipment installation
only, will comply with the Board's criteria. The letter also states that
the system will not be used for automobiles other than those for which it
was originally certified,



Summary and Conclusions .

ll

2.

3.
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The crankcase emission control system meets the crankease emission
standards of the California Department of Publie Heslth when operating
efficiently. : |

The applicant has made representation that the device as produced
for origilnal equipment installation will comply with the Board's
criteria.

The staff recommends that the Mercedes-Benz crankcase emission control
system be spproved for new cars, factory installation only, on 1967
and ?ulisequent models of motor vehicles in classifications (a), (b),
and (f).




Summery

gnd Coneclusions

l.

The crankcasé emission control system meets the crankcese emission
standards of the California Department of Public Health when operating

efficiently.

7/12/67

The applicant has made representation that the device as produced
for original eguipment installation will comply with the Board's
criteria.

The staff recommends that the Mercedes-Benz crankcase emission control
system be approved for new cars, factory installation only, on 1967
ahd ?u?sequent models of motor vehicles in classifications (a), (b),
and (f



State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

Resolution 67-61

WHEREAS, Daimler-Benz Aktiengesellschaft, Stuttgart, Unterturkheim, Germany,
filed an application for a certificate of approval for a crankcase emission
control system which is described as follows:

The Mercedes-Benz crankcase emission control system consists of a rubber
tube connecting the rocker arm cover to the clean side of the air cleaner.
The oil filler cap is sealed. The oil dipstick is also sealed by means
of an Impregnated felt seal providing a completely sealed system which
prevents emissions from escaping to the atmosphere even in case of a
positive crankcase pressure which, however, occurs only at idle on fuel
injection engines. In all other operating modes and on all carburetor
engines crankease pressure is negative as shown by the company's %est
reports.

WHEREAS, the system has been found to meet the crankcase emission standards -
established by the California Department of Public Health as published in
Title 17 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 5, Subchapber 5,
Article 1, Section 30530; and

WHEREAS, after considering representations submitted by the manufacturer, the
Board finds that the device meets the criteria of the Motor Vehicle Pollution
Control Board as published in Title 13 of the California Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Subchapter 1, Article 1, Section 2003.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board
Issue a certificate of approval for the Mercedes-Benz crankease emission control
system for installation on 1557 and subseguent model cers in vehicle classifi-

cations{a), (b) and (£) as designated in Title 13 of the Californis Administra-~
tive Code, Chapter 3, Subchapter 1, Article 1, Section 200k,

7/12/67
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. State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLILUTION CONTROL BOARD
REPORT ON THE RENAULT CRANKCASE EMISSION CONTROL SYSTEM

Introduction

This is a report on the staff evaluation of the Renault Crankcase
Emission Control System, The basis for the evaluation is the Alternate
Testing Procedure for Evaluation of Devices to Control Crankcase
Enissions (Factory Installation).

Description of Device

The device consists of a "T" from the rocker arm cover which connects
. to two ozone and hydrocarbon resisting synthetic rubber tubes. One
of these tubes leads into an "AC" spring loaded flow control valve
| into the intake manifold. The other tube leads through a flame
| arrester into the top portion of the carburetor.

A sealed oil filler cap is used.

Compliance with Crankcase Bmission Standards

. The applicant has demonstrated to the satisfaction of the staff that
‘ the system when operating efficiently meets the State standards.
Recommended maintenance is 12,000 miles.

Compliance with Board Criteria

The Board has on file a letter from Renault signed by a legally authorized
officer containing the mamufacturer's representation that the device,

. which will be manufactured for original equipment installation only,
will comply with the Board's criteria. The letter also states that the
system will not be used for automobiles other than those for which it
was originally certified.

Summery and Conclusions

1. The crankcase emission control system meets the crankcase emission
standards of the California Department of Public Health when operat-
ing efficiently.

2. The applicant has made representation that the device as produced
for original equipment installation will comply with the Board's
criteria.

3. The staff recommends that the Rensult Crankcase Emission Control
System be approved for new cars, factory installation only, on 1968
. and subsequent models of motor vehicles in classification (a).

9/13/67



State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLIUTION CONTROI. BOARD

Resolution 67-62

WHEREAS, Regie Nationale Des Usines Renault of Billancourt, France filed
an application for a certificate of approval for a crankcase emission
control system which is described as follows:

The device conslists of a "I" from the rocker arm cover which connects
to two ozone and hydrocarbon resisting synthetic rubber tubes. One
of these tubes leads into an "AC" spring loaded flow control valve
into the intake manifold. The other tube leads through a flame
arrester into the top portion of the carburetor.

A sealed oil filler cap is used.

WHEREAS, the systam has boen found to ment the craukcase emission standards
establiched by the California Department of Public Health as published in
Title 17 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 5, Subchapter 5,
Article 1, Section 30530; and

WHEREAS, after considering representations suvbmitted by the manufacturer, the
Board finds that the device meets the criteria of the Motor Vehicle Pollution
Control Board as published in Title 13 of the Cslifornia Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Subchapter 1, Article 1, Section 2003.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board
Issue a certificate of approval for the Renault crankcase emission control
system for installation on 1968 and subsequent model cars in vehicle classifi-

cation (a), as designated in Title 13 of the California Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Subchapter 1, Article 1, Section 2004,

9/13/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

THE TOYOTA MOTORS LTD., REPORT FOR THE 3 M & K ENGINES ON CLOSED CRANKCASE EMISSION
' CONTROL SYSTEMS

Introduction

This is a report on the staff evaluation of the Toyoto Motors Ltd., closed crankcase
emission control system. The basis of the evaluation is the Alternate Testing
Procedure for Evaluation of Devices to Control Crankcase Emissions, (Factory
Installation), June 1, 1963, revision.

Description of Systems

System No. 1. For 3 M Engine (6 cylinder)

Tube from crankcase {large diameter) from which smaller diameter tubes split off
as follows:

a) One tube contains a spring-loaded regulating valve and leads to intake
manifold.

b) The other tube leads to the clean side of the air cleaner.
System No. 2. For K Engine (4 cylinder)

a) Tube from rocker arm cover through a spring-loaded regulating valve to the
intake manifold.

b) Tube from rocker arm cover into the clean side of the air cleaner.
Both systems use a sealed o0il filler cap.

Compliance with Crankcase Emission Standards

The applicant has demonstrated to the satisfaction of the staff that the system when
operating efficiently meets the State standards.

Compliance with Board Criteria

The Board has on file a letter from the Toyota Motor Ltd,, signed by a legally

authorized officer, containing the manufacturer's representation that the device which

will be manufactured for original equipment installation only, will comply with the
Board's criteria, including odor criterion. The letter also states that the system
will not be used as replacement other than for cars upon which it was originally
installed.

Summary and Conclusions

1. The crankcase emission control system meets the crankcase emissions standards

of the California Department of Public Health when operating efficiently.

2. The applicant has made representation that the device as produced for
original equipment installation only will comply with the Board's criteria.

3. The staff recommends that the Toyota Motors Ltd., closed crankcase emission
control system be approved for new Toyota Motors Litd., automobiles, factory
installation, on 19687and subsequent models of motor vehicles in
classification (a).



State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

Resolution 6T-63

WHEREAS Toyota Motors Ltd., of Aichi-Ken, Japan, filed an application for

a certificate of approval for a closed crankcase emission control system
described as the Toyota Motors Ltd., closed crankcase emission control system
having the following specifications;

System No. 1) 3 M Engine. (6 cylinder)
A tube from crankcase, splitting into two smaller tubes.

a) One tube containing & spring-loaded regulating valve
going into the intake manifold.

b) The other tube leading into the clean side of the air
cleaner,

System No. 2) K Engine (4 cylinder)

A tube from rocker arm cover through & spring-loaded regulating
valve into the intake manifold.

A second tube from the rocker arm cover into the clean side of
the air cleaner,

Both systems use a sealed oil filler cap.

WHEREAS the system has been found to meet the crankcase emission control
standards established by the California Department of Public Health as
published in Title 17 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 5, Sub~
Chapter 5, Article 1, Secticn 30530; and

WHEREAS after considering representations submitted by the manufacturer, the
Board finds that the system meets the criteria of the Motor Vehicle Pollution
Control Board as published in Title 13 of the California Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2003.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board

Issue a certificate of approval for the Toycta Motors Ltd., closed crankcase
emission control system for new Toyota Motors Ltd., cars, factory installation,
on 19687and subsequent models of motor vehicles in classification (a) as
designated in Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-
Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2004.

9/13/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICIE POLLUTICN CONTROL BCARD

RESOLUTION 67-6kL

WHEREAS NSU Motorenwerke, Neckarsulm, Germany, filed an application for a
certificate of approval for a sealed crankcase emission control system for
the Wankel Engine described as the NSU Sesaled Crankcase Emission Control
System, having the following specifications:

A tube from the Wankel Engine rotor body chamber through
a 8pring-loaded check valve to the air cleaner.

A sealed oll filler cap is used in the system.

WHEREAS the system has been found to meet the crankcase emission control
standards established by the Celifornies Department of Public Health as
published in Title 17 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 5,
Sub-Chapter 5, Article 1, Section 30530; and

WHEREAS after considering representaticns submitted by the manufacturer,
the Board finds that the system meets the criteria of the Motor Vehicle
Pollution Control Board as published in Title 13 of the California Admini-
strative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 2003.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this Board

Issue a certificate of approval for the NSU Sealed Crankcase Emission Con-
trol System for new NSU automobiles factory installation, on 1967 and sub-
sequent models of motor vehicles with the Wankel Engine, in classification
(g) only, as designated in Title 13 of the California Administrative Code,
Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 1, Section 200%4.

9/13/67
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State of California
MOTCOR VEHICLE POLLUTTION CONTROL BOARD

REPORT ON THE NSU SEALED CRANKCASE EMISSICN CONTROL SYSTEM

Introduction

This is a report on the staff evaluation of the NSU Sealed Crankcase Emission
Control System for the Wankel Engine. The basis of the evaluation ig the Alter-
nate Testing Procedure for Evaluation of Devices to Control Crankcase Emissions.
(Factory Installation), June 1, 1963 revision. This report does not include
evidence concerning compliance with the Board's criteria.

Description of System

A tube from the Wankel Engine rotor body chamber through a
spring-loaded check valve to the air cleaner.

A sealed oil filler cap is used in the system.

Compliance with Crankcase Emission Standards

The applicant has demonstrated to the satisfaction of the staff that the system,
when operating efficiently, meets the State standards.

Compliance with Board Criteris

The Board has on file a letter from NSU, signed by a legally authorized officer,
containing the manufacturer's representation that the device which will be manu-
factured for original eguipment installation only, will comply with the Board's
criteria, including odor criterion. The letter also states that the system will
not be used as replacement other than for cars uvpon which it was originally
installed.

Summary and Conclusicns

1. The crankcase emission control system meets the crankcase
emission standards of the California Department of Public
Health when operating efficiently.

2. The applicant has made representation that the device as
produced, for original equipment installation only, will
comply with the Board's criteria.

3. The Staff recommends that the NSU Sealed Crankcase Emission
Control System be approved for new NSU Wankel-engined
Automobiles, factory installation, on 1967 and subsequent
nodels of motor vehicles in classification (g) only.

9/13/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

Report of All-O-Matic Manufacturing Corporation

Closed Crankcase Emission Control System

Identical Devices

The All-0O-Matic Manufacturing Corporation is requesting approvel of their
valves #004392 and 004592, to be sold as replacement valves for 1961-1967
Chrysler products, under the Identical Device Section of the California
Administrative Code, Article 4, Title 13, Chapter 3, Sub-Chspter 1, which
is as follows: ‘

2300. Defined. An "identical device" is a device identical in all
respects, including manufacture, installation and operation, with a
device which has been certified by the Motor Vehicle Pollution Con-
trol Board pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 24386(4) but
which is manufactured by a person other than the original manufacturer
of the "certified device." '

2301. Proof of Identical Device. Any person intending to manufacture
an identical device shall first submit proof to the Motor Vehicle
Poliution Control Board that said device is an identical device as
defined in Section 2300, supra. Such proof shall include the follow-
imng:

Statement c¢f principle of operation of the device,
Design drawings including materials and specifications.
Installation drawings.

Sample device.

Other material as deemed necessary for evaluation by the
. Executive Officer. '

2302. Bubject to Original Certification. An identical device is
subject to and dependent upon the original application and certifi-
cation of approval on which it is based.
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2303. Ewvaluation. The Board, after review and evaluation of such
proof and other data shell meke a finding as to whether or not the
proposed device is in fact identical to that which received prior
approval.

2304. ©Notification. When a device has been approved as an identical
device, the Board shall notify the Department of Motor Vehicles and
the California Highway Patrol by submission of an appropriate Board
Resoclution within 30 days of the date of their action.
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Description of the Valve .

A spring-loaded tapered-plunger flow control valve, identical in all
respects to the Novo Valve approved by the Board as part of the Nove
Closed Crankcase Emission Control System under Resolution 63-7 dated
January 17, 1963. '

Submission of Required Material

The company has submitted the required materials as set forth under
Section 2301. These inciuded drawings, samples, specifications, etec.
These materials were found to be acceptable by the staff.

Financial Responsibility

The company has submitted a financial statement, proof of trademark
registration, and proof of product liability insurance which appear .
to be acceptable.

Letter of Representation

The company has submitted a Letter of Representation that they will

take full responsibility for both materials and workmanship of the

valves, which are identical in all respects to the corresponding

Novo Valves., They also will only sell thesge valves as replacement ‘
for 1961-1967 Chrysler product valves, .

Summa.ry and Conclusions

'l.

The All-0-Matic Manufacturing Corporation Valves meet the require-
ments of an identical device to the Novo Valve, which is a part of
the Closed Crankcase Fmission Control System certified by Resolu-

tion 63-7. .

The company has submitted the required materials for identical
devices as set forth in Title 13, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article h,
of the California Administrative Code.

The Staff recommends that the All-0O-Matic Manufacturing Corporation
Valves #004392 and OOL592 be granted a certificate of approval as
replacement valves for 1961-1G67 Chrysler products in Classes (b),
(e), (&), (e) and (f), per Resolution 6T7-65.

9/13/67
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2. Description of the Valve

A spring-loaded tapered-plunger flow contrel valve, identical in all
respects to the Novo Valve approved by the Board as part of the Novo
Closed Crankcase Fmission Control System under Resclution 63-7 dated
January 17, 1963. ‘

3. Submission of Required Material

The company has submitted the required materilals as set forth under
Section 2301. These included drawings, samples, specifications, etec:
These materials were found to be acceptable by the staff.

L.  Financial Respohsibility

The company hes submitted a financial statement, proocf of trademark
registration, and proof of product liasbility insurance which appear
tc be acceptable.

- 5. Letter of Representation

The company has submitted a Letter of Representation that they will
take full responsibility for both materials and workmanship of the
valves, which are identical in all respects to the corresponding
" Novo Valves. They also will only sell these valves as replacement
for 1961-1967 Chrysler product valves.

Summary and Conclusions

1, The Al1-0-Matic Manufacturing Corporation Valves meet the require-
ments of an identical device to the Novo Valve, which is a part of
the Closged Crankcase Emission Control System certified by Resolu-
tion 63-7.

2. The company has submitted the required materials for identical
devices as set forth in Title 13, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article k,
of the California Administrative Code.

3. The Staff recommends that the Al1-0-Matic Manufacturing Corporation
Valves #004392 and 004592 be granted a certificate of approval as
replacement valves for 1961-1967 Chrysler products in Classes (b),
(¢), (4), (e) and (f), per Resolution 67-65.

9/13/67
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State of California -
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD ,/VL441”
RESOLUTION 67-65 (f“"/)

WHEREAS, the All1-0O-Matic Manufacturing Corporation filed an application
on August 21, 1967 for a certificate of approvel for a crankcase emission
control valve which is desecribed as follows:

A spring-loaded, tapered-plunger flow control valve identical
in all respects to the Nove Valve approved by the Board as
part of the Novo Closed Crankcase Emission Contrel System
under Resolution 63-7 on January 17, 1963; and

WHEREAS, the company has represented in writing and has submitted proof
that their valve is identical in material, workmanship and in all other
respects to the Novo Valve; and

WHEREAS, the company has stated its intention to market this valve only
as a replacement for the Novo type valve for use on the 1961-1967
Chrysler Corporation vehicles; and

WHEREAS, the Board under Title 13, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article b,
is empowered tc approve a device if it is identiecal in all respects with
a device which has been certified by the Motor Vehiele Pollution Control
Board pursuant to the Health and Safety Code, Section 2u4386; and

WHEREAS, this valve meets said requirements; and

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board issue a certificate of
approval for the All-0-Matic Manufacturing Corporation Tapered-plunger
Valve to be used as a replacement for the valves in the certified crank-
case emission control systems on used 1961-1967 Chrysler Corporation
motor vehicles in classifications (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f) designated
by Title 13, California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1,
Article 1, Section 2004; and Identical Devices Article 4, of the Calif-
crnia Administrative Code, Title 13, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Sections
2300 through 2304%.

9/13/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

Resolution 67-66

WHEREAS, MRS. MICHAEL C, LEVEE, JR, has served since the Board's inception,
and also one term as Vice-Chairman of the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control
Board; and

WHEREAS, she has rendered extraordinary service to her fellow Californians
in the cause of cleaner air; and

WHEREAS, she has given freely of her time in formulating and fostering the
Board's program; and

WHEREAS, she has consistently and canscientiously attended all regular and
special Board meetings, served on various Board committees, and made valuable
contributions to their deliberations; and

WHEREAS, she has now concluded her service on the Board, but not her devotion to
the cause of cleaner air;

RESOLVED, That
The present members of the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board do hereby

gratefully acknowledge her services and publicly commend her service to the
People of Californis.,

9/13/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

Resolution 6767

WHEREAS, WILLIAM E, NISSEN, has been a distinguished member and has
completed two terms as Chairman of the Board; and

WHEREAS, He has rendered extraordinary service to his fellow Californians
in the cause of clesner sir; and

1
WHEREAS, He has given freely of his time in formulating and fostering the
Board's program; and

WHEREAS, He has consistently and conscientiously attended all regular
and specisl Bosrd meetings, served on various Board committees, and made
valusble contributions to their deliberations; and '

WHEREAS, He has now concluded his serwvice on the Board, but not his
devotion to the cause of cleesner air;

RESOLVED, That
The present members of the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board de hereby

gratefully acknowledge his service end publicly commend him for his service
te the People of California,

9/13/67



State of California
MCTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTRQL BOARD
RESOLUTION 67-68

WHEREAS, British Motor Corporation Limited, August 16, 1967, submitted a Letter
of Representation and all test data for 1968 Californie certification of an
exhaust emission control system; and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the E.P.A.I. (Exhaust Port Air Injection)
System with major elements:

(1) Rotary vane air pump

(2) Air injection into each exhaust port

(3) Carburetor and distributor modifications
(4) Recommended maintenance

WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demon-
strated that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the
Standards of the California Department of Public Health for the life of the
vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds
that the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjust-
ments outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and
these azdjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and '

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification a 100% inspection
of spark timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjust-
ment by the dealer at 1,000 miles or equivalent; and the applicant has agreed
to these requirements;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOIVED, That this Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378,
Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue s certificate of approval for the British Motor Corporation Limited Exhaust
Control System as described above, to comply with California registration reguire-
ments for 1968-model vehicles only, with engines in displacement classes a(2)},
a(3) and b, pursuant to Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3,
Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That

The continued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the capability
of the system to maintain emissions below Cglifornis Standards for the life of
the vehicle in public use,

9/13/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BCARD
Summaxy
1968 Exhaust Control Certificstion Documents
British Motor Corporation Limited
Exhaust Port Air Injection System (E.P.A.I.)

September 13, 1967

Introduction

On August 16, 1967, British Motor Corporation, Ltd., submitted their Letter
of Representation and complete documents for 1968 California certification of
their exhaust control system. The Letter of Representation was signed by

C. A. Griffin, Director and.Chief Engineer, and the documents include complete
50,000-mile emission durability test data.

The Exhaust Control System

The British Motor Corporation, Ltd., E.P.A.I. exhaust control system comprises:
(1) Rotary vane pump

(2) Air injection into each exhaust port

(3) carburetor and distributor modifications

(4) Deceleration control, vacuum limiter type

{(5) Recommended maintenance

Test Procedures

Test procedures used were the "California Test Procedures and Criteria for
Moteor Vehicle Exhaust Emission Control' as amended by the Board September 29,
1965. These procedures provided for the emission testing of two fleets of
vehicles at the British Motor Corporation, Iitd. proving-ground laboratory,
which had previously been authorized by the Board as an approved laboratory.

One fleet was called the durability fleet and was composed of vehicles
representing 50% of the manufacturer's gales of the particular models in
California for the previous year. The purpose of the emission testing of

the durability fleet was to prove the capability of the exhaust control

system to control emissions for the life of the vehicle (100,000 miles).
Assuming the emission deterioration of the exhaust control system is linear
for 100,000 miles, emissions et 50,000 miles would represent the average
emissions for the life of the vehicle. Therefore, the test procedure requires
the durability fleet to be run for 50,000 miles with emission measurement at
approximately each 4,000 miles, The 50,000 miles was accumulsted on a driving
route simulating metropolitan ares driving with an average speed not exceeding
32 miles per hour. From the emission dursbility testing, a deterioration
factor was determined.
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The second fleet of vehicles was called the certification emission data
fleet. The purpcse of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emissions
of each engine size at a low-mileage or "new" condition. Since deposit
formation on the combustion chambers increases hydrocarbon emissions in
the first 4,000 miles of use, these certification emission vehicles were
driven 4,000 miles in order for the deposits to become stabilized. The
certification vehicles of each engine size are representative of trans-
mission and carburetor options.

Test Results

1l. Emissions

Three cars were run 50,000 miles and four cars were run 4,000 miles to
establish the emission data for certification of all the vehicles under
6,000 1b. GVW marketed in Californisa by the applicant.

Aversge emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car life
expectancy by the deterioration factors of 0.85 for hydrocarbons and
0.84 for carbon monoxide and are shown in Table I.

Table I

Certification Emission Data
Projected to 50,000 Miles

Engine Hydrocarbong PPM Carbon Monoxide %
Displacement

Cu. TIn. Results Standards Results Standards

77.9 289 k1o 1.23 2.30

109.8 194 350 1.05 2.00

177.8 186 275 0.93 1.50

These proving-ground data indicate that the system is capable of control-

I¥rp the emissions of each engine within the standards for the life of the
car,

Emission test results on approximately 1,000 vehicles equipped with
exhaust controls in public use in California indicate:

1. These systems reduce emissions approximately 70% on hydrocarbons
and 50% on carbon monoxide compared to the existing vehicle -
population.

2. Emissions on controlled cars with low mileages may range from 100 PPM
to 500 PPM hydrocarbons, indiecating that more attention is needed on
delivering the car to the customer in a properly adjusted condition.

3. Deterioration trends indicate that average emissions of 1966 models
go over the standards before 12,000 miles is reached.
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The second fleet of vehicles was called the certification emission data
fleet. The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emissions
of each engine size at a low-mileage or "new" condition. Since deposit
formation on the combustion chambers increases hydrocarbon emissions in
the first 4,000 miles of use, these certification emission vehicles were
driven 4,000 miles in order for the deposits to become stabilized. The
certification vehicles of each engine size are representative of trans-
mission and carburetor options.

D. Test Results

1. Emissions

Three cars were run 50,000 miles and four cars were run M;OOO miles to
establish the emission data for certification of all the vehicles under
6,000 1b. GVW marketed in California by the applicant.

Averazge emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car life
expectancy by the deterioration factors of 0.85 for hydrocarbons and
0.8L4 for carbon monoxide and are shown in Table I.

Table T

Certification Emission Data
Projected to 50,000 Miles

Engine Hydrocarbons PPM Carbon Monoxide %
Displacement d
Cu. In. : Results Standards Results Standards
77.9 K 289 410 1.23 2.30
109.8 194 " 350 1.05 2.00
177.8 186 275 0.93 1.50

These proving-ground data indicate that the system is capable of control-
Iimg the emissions of each engine within the standards for, the life of the
car. ‘

Emission test results on apﬁroximately 1,000 vehicles equipped with
exhaust controls in publie use in California indicate:

1. These systems reduce emissions approximately 70% on hydrocarbons
and 50% on carbon monoxide compared to the existing vehicle
population.

2. Emissions on controlled cars with low mileages may range from 100 PTM
to 500 PPM hydrocarbons, indicating that more attention is needed on
delivering the car to the customer in a properly adjusted condition.

3. Deterioration trends indicate that average emissions of 1966 models
go over the standards before 12,000 miles is reached.



It is for this reason that the Board has required additional
assurance from the manufacturers that the vehicles are properly
adjusted prior to»delivery in California.

A report is available from the Board entitled "Effectiveness of
Exhaust Controls in Public Use", dated May 10, 1967, which gives
details of the above. At present, there are approximately 1.6
million vehicles successfully operating in California with exhaust
control systems. '

Letter of Representation

The applicant's Letter of Representation includes the following in compliance
with California requirements:

1. The applicant will perform the following:

(1)

(2)

(3)

Inspection of spark timing and idle adjustment for every vehicle
with electronic diagnostic equipment at the end of the vehicle
assembly line.

The offer and implementation, as a conditicon of warranty, of a free
spark timing and idle adjustment by the dealer at 1,000 miles, as
well as adequate training of dealer service personnel to perform
these adjustments.

Notification to the owner that he is entitled to a free spark timing
and idle adjustment by the dealer at approximately 1,000 miles.

applicant has submitted complete emission control specifications on

each engine-transmission combination as required by the staff.

2. The
3. The
4, The

cost of the E.P.A.I. exhaust control system will not exceed $50.

applicant has made appropriate tests and statements for compliance

with the Californis criteria;

R H G Qo
N e e

5. The

driving safety

fail safe (h) horsepower and fuel economy
backfire (i) severe mountain driving

CO in passenger compartment (i) oxides of nitrogen and odor
tall grass fire hazard (k) driveability

applicant states that the warranty applicable to the exhaust control

components is the same as for other similar components of the vehicle,
which is 12,000 miles or 12 months.

6. The

applicant states that the control system shall be identified by

name and spark timing and idle adjustment specifications cn a tag
prominently fixed in the engine compartment.



State of Californis
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

Resolution 67-69

WHEREAS, Jaguar on September 5, 1967, submitted a Letter of Representation and all
test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust emission control system;
and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the Jaguar "Duplex Manifold" system with major
elements?

(1) dual intake manifold,
{(2) leaner cartvuretion,

(3) retarded spark at idle,
(4) recommended maintenance,

WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demonstrated
that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the Standards
of the California Department of Public Health for the life of the vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures,the Board finds that the
system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the California Administrative
Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjustments
outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and these
adjustmepts have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model cer#fication, a 100% inspection of
spark timing on the assembly line and a free spasrk timing and idle adjustment by
the dealer at approximately 1,000 miles or equivalent, and the applicant has agreed
to these requirements;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378,
Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approvael for the Jaguar exhaust control system as deseribed
above to comply with California registration requirements for 1966-model vehicles
only, with engines in displacement class (d), pursuant to Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the continued effectiveness of this certification
is dependent upon the applicant successfully completing the durability test in
approximately two months. If problems develop in the continued durability testing,
the applicant has agreed to recall all assembled vehicles in public use for remedial
action. The continued effectiveness of the certification also is dependent upon
the capability of the system to maintain emissions below California Standards for
the life of the vehicle in public use.

9/13/67
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State of California |
* MOTOR VENICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
R SUMARY | |
1968 Exhaust Ccntro;‘Certificﬁtiop Documents
Kaiser Jéep'Cofp._
~Exhaust Control Systems
T lSeprt;anber 13, 1967
Introduction

On August-Si, 1967, Kaiser Jeep Corp. submitted their letter of Representation

-and complete documents for 1968 California certification of their exhaust

control systems. 'The Letter of Representation was signed by Frederick A,
Btewart, Vice-President, Engineering, and the documents include complete
50,000 mile emission dnrability test dsata.

The Exhaust Control sttems
Kaiser Jeep Corp. two exhaust control systems comprise*

I. Engine modification-type system for the 350 cubic inch 8 cylinder engine
with major elements:

(1) 1leaner carburetion plus idle rich limiter,
(2)  retarded spark at idle,
(3) ‘deceleration contrﬁl, dashpot type,
() recommeﬁded maintenance, o
II, Air-injection system for the 134 cubic inch 4 cylinder engine, the 225

and 232 cubic inch 6 cylinder engines and the 327 cubic inch 8 cylinder
engine with major elements:

(1) rotary-vane air pump,
(2)_ alr injection into each exhaust port,
{3) carburetor and distributor modifications,
(h) recommended maintenance.
Test Procedures

Test procedures used were the "California Test Procedures and Criteria for
Motor Vehicle Exhaust Emission Control" as amended by the Board September 29,
1965, These procedures provided for the emission testing of two fleets of
vehlcles at the Kaiser Jeep Corp. proving grounds laboratories, which pre-
vicusly had been authorized by the Board as an approved lsboratory,



-2 .

One fleet was called the durability fleet and was composed of vehicles
representing 70% of the mamifacturer's sales of the particular models in .

California for the previous year.

The purpose of the emission testing

of the durability fleet was to prove the capability of the exhaust control
system to control emissions for the life of the wehicle (100,000 miles).
Assuming the emission deterioration of the exhasust control system is linear
for 100,000 miles, emissions at 50,000 miles would represent the average

emissions for the life of the vehicle.

Therefore, the test procedure

requires the durability fieet to be run for 50,000 miles with emission

measurement at approximately each 4,000 miles,

The 50,000 miles was accumul-

ated on a driving route simulating metropolitan area driving with an average
speed not exceeding 32 miles per hour. From the emission durebility test-
ing, a deterioration factor was determined, :

The second fleet of vehicles was called'the certification emigsion data

fleet,

The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emissions

of each engine size at & low-mileage or "new" condition. 8ince deposit

formation on the combustion chambers increases hydrocarbons emissions in

the first 4,000 miles of use, these certification emission vehicles were .
driven 4,000 miles in order for the deposits to become stabilized.

The certification vehicles of each engine size are representative of trans-
mission and carburetor options.

Five cars were run 50,000 miles and 9 cars were run 4,000 miles to
establish the emission data for certification of all the vehicles under

Average emissions for each engine size ﬁere adjusted to car life expect-~
ancy by deterioration factors for hydrocarbons and for carbon monoxide

Projected Emission
Level at 50,000 Miles
. HC-PPM Co-%
Results Std. Results Std,
334 350 1.63 2.0

200 275 1.10 1.5
211 275 . .63 1.5
156 275 9% 1.5

D, Test Results
1. Emissions
6,000 1b. GVW msrketed by the applicant in California.
and as shown in Table I.
Table I.
Certification Emission Data
Engine Emission Level Deterioration
Displacement at 4,000 Miles Factor
Cu. In. HC-PFM CO-9% . HC co
i34 286 1.50 1,17 1.09
225 209 1.21 .o5h .903
232 232 .86 915 .733
327 156 .96 1.00  1.00
350 .935 .945

240 1.38

ool 275  1.30 1.5.
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One fleet was called the durability fleet and was composed of vehicles
representing 70% of the mamufacturer's sales of the particular models in
California for the previous year. The purpose of the emission testing
of the durability fleet was to prove the cepability of the exhaust control
system to control emissions for the life of the vehicle (100,000 miles).
Assuming the emigsion deterioration of the exhaust contrel system is linear
for 100,000 miles, emissions at 50,000 miles would represent the average

. emissions for the life of the vehicle, Therefore, the test procedure
requires the durability fleet to be run for 50,000 miles with emission
measurement at approximately each 4,000 miles. The 50,000 miles was accuml-
ated on a driving route simulating metropolltan area driving with an average
speed not exceeding 32 miles per hour. From the emission durability test-
ing, a deterioration factor was determined.

The second fleet of vehicles was called the certification emission data
fleet. The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emisslons
of each engine size at a low-mileage or "new" condition. Since deposit
formation on the cambustion chanmbers increases hydrocarbons emissions in
the first 4,000 miles of use, these certification emission vehicles were
driven l, 000 miles in order for the deposits to become stabilized.

The certification vehicles of each engine size are representative of trans-
mission and carburetor options.

D. Test Results

1. Emiszzionsg

Five cars were run 50,000 miles and 9 cars were run'h 000 miles to
establish the emigsion data for certification of all the vehicles under
6,000 1b. GWW marketed by the applicant in California.

Average emi351ons for each engine size were sdjusted to car life expect-
ancy by deteriorstion factors for hydrocarbons and for carbon monoxlde
and as shown in Table I.

Table I.
Certification Emission Data
Engine Emission Level Deterioration Projected Emission
Displacement at 4,000 Miles Factor . Level at 50,000 Miles
Cu. In. HC-PPM  CO-% HC co HC-PPM C0-%
' Results Std. Results Std,
134 286 - 1.50 1.7  1.09 334 350 1.63 2.0
o5 209 1.21 .54 903 200 275 1.10 1.5
232 232 .86 .915 .733 211 275 63 1.5
327 156 .% 1,00  1.00 156 275 .% 1.5

350 240  1.38 .935 .ol5 22l 275 1.30 1.5
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These proving-ground data indicate that the system is capable of controlling
the emissions of each engine within the standards for the 1ife of the car,

BEmission test results on approximately 1,000 vehicles equipped with exhaust

- controls in public use in Califo:mia ind.icate°

1. These systems reduce 'emissions approximately 70% on hydrocarbons and
50% on carbon monoxide cempared to the existing vehicle population.

2. Emigsions on controlled cars with low mileégeé may range from 100 PPM
to 500 PPM hydrocarbons indicating that more attention is needed on
delivering the car to the customer in’ a properly-ad;justed condition

3. Deteriora.tion trends mdicate that av'erage emissions of 1966 models
go over the standardsbefore 12,000 miles is reached, = -

It is for this reason that the Board has required additionsl assurance from
the manufacturers that the vehicles are properly adjusted prior to delivery
in California.

A report is available from the Board entitled "Do Exhaust Controls Really Work",
dated August 1, 1967, which gives details of the above. At present, there

ere gpproximately 1.7 million vehicles successfully operating in California
with exhaust control systems,

Letter of Representation

The applicant's Letter of Representation includes the following in compliance
with Californis requirements:

1. The applicant will perform the following:

(a) Following engine assembly, the timing is checked with a timing
1light with the engine running.

(b) Following vehicle assembly, both the engine idle speed and the
ignition timing is rechecked, on each vehicle. These operations
are performed as a part of the chassis rolls test and is accomp-
lished with the vehicle operating under its own power with the
engine at normal operating temperstures.

2. The applicant has submitted complete emiassion control specificatlons
on each engine-transmission combination as required by the staff.

3. The cost of the exhaust control system is included in the basic price.

k, The applicant has made appropriste tests and statements for compliance
with the Californis criteria;

(c) ariving safety (h) nhorsepower and fuel economy
d) fail safe §ig severe mountain driving

e) backfire j) oxides of nitrogen and odor
(f) CO in passenger compartment (k) driveability

(g) tell grass fire hazard
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- 5. The applicant states that the warranty applicable to the exhaust

control components 1s the same as for other similar components of .
the vehicle » which is 12,000 miles or 12 months.

6.  The applicant states that the control system shall be identified. by
. name and spark timing and idle adjustment specifications on a decal
prominently fixed in the engine compartment.

Staff Recommendations

Based on the test data s information submittecl by the applicant , and infor-
mation gathered by the MVPCB, the staff recommends certifying, to comply
with Californis 1968-model vehicle registration requirements, the Kaiser
Jeep Corporation exhaust control system. The staff, therefore, recommends
adoption of Resolution 67-70.
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- 5. The applicant states that the warranty applicable to the exhaust

control components is the same as for other similar components of
the veh;cle, which is 12,000 miles or 12 months.

6. The applicant states that the control system shall be identlfied by
~ name and spark timing and idle adjustment specifications on a decal
prominently fixed in the engine compartment.

Staff Recommendations

Based on the test data, information submitted by the appllcant end infer-
mation gathered by the MVFCB, the staff recommends certifying, to comply
with California 1968-model vehicle registration requirements, the Kaiser
Jeep Corporation exhaust control system. The staff therefore, recammends
adoption of Resolutlon 67-70.
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
Resolution 67-T0 . -
WHEREAS, Kaiger Jéep'Corpération on August 31, 1967, submitted a Letter of

Representation and all test data for 1968 Californis certification of an
exhaust emission control system; and

WHEREAS, the applicant's two different exhaust control systems are described
as follows'

A, Engine Modification type system for the 350 cubic iuch 8 cylinder engine
with mejor elements:

(1) leaner carburetion plus idle rich limiter,
(2) retarded spark at idle,

(3) deceleration control, dashpot type,

(%) recommended maintenance.

B, Air-injection system for the 13h cubic inch 4 eylinder engine, the 225
and 232 cubic inch 6 cylinder engines, and the 327 cubic inch 8 cylinder
engine with major elements:

(1) rotary-vane air pump,

(2) air injection into each exhaust port,

(3) carburetor and distributor modifications,

(4) recommended maintenance,
WHEREAS, proving-ground test procédnres established by the Board have demon-
strated that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within

the Standards of the California Department of Public Health for the life of
the vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds
that the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehiclea with engine adjust-
ments outside mamufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and
these adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification, a 100% inspection
of spark timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjust-
ment by the dealer at 1,000 miles, or equivalent, to assure proper initial
adjustment of the vehicle prior to sale, and
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WHEREAS, the applicant has agreed to submit details of substantial measures
taken to insure proper adjustment of 1968-model engines as delivered to the ’
custamer, and periodic quality audit data to verify proper adjustments, and;

WHEREAS, the Board staff considers these measures to be the "equivalent"
of the spark timing and idle adjustment requirements.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section
24378, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval to Kaiser Jeep Corporation to comply with
California registration requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with
engines in displacement classes (a), (c), and (e), pursuant to Title 13

of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chepter 1, Article 2,
Sections 2104 and 2105, '

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That

The contlinued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the
capability of the system to maintain emlssions below California Standards
for the life of the vehicle in public use.

9/13/67
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WHEREAS, the applicant has agreed to submit details of substantial messures
taken to insure proper adjustment of 1968-model engines as delivered to the
customer, and periodic quality sudit data to verify proper adjustments, and;

WHEREAS, the Board staff considers these measures to be the "equivalent"
of the spark timing and idle adjustment requirements,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, cammencing at Section
24378, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval to Kaiser Jeep Corporation to comply with
California registration requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with
engines in displacement classes (a), (c), and {e), pursuant to Title 13
of the California Administrative Code Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2,
Sections 2104 and 2105,

'AWD BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That
The contimed effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the

capability of the system to maintain emissions below California Standards
for the life of the vehicle in public use,

9/13/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTRCL BOARD
1968 Exhaust Control Certification Documents
Standard Motor Company Limited.
Exhaust Emission Control System

September 13, 1967

Introduction

On September k4, 1967, Standard Motor Compeny Limited, makers of the Triumph
car, submitted their Letter of Representation and complete documents for 1968
Californis certification of their exhaust control system. The documents
include complete 50,000-mile emission durability test data.

The Exhaust Emission Control System

The Standard Motor Company Limited exhaust control system comprises:
(1) Leaner carburetion

{2) Retarded spark at idle

(3) Deceleration control, vacuﬁm limiter type

(4) Recommended maintenance |

Test Procedures

Test procedures used were the "California Test Procedures and Criterias for
Motor Vehicle Exhaust Emission Control" as smended by the Board Septenmber 29,
1965. These procedures provided for the emission testing of two fleets of
vehicles at the . Standard Motor Company Limited proving-ground lsborstory,
which had previously been authorized by the Board as an approved laboratory.

One fleet was called the dﬁrability fleet and was composed of vehicles
representing 50% of the manufacturer's sales of the particular models in

" California for the previous year. The purpose of the emission testing of

the durability fleet was to prove the capsbility of the exhauet control
system to control emissions for the life of the vehicle (100,000 miles).
Assuming the emission deterioration of the exhaust control system is linear
for 100,000 miles, emissions at 50,000 miles would represent the average
emissions for the life of the wvehicle. Therefore, the test procedure
requires the durability fleet to be run for 50,000 miles with emission
measurement at approximately each 4,000 miles. The 50,000 miles was accumu-
lated on a driving route similating metropolitan ares driving with an
average speed not exceeding 32 miles per hour. From the emission durability
testing, a deterioration factor was determined. :

The second fleet of vehicles was called the certification emission dats

.fleet. The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emissions

of each engine size at a low-mileage or "new" condition. Since deposit
formation on the combustion chambers increases hydrocarbon emissions in
the first 4,000 miles of use, these certification emission vehicles were
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driven 4,000 miles in order for the deposits to become stebilized. The certi-

Tication vehicles of each engine size are representative of transmission and
carburetor options.

Test Results

1. Emissions
Two cars were run 50,000 miles and five cars were run 4,000 miles to
establish the emission data for certification of all the vehicles under
6,000 1b. GVW marketed in Califormia by the applicant.
Average emissions for each engine gize were adjusted to car life
expectancy by the deterioration factors for hydrocarbons and for
carbon monoxide as shown in Table I.

TABLE I

Certification Emission Data

Projected

Engine Emissions Deterioration Emissions Standards
Displacement At 4,000 Miles Factors At 50,000 Miles
Cu.In. HC-PPM coF HC co HC-PPM C0% HC-FPPM CO%
T9 283 1.37 1.3k 1.07 379 1.47 410 2.3
122 229 1.09 1.0 .83 229 .91 350 2.0
130 259 1.52 1.34 1.07 302 1.45 350 2.0
152 243 1.36 1.0 .83 243 1.13 275 1.5

These proving-ground dats indicate that the system is capable of controlling
the emissions of each engine within the standards for the life of the car.

Emigsion test results on approximately 1,000 vehicles equipped with exhaust
controls in public use in California indicate:

1. These systems reduce emissionskapproximately 7¢% on hydrocarbons and
50% on carbon monoxide compared to the existing vehicle population.

2. FEmissions on controlled cars with low mileages may range from 100 PPM
to 500 PPM hydrocarbons, indicating that more attention is needed on
delivering the car to the customer in a properly adjusted condition.

3. Deterioration trends indicate that average emissions of 1966 models
go over the standards before 12,000 miles is reached.

It is for this reason that the Board has required additional assurance
from the manufacturers that the vehicles are properly adjusted prior
to delivery in California.

A report is available from the Board entitled, "Do Exhaust Controls .

Really Work?", dated August 14, 1967, which gives details of the above.
At present, there are approximately 1.7 million vehicles successfully
operating in California with exhaust control systems. .
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driven 4,000 miles in order for the deposits to become stabilized., The certi-

ficatlon vehicles of each engine size are representatlve of transmission and
carburetor options.

D. Test Results:

l. Emissions
Two cars were run 50,000 miles and five cars were run %,000 miles to
establish the emission date for certification of all the vehicles under
6,000 1b. GWW marketed in Californie by the applicant.
Average emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car life
expectancy by the deterioration fsctors for hydrocarbons and for
carbon monoxide as shown in Teble I.

TABLE I

Certificaticn Emission Dets

Projected

Engine Emissions Deteriorstion Emissions Standards
Displacement At 4,000 Miles Factors ‘&t 50,000 Miles
Cu.In. HC-PPM  C0% HC €0  HC-PPM C0% HC-FRM C0%
79 283 1.37 1.34% 1.07 379 1.47 b0 2.3
122 229 1.0 1.0 .83 229 .91 350 2.0
130 259 1.52 1.3+ = 3.07 302 1.45 350 2.0
152 243 1.36 1.0 .83 243 - 1.13 275 1.5

These proving-ground date indicate that the system is capable of controiling
the emissions of each,engine within the standards for the life of the car.

Emiesion teet results on approximately 1,000 vehlcles eqpipped with exhaust
controls in public use in Californis 1ndlcate

1. These systems reduce emissions approximately 7% on hydrocarbons and
' 50% on carbon monoxide compared to the existing vehicle population.

2. Emissions on controlled cars with low nnleages may range “from 100 PPM
to 500 PPM hydrocarbons, indicating that more attention is needed on
delivering the car to the customer in a properly adjusted condition.

3. Deterioration trends indicate that average emissions of 1966 models
go over the standards before 12,000 miles is reached.

It is for this reason that the Board has required additional assurance
from the manufacturers that the vehicles are properly adjusted prior
to delivery in California.

A report is available from the Board entitled, "Do Exhaust Controls
Really Work?", dated August 14, 1967, which gives details of the above.
At present, there are approximately 1.7 million vehicles successfully
operating in California with exhaust control systens..
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E. Letter of Representation

The

applicant's lLetter of Representation includes the following in compliance

with California requirements:

l’

The applicant will perform the following:

(1) 100% inspection of spark timing and idle carbon monoxide adjustment
with a Bosch instrument for every vehicle at the end of the vehicle
agsenbly line.

(2) The offer and implementation, as a condition of warranty, of a free
spark timing and idle adjustment by the dealer at 1,000 miles, as
well as adequate training of demler service personnel to perform
these adjustments.

(3) Notification to the owner that he is entitled to a free spark timing
and idle sdjustment by the dealer at approximately 1,000 miles.

The applicant has submitted complete emission control specifications on
each engine-transmission combinetion as required by the staff.

The cost of the exhaust control system is included in the baslic price.

The applicant has made sppropriate tests and statements for compliance
with the California criteria:

(c¢) driving safety

(@) fail safe (n) horsepower and fuel economy
?e backfire (1) severe mountain driving

f) €O in passenger compartment (3) oxides of nitrogen and odor
(g) +tall grass fire hazard (x) driveability

The applicant states that the warranty applicable to the exhaust control
componente is the same as for other similar components of the vehicle,
which is 12,000 miles or 12 months.

The applicant states that the control system shall be identified by name
and spark timing and idle adjustment specifications on a tag prominently
fixed in the engine compartment.

F. Staff Recommendations

Based on the test data, information submitted by the applicant, and information
gathered by the MVPCB, the staff recommends certifying, to comply with Califor-

nia

1968-model vehicle registration requirements, the Standard Motor Company

Limited exhaust control system. The staff therefore recommends adoption of
Resolution 67-T1.

9-13-67
la



State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
Resolution 67-71

WHEREAS, Standard Motor Company Limited, makers of the Triumph car, on
September 4, 1967, submitted a Letter of Representation and all test data
for 1968 California certification of an exhaust emission control system; and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the Triumph BExhaust Bmission Control
System with major elements:

(1) Leaner carburetion

(2) Retarded spark at idle

(3) Deceleration control, vacuum limiter type
(4) Recommended maintenance

WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demon-
strated that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within

the Standards of the California Department of Public Health for the life of
the vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds
that the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjust-
ments outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and
these adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification a 100% inspection
of spark timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjust-
ment by the dealer at 1,000 miles or equivalent; and the applicant has agreed
to these requirements;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section
24378, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval for the Standard Motor Company Limited
Exhaust Comtrol System as described above, to comply with California regis-
tration requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with engines in displace-
ment classes a(2), a(3) and b, pursuwant to Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 2104 and
2105,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That

The continued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the
capability of the system to maintain emissions below California Standards
for the life of the vehiecle in public use.

9/13/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
Summary
1968 Exhaust Control Certification Documents
Adem Opel A, G,
Air Injection Reactor (A.I.R.) Exhaust Control System

September 13, 1967

A, Introduction

On September 6, 1967, Adam Opel A. G., a Division of General Motors Over-
seas Operations, submitted their Letter of Representation and complete
documents for 1968 California certification of their exhsust control system.
The documents include 50,000-mile emission durability test data.

B. The Exhaust Control System
. The Adam Opel A.I.R. Exhaust Gohtml System comprises:
(1) Rotary vane pump |
(2) Adr injection into each exhaust port
(3) Carburetor and distributor modifications
(4)  Recommended maintenance

C. Tesgt Procedures

Test procedures used were the "California Test Procedures and Criteria for
Motor Vehicle Exhaust Emission Control" as amended by the Board September 29,
1965. These procedures provided for the emission testing of two fleets of

-~ vehicles at the proving-ground laboratories of General Motor Corporation at
Milford, Michigen and Russelsheim, West Germany. The laboratory in Germany
uses the same testing equipnent e.nd procedures as the authorized laboratory
in the United States.

One fleet was ca.lled 'l:he d.urability fleet and was composed of vehicles
representing 50% of the manufacturer's sales of the particular models in
California for the previous year. The purpose of the emission testing of
the durability fleet was to prove the capability of the exhesust control
system to control emissions for the life of the vehicle (100,000 miles).
Assuming the emission deterioration of the exhaust control system is linear
for 100,000 miles, emissions at 50,000 miles would represent the average
e:nissions for the life of the vehicle. Therefore, the test procedure

es the durability fieet to b £ 0,000 miles with
sslon measurement st apgf'cx 2 elymgacgrhsofio miles. The 50,000 miles

was accumilated on a driving route simnlating metropolitan areg driving .
with an average speed not exceeding 32 miles per hour. From the emission
durability testing, a deterioration factor was determined.
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The second fleet of vehicles was called the certification emission data

fleet. The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emissions .
of each engine size at a low-mileage or "new" condition. Since deposit
formation on the combustion chambers increases hydrocarbon emissions in

the first 4,000 miles of use, these certification emission vehicles were

driven 4,000 miles in order for the deposits to become stabilized. The
certification vehicles of each engine size are representative of transmission
and carburetor options.

Test Results

1, Emissions

Two cars were run 50,000 miles and 6 cars were run 4,000 miles to
establish the emigsion data for certification of all the vehicles under
6,000 1b. GVW marketed in California by the applicant.

Average emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car life
expectancy by the deterioration factors ovf 1.03 for hydrocarbens and 1.
for carbon monoxide and are shown in Table 1.

Table 1

Certification Emission Date
Projected to 50,000 Miles

Engine Hydrocarbons PFPM ’ Cerbon Monoxide % .
Digplacement

Cu, In. Results Standards Results Standards

A 231 hio ‘ 1.7C 2.30

B 258 410 1.49 2.30

c 220 350 1.51 2.00 .

These proving-ground data indicate that the system 1s capable of control-
ling the emissions of each engine within the standards for the life of
the car. i

Emission test results on approximately 1,000 vehicles equipped with
- exhaust controls in public use in California indicate:

1. These systems reduce emissions approximately 70% on hydrocarbons
and 50% on carbon monoxide compared to the existing vehicle population.

2. Fmissions on controlled cars with low mileages may range from 100 PPM
to 500 PPM hydrocarbong, indicating that more attention is needed
on delivering the car to the customer in a properly adjusted condition.

3. Deterioration trends indicate that average emissions of 1966 models
go over the standards before 12,000 miles is reached. .



-2 -

The second fleet of vehicles was called the certification emission datae
fleet. The purpose of this fleet of wvehicles is to determine the emisaions
of each engine size at a low-mileage or "new" condition. Since deposit
formation on the combustion chambers increases hydrocarbon emissions in

the first 4,000 miles of use, these certification emission vehicles were
driven 4,000 miles in order for the deposits to become stabilized. The
certification vehicles of each engine size are representative of transmission
and. carburetor options.

Test Results

1. Emissions

Two caers were run 50,000 miles and 6 cars were run 4,000 miles to
establigh the emission data for certification of sall the vehicles under
6,000 1b. GVW marketed in California by the applicant.

Average emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car life -
expectancy by the deterioration factors of 1.03 for hydrocarbons and 1,00
for carbon monoxide and are shown in Table 1.

Table 1

Certification Emission Date
Projected to 50,000 Miles

Engine Hydrocarbons PEM Carbon Monoxide %
Displacement -
Cu, In. Results -~ Standards Regults Standards
A 231 hio ‘r.70 0 2.30
B 258 _ 410 1.kg 2.30
C 220 350 1.51 . 2.00

These proving-ground data indicate that the system is capable of control-
ling the emissions of each engine within the standards for the life of
the car,

Emission test results on approximestely 1,000 vehicles equipped with
exhaust controls in public use in California indicate:

1. These systems reduce emissions approximately 70% on hydrocarbons
and 50% on carbon monoxlde compared to the existing vehicle populatiocn.

2. Emissions on controlled cars with low mileages may range from 100 PPM
to 500 FPM hydrocarbons, indicating that more attention is needed
on delivering the car to the customer in e properly adjusted conditicn.

3. Deterioration trends indicate that average emissions of 1966 nmodels
go over the standards before 12,000 miles is reached.
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It 1s for this reason that the Board has required additional
assurance from the manufacturers that the vehicles are properly
adjusted prior to delivery in California.

A report is available from the Board entitled 'Do Exhaust Controls
Really Work?", dated August 14, 1967, which gives details of the above.
At present, there are approximately 1.7 million vehicles successfully
operating in California with exhaust control systems.

E., letter of Representation

The applicent's letter of Representation states that:

1. (1) "gnition timings are being set at the Opel Plant on the engine
assembly line similar to the procedure followed in our domestic
production. Adequate guality control procedures are maintained
to assure proper settlng gt this point, as well as at the end
of the assembly line.'

(2) "In regard to the service tune-up at 1000 miles, we will continue
the practice already in operation in regard to the Opel car which
requires that the car be brought into the dealer at this point
for adjustment of valve lash since this is a mechanical lash
design, and at the same time ignition timing, idle speed and car-
buretor mixture will be adjusted to specifications."

2. The applicant has submitted complete emission control specifications
on esch engine-transmission combination as reguired by the staff.

3. The cost of the exhaust control system is included in the base price.

4. The warranty applicable to the exhaust control componenis is the same
as for other similar components of the vehicle.

2. The control system shall be identified by name and spark timing and
idle adjustment specifications on a decal prominently fixed in the
engine compartment.

F, Staff Recomendations

Based on the test data, information submitted by the applicant, and
information gathered by the MVPCB, the staff recommends certifying, to
comply with California 1968-model vehicle registration requirements, the
Adam Opel A. G. exhaust control system. The staff, therefore recommends
adoption of Resolution 67-72.

9/13/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROI, BOARD
Resolution 67-T2

WHEREAS, Adem Opel A.G., a Division of General Motors Overseas Operations,
on September 6, submitted a Letter of Representation and all test data for
1968 California certification of an exhaust emission control system; and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the Air Injection Reactor (A.I.R.) Exhaust
Control System with major elements:

(1) Rotary vane air pump |

(2) Air injection into each e;haust port

(3) Carburetor and distributor modifications
(4) Recommended maintenance

WHERFAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demon-
strated that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the
Standards of the California Department of Public Health for the 1ife of the
vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds
that the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjust-
ments outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the custamer and
these adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification a 100% inspection
of spark timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjust-
ment by the dealer at 1,000 miles or equivalent; and the applicant has agreed
to these requirements;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and suthority granted in Chepter 3, commencing at Section 24378,
Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval for the Adam Opel A.G. Exhaust Control System

as described above, to comply with California registration requirements for
1968-model vehicles only, with engines in displacement classes a(2), and a(3)
pursuant to Title 13 of the California Administrative Code,Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter
1, Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That
The continued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the capabil-

ity of the system to maintain emissions below California Standards for the life
of the vehilcle in public use,

9/13/67



State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

1968 Exhaust Control: Certification Documents SR

The’ Rover Company Limited .
Exhaust Emission Control System

Septenber 13, 1967

Introduction

" On September 11, 1967, The Rover Company Limited submitted their Letter of

Representation and complete documents for 1968 California certification of

- their exhaust control system. The documents include complete 50,000-mile

emigsion durability test data.

The Exhaust Control System

The Rover Company Limited exheust control system comprises:
(1) Leaner carburetion, plus idle rich limiter

(2) Retarded spark at idle |

(3) Fuel asflector bgtween carburetor anﬁ"inta.ke manifold

(4). Deceleration control, vacuum 1imiter type, plus dashpot on
menial transmission cars

(5) Recommended meintenance

Test Procedures

Test procedures used were the "California Test Procedures and (riteria for
Motor Vehicle Exhaust Emission Control" as amended by the Board September 29,
1965. These procedures provided for the emission testing of two Tleets of
vehicles at the Rover Company Limited proving-ground laboratory, which had
previously been authorized by the Board as an approved laboratory.

One fleet was called the durability fleet and was composed of vehicles represent-
ing 50% of the manufacturer's sales of the particular models in California for

the previous year. The purpose of the emission testing of the durability fleet

wag to prove the capebility of the exhsust control system to control emissions
for the life of the vehicle (100,000 miles). Assuming the emission deteriora-
tion of the exhaust control system is linear for 100,000 miles, emissions at
50,000 miles would represent the average emissions for the life of the vehicle.
Therefore, the test procedure requires the durability fleet to be run for
50,000 miles with emission measurement at approximately each 4,000 miles. The
50,000 miles was accumilated on a driving route similating metropolita.n area
driving with an average speed not exceeding 32 miles per hour. From the
emission durability testing, a deterioration factor was determined.

The -second fleet of vehicles was called the certification emission data fleet.
The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emissions of each
engine size at a low-mileage or "new" condition. Since deposit formation on
the combustion chambers inereases hydrocarbon emissions in the first 4,000
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D.

-miles of use, these certification. emigsion vehicles were driven 4,000 miles in
order for the deposits to become stabilized. The certification vehicles of .

each engine size are representative of transmission and carburetor options.

Test Results

l’

Emissions

One car was run 50,000 miles and two cars were run 4,000 miles to establish
the emission date for certification of all the veh:.cles under 6 000 1b. GW
marketed in California by the ‘applicant.

Average emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car 1ife expectancy
by the deterioration factors of 0.93 for hydrocarbons and 0.92 for carbon
monoxide and sre shown in Table I.

Certification Emission Data
Projected to 50,000 Miles

Engine Hydrocarbons PPM Carbon Monoxide %
Displacement o o o
Cu.lIn. ~ Results Standards Results ~~ Standards
121 2 350 159 2.00 ®

These proving-ground data indicate that the system is capable of control-
ling the emissions of each engine within the standards for the life of
the car. _,

Emigsion test resullts on approximately 1,000 vehicles equlp"ped with exha.ust

_ controls in public use in Califurnia 1ndica.te .

l. These systems reduce emissions appmxzmtely TO% on hydrocarbons and
50% on carbon monoxide compared to the existing vehicle population.

2. Emissions on controlled cars with low mileages may range from 100 PEM
to 500 PPM hydrocarbong, indicating that more attention is needed on
delivering the car 10 the customer in a properly adjusted condition.

3. Deterioration trends 1ndicate that average emissions of 1966 models go
over the standards before 12,000 miles is reached.

It is for this reason that the Board has req_uired additional assurance from
the manufacturers that the vehicles are properly ad justed prior to delivery
in California. »

A report is available from the Board entitled, "Do Exhaust Controls Really
Work?", dated August 14, 1967, which gives details of the above. At
present there are approximately 1.7 million vehlcles successfully operat- .

“ing in California with exhaust control systems.
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D.

«mwiles of use, these certification. emission vehicles were driven 4,000 miles in

order for the deposits to become stabilized. The certification vehicles of
each engine size are representative of transmission and carburetor options.

‘I'est Results

l.

Emisgions

One car was run 50,000 miles and two cars were run 4,000 miles to establish
the emission data for certification of all the vehlcles und.er 6 000 Ib. GW
marketed in Ca,l::.fornla by the appllca.nt

Average emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car 1ife e:épectancy
by the deterioration factors of 0.93 for hydrocarbons and 0.92 for carbon
monoxide and are shown in Table I.

_ Table I

Certification Emission Data
Projected to 50?000"Miles

 Engine Hydrocarbons PPM Carbon Monoxide %

Displacement . . - ' ; o
Cu.In. Results Standards Results ~ Standards

121 27l 350 © 0 1.59 2.00

These proving-ground data indicate that the system is. ca.pa.ble‘ of control-
ling the emissions of each engine within the standard.s for the life of
the car.

Emiesion test results on approximately 1,000 vehlcles equipped mth exhaust

controls in public use in Callfornia. 1nd.ica.te

1. These systems reduce emissions approximately TU’,J on mrd.roca:rbons and
50% on carbon monoxide compared to the existing vehicle population.

2. FEmissions on controlled cars with low mileages may range from 100 PEM
to 500 PPM hydrocarbons, indicating that more attention is needed on
delivering the car to the customer in a properly adjusted condition.

3. Deterioration trends indicate that. average enissions of 1966 mdels go
- over the standards before 12,000 miles is resched. -

It is :E'or this reason that the Board has required additional assurance from
the manufacturers that the vehicles are properly ad Justed prior to delivery
in Ca.llforma.

A report is available from the Board entitled "Do Exhaust Controls Really
Work?", ‘dated August 1%, 1967, which gives detalls of the above. At
present, there are a.pproximately 1.7 million vehicles successfully operat-

- ing in California with exhaust control systems.
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E.

Letter of Representation

The applicant's Letter of Representation :aniudes the following in compliance
with California requirements:

1. The applicant will perform the following:

(1) 100% insj_aection of spark timing at the end of the vehicle
assembly line.

(2) The offer and promotion of a free spark timing and idle
adjustment by the dealer at 1,000 miles, as well as adequate
training of dealer service persomnel to perform these
ad justments.

(3) Notification to the owner that he is entitled to a free spark
timing and idle adjustment by the dealer at approximately 1,000
miles.

2. The applicant has submitted complete emission control specifications
on each engine-transmission combination as required by the staff.

3. The cost of the exhaust control system is estimated at between $12
and $18 per vehicle.

4. The applicant has made appropriate tests and statements for compliance
with the California criteria:

(¢) driving safety

Edi fail safe (h) horsepower and fuel economy
e) backfire (i) severe mountain driving

(f; CO in passenger compartment (j) oxides of nitrogen and odor
(g) tall grass fire hazard (k) driveability

5. The applicant states that the werranty applicable to the exhaust control
components is the same as for other similar components of the vehicle,
which is 24,000 miles or 24 months.

6. The applicant states that the control system shall be identified by name
~and spark timing and idle adjustment specifications on a tag prominently

fixed in the engine compartment.

Staff Recommendstions

Based on the test data, information submitted by the applicent, and informa-
tion gathered by the MVPCB, the staff recommends certifying, to comply with
California 1968-model vehicle registration requirements, the Rover Compeany
Limited exhaust control system. The staff, therefore, recommends adoption of
Resolution 67-T3.

9/13/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-T3

WHEREAS, The Rover Company Limited, on September 11, 1967, submitted a Letter of
Representation and all test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust
emission control system; and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the Rover Exhaust Emission Control System with
major elements:

(L) Leaner carburetion, plus idle rich limiter
(2) Retarded spark at idle
(3) Fuel deflector between carburetor and intake manifold

(4) Deceleration control, vacuum limiter type, plus dashpot
on manval transmission cars

(5) Recommended msintenance

WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demonstrated
that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the Standards
of the California Department of Public Health for the life of the vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds that
the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the California Administra-
tive Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board hes found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjustments
outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and these adjust-
ments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification a 100% inspection of
spark timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjustment by
the dealer at 1,000 miles or equivalent; and the applicant has agreed to these
requirements;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board,

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378,
Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code, issue a certificate of approval for
The Rover Company Limited Exhaust Control System ss described above, to comply
with California registration requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with
engines in displacement class a(3) pursusnt to Title 13 of the California Adminis-
trative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That
The continued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the capasbility

of the system to maintain emissions below California Standards for the life of
the vehicle in public use.

9/13/67
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State of Californis
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTTON CONTROL BOARD
‘Summary
1968 Exhaust Control Certification Documents
Ford Motor Company of Britain
Thermactor Exhaust Emission Control System

September 13, 1967

Introduction

On September 11, 1967, Ford Motor Company of Britain submitted their Letter
of Representation and complete documents for 1968 California certification
on their exhaust control system, The documents include complete 50,000-mile
emission durability test data.

The Exhaust Control System

The Ford Motor Company of Britain, Thermactor Exhaust Emission Control System
comprises: '

(1) Rdtary vane pump

(2) Air injection into each exhaust porf

(3) Carburetor and distributor modificaticns

{4) Deceleration control, vacuum limiter type
- (5) Recormended maintenance

Test Procedures

Test procedures used were the "California Test Procedures and Criteria for
Motor Vehicle Exhaust Emission Control" as amended by the Board September 29,
1965, These procedures provided for the emission testing of two fleets of
vehicles at the Ford Motor Company of Britain proving-ground laboratory,
which had previously been authorized by the Board as an approved laboratory,

One fleet was called the durability fleet and was composed of vehicles
representing 50% of the manufacturer's sales of the particular models in
California for the previous year. The purpose of the emission testing of
the durability fleet was to prove the capability of the exhaust control
system to control emissions for the life of the vehicle (lO0,000 miles).
Assuming the emission deterioration of the exhaust control system is linear
for 100,000 miles, emissions at 50,000 miles would represent the average
emissions for the life of the vehicle. Therefore, the test procedure requires
the durability fleet to be run for 50,000 miles with emission measurement at
approximately each 4,000 miles. :‘The 50,000 miles was accumulated on a driv-
ing route simulating metropolitan area driving with an average speed not
exceeding 32 miles per hour. From the emission dvurability testing, a
deterioration factor was determined.
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The second fleet of vehicles was called the certification emission data . ‘
fleet. The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emissions

of each engine size at a low-mileage or "new” condition. Since deposit

formation on the combustion chambers increases hydrocarbon emissions in

the first 4,000 miles of use, these certification emission vehicles were

driven 4,000 miles in order for the deposits to become stabilized. The

certification vehicles of each engine size are representative of trans-

mission and carburetor options.

Test Rezaults

1. Fmissions

One car was run 50,000>miles and 3 cars were run 4,000 miles to
establish the emission data for certification of all the vehicles
under 6,000 1b. GVW marketed in California by the applicant.

Average emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car life .
expectancy by the deterioration factors of 1.06 for hydrocarbons and
.93 for carbon monoxide are shown in Table I.

Table T

Certification Emission Data
Projected to 50,000 Miles

Engine - Hydrocarbons PPM Carbon Monoxide % . d
Displacement .
Cu. In. Results Standards Results Standards
LA 353 410 156 2.30

These proving-ground data indicate that the system is capable of control-
ling the emissions of each engine within the standards for the life of the .
car. : ,

Frission test results on approx1mately 1,000 vehicles equipped with exhaust
controls in public use in California 1nd1cate-

1. These systems reduce emissions approximately 70% on hydrocarbons and
50% on carbon monoxide compared to existing vehicle population.

2, Fmissions on controlled cars with low mileages may range from 100 PEM
to 500 PPM hydrocarbons, indicating that more attention is needed on
delivering the car to the customer in a properly adjusted condition.

3. Deterioration trends indicate that average emissions of 1966 models
go over the standards before 12,000 miles 1s reached.

It is for this reason that therBoard has‘required additional assurance from
the manufacturers that the vehicles are properly adjusted prior to delivery
in California. “
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The second fleet of vehicles was called the certificatlon emission data
fleet. The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emissions
of each engine size at a low-mileage or "new" condition, Since deposit
formaetion on the combustion chambers increases hydrocarbon emissions in

the first 4,000 miles of use, these certification emission vehicles were
driven 4,000 miles in order for the deposits to become stabilized. The
certlflcatlon vehicles of each engine size are representative of trans-
mission and carburetor options.

Test Results

1. Emissions -
One car was run 50,000 miles and 3 cars were run 4,000 miles to
establish the emission data for certification of all the vehicles

under 6,000 1b. GVW marketed in California by the applicant.

Average emigsions for each engine size were adjusted to car life
expectancy by the deterioration factors of 1.06 for hydrocarbons and
.93 for carbon monoxide are shown in Table I.

Table I

Certification Emission Deta
Projected to 50,000 Miles

Engine v Hydrocarbons PEM : Carbon Monoxide %
Displacement : : '
Cu. In. ' Results Standards ' Results Standards
A , 353 410 ' 156 2.30

These proving-ground data indicate that the system is capable of control-
ling the emissions of each engine within the standards for the life of the
car. o ) :

Emission test results on epproximately 1,000 vehicles equipped with exhaust
controls in public use in California indicate:

1. . These systems reduce emissions approximately 70% on hydrocarbpns and.
50% on carbon monoxide compared to existing vehicle population.

2{ Emissions on controlled cars with loﬁ mileages maylrange from 100 FPFM
to 500 PPM hydrocarbons, indicating that more attention is needed on
delivering the car to the customer in a properly adjusted condition.

3. Deterioration trends indicate that average emissions of 1966 models
go over the standards before 12,000 miles is reached.

It is for this reason that the Board has required additional assurance from
the manufacturers that the vehlcles are properly adjusted prior to delivery
in California.
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A report is availeble from the Board entitled "Do Exhaust Controls Really
Work?", dated August 14, 1967, which gives details of the sbove. At
present, there are approximately 1.7 million vehicles successfully operating
in California with exhaust control systems.

s

E. Letter of Representation

The applicant's Letter of Representation includes the following in compliance
with California requirements:

1. The applicant will perform the following:

(1) 100% inspection of spark timing and idle adjustment at the end of the
assenbly line.

(2) The offer of a free spark timing and idle adjustment by the dealer
at 1,000 miles.

2. The spplicant has submitted complete emission control specifications on each
engine-transmission combination as required by the staff,

3. The price of the Thermactor Exhauét Control System will be included in the
basic price of the vehicle.

4. The applieant has made appropriate tests and statements for compliance with
the California criteria;

driving safety
fail seafe

(c)

%dg horsepower and fuel economy
e) backfire

(f)

(g)

h)
i) severe mountain driving

j) oxides of nitrogen and odor
k) driveability

CO in passenger compartment
tall grass fire hazard

S T

5. The applicant states that the warranty applicable to the exhaust control

components is the same as for other similar components of the vehicle,
which is 12,000 miles or 12 months,

6. The applicant states that the control system shall be identified by name
and spark timing and idle adjustment specifications on a tag prominently
fixed in the engine compartiment.

F.. B8taff Recommendations

Based on the test data, information submitted by the applicant, and information
gathered by the MVPCB, the staff recommends certifying, to comply with California
1968-model vehicle registration requirements, the Ford Motor Company of Britain
Exhaust Control System. The staff, therefore, recommends adoption of Resclution 67-Th.

9/13/67
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State of California
Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board

RESOLUTION 67-Th4

WHEREAS, Ford Motor Company of Britain on September 11, 1967, submitted
a Letter of Representation and all test data for 1968 California certi-
fication of an exhaust emission control system; and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the Thermactor Exhaust Emission Control
System with major elements:

(1) Rotary vane air pump

(2) Air injection into each exhaust port

(3) Carburetor and distributor modifications
(4) Recommended maintenance

WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have
demonstrated that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissicns
within the Standards of the California Department of Public Health for
the life of the vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upcn compliance with established procedures, the Board
finds that the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the
Californis Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2,
Section 2103; and

WHERFAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine
adjustments outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer
and these adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification a 100% inspection
of spark timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjust-
ment by the dealer at 1,000 miles or equivalent; and the applicant has agreed
to these requirements; ‘

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board under the powers and authority
granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378, Division 20 of the Health
and Safety Code,

Isgue a certificate of approval for the Ford Mcter Company of Britain Exhaust
Control System as described above, to comply with California registration _
requirements for 1968-model vehicles only, with engines in displacement class g(c
pursuant to Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3,
Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That

The continued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the
capability of the system to maintain emissions below California Standards
for the life of the vehicle in public use.

9/13/67
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State of Celifornia
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
Sunmery
1968 Exhaust Control Certification Documerts
Rolls~Royce Limited
Exhaust Bir Injection System

September 13, 1967

Introduction

On September 11, 1967, Rolls-Royce, Ltd., submitted their Letter of
Representation and complete documents for 1968 Celifornia certification of
their exhaust control system.  The Letter of Representation was signed by
S. H. Grylls, Director and Chief Engineer, and the documents include com-
plete 50,000-mile emission durability test data. '

' The Exhsust Comtrol System

The Rolls-Royce, Ltd., Exhaust Control System comprises:
(1) Rotary vane pump

(2) Air injection into each exhaust port

(3) Carburetor and distributor modifications

(1) Recommended maintenance

Test Procedures

. Tegt procedures used were the "California Test Procedures and Criteris

for Motor Vehicle Exhaust Emission Control" as amended by the Board
September 29, 1965. These procedures provided forthe emission testing of
two fleets of vehicles at the Rolls-Royce, Ltd., proving-ground lsboratory,
with cross checks with two approved laboratories in England, the Motor
Industry Research Association (MIRA) and the Associated Octel Co., Ltd.

One fleet was called the durability fleet and was composed of vehicles
representing 50% of the manufacturer’s sales of the particular models in
California for the previous year. The purpose of the emission testing of
the durability fleet was to prove the capability of the exhaust control
system to control emissions for the life of the vehicle (100,000 miles).
Asguming the emission deterioration of the exhaust control system is linear
for 100,000 miles, emissions at 50,000 miles would represent the average
emissions for the life of the vehicle. Therefore, the test procedure
requires the dursbility fleet to be run for 50,000 miles with emission
measurement at approximately each 4,000 miles. The 50,000 miles was accumu-
lated on a driving route simulating metropolitan area driving with an
average speed not exceeding 32 miles per hour. From the emission durabil-
ity testing, a deterioration factor was determined. '
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The second fleet of vehicles was called the certification emission data |
fleet, The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emis-

sions of each engine size gt a low-mileage or "new" condition. Since . '
deposit formation on the combustion chambers increases hydrocarbon emis- |
sions in the first 4,000 miles of use, these certification emission |
vehicles were driven 4,000 miles in order for the deposits to become
stabilized. The certification vehicles of each engine size are representa-
tive of transmission and carburetor options.

Tegt Results

l. Emissions

One cer was run 50,000 miles and 3 cars were run 4,000 miles to
establish the emission data for certification of all the vehicles
under 6,000 1b. GVW marketed in California by the applicant.

Average emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car life
expectancy by the deterioration factors of 0.9l for hydrocarbons and .
1.11 for carbon monoxide and are shown in Table I,

Table 1

Certification Emission Data
Projected to 50,000 Miles

Engine Hydrocarbons PPM Carbon Monoxide % .
Displacement
Cu. In. Results Standards Results Standards
380 161 275 1.04 1.50

These proving-ground data indicate that the system is capable of control-
ling the emissions of each engine within the standerds for the life of .
the car, , :

Emigsion test results on approximately 1,000 vehicles equipped with exhaust
controlg in public use in California indicate:

1. These systems reduce emissions approximately 70% on hydrocarbons and
50% on carbon monoxide compared to the existing vehicle population.

2. Emissions on controlled cars with low mileages may range from 100 PPM
to 500 PPM hydrocarbons, indicating that more attention is needed on
delivering the car to the customer in a properly adjusted condition.

3. Deterioration trends indicate that average emissions of 1966 models
go over the standards before 12,000 miles is reached.

It is for this reason that the Board has required additionel assurance
from the manufacturers that the vehicles are properly adjusted prior to
delivery in California. : “
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The second fleet of vehicles was called the certification emission data
fleet. The purpose of this fleet of vehicles is to determine the emis-
sions of each engine size st a low-mileage or "new" condition. Since

deposit formation on the combustion chambers increases hydrocarbon emis-

~ sions in the first 4,000 miles of use, these certification emission

vehicles were driven 4,000 miles in order for the deposits to become
stabilized. The certification vehiclea of each engine size are representa-
tive of transmission and carburetor options.

Test Results

1, Emissions

One car was run 50,000 miles and 3 cars were run 4,000 miles to
establish the emissjon data for certification of all the vehicles
under 6,000 1b, GVW marketed in California by the applicant.

Average emissions for each engine size were adjusted to car life
expectancy by the detericration factors of 0.91 for hydrocarbons and
1.11 for carbon monoxide and are shown in Table I.

Table I

Certification Emission Data
“Projected to 50,000 Miles

Engine Hydrocarbons PPM Carbon Monoxide %
Displacement _ :
_Cu, In, Results Standards Results Standards

380 161 ' 275 1.04 1.50

These proving-ground data indicate that the system is canabie of control- -
ling the emissions of each engine within the standerds for the life of
the car,

Emission test results on approximately 1,000 vehicles eqplpped with exhaust
controls in public use in California 1ndicate. '

1. These systems reduce emissions approximately 70% on hydrocarbons and '
50% on carbon monoxide compared to the existing vehlele population.

2, Emigsions on controlled cars with low mileages nmey range from 100 PEM
to 500 PIM hydrocarbons, indicating that more atténtion is needed on
delivering the car to the customer in a properly adjusted condition.

3. Deteriorastion trends indicate that average-emissions of 1966 models
go over the standards before 12,000 miles is reached.

It is for this reason that the Board has required additional assurance
from the manufacturers that the vehicles are properly adjusted prior to
delivery in Callfornla
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A report is available from the Board entitled "Do Exhaust Controls Really
Work", dated August 1k, 1967, which gives details of the sbove. At present,
there are approximstely 1.7 million vehicles successfully operating in
California with exhaust control systems.

E. letter of Representation

The applicant's Letter of Representation includes the following in compliance
with California requirements:

1. The applicant will perform the following:

(1) Inspection of spark timing and idle adjustment for every vehicle
with electronic diagnostic equipment at the end of the vehicle
assembly line., During initial production of 1968 cars, each car
will receive a complete California emission test.

(2) The offer and implementation, as a condition of warranty, of a
free spark timing and idle adjustment by the dealer at 1,000 and
3,000 miles, as well as adequate training of dealer service personnel
to perform these adjustments.

(3) Notification to the owner that he is entitled to a free spark timing
and idle adjustment by the dealer at approximately 1,000 and 3,000
miles.

2. The applicant has submitted complete emission control specifications on
each engine-transmission combination as required by the staff,

3. The cost of the exhaust control system will be included in the basic
price of the vehicle.

4. The applicant has made appropriate tests and gtatements for campliance
with the California criteria;

(e} driving safety (
(a) fall safe (
(e) backfire (
(f) €O in passenger compartment (k
(g) tall grass fire hazard

) horsepower and fuel economy
)} severe mountain driving

} wxides of nitrogen and odor
) drivesbility

5. The applicant states that the warranty applicable to the exhaust control
components is the same as for other similar components of the vehicle,
3 years or 50,000 miles, which is conditional upon all maintenance,
including tuneups, being performed at the recommended intervals.

6. The applicant states that the control gystem shall be identified ?y name
and spark timing and idle adjustment specifications on a tag prominently
fixed in the engine compartment.

¥. Staff Recommendations

Based on the test data, information submitted by the applicant, and informastion
gathered by the MVFCB, the staff recommends certifying, to comply with
California 1968-model vehicle registration requirements, the Rolls-Royce, Ltd.
Exhaust Control System. The staff, therefore, recommends adoption of
Resolution 67-75.

9/13/67
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State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

Regolution 67-T5

WHERFAS, Rolls-Royce Limited, on September 11, 1967, submitted a Letter of

Representation and all test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust
emission contreol system; and

WHEREAS, the system is described as the Rolls~Royce Air Injection System with
major elements:

(1) Rotary vane air pump

(2) Air injection into each exhaust port

(3) Carburetor and distributor modifications
(4) Recommended maintenance

WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demon-
strated that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the

Standards of the California Department of Public Health for the life of the
vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds
that the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjust-
ments outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and
these adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification a 100% inspection
of spark timing on the sssembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjustment
by the dealer at 1,000 miles or equivalent; and the applicant has agreed to
these requlirements;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378,
Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval for the Rolls-Royce Limited Exhaust Control System
as desoribed above, to comply with California registration requirements for
1968-model vehicles only, with engines in displacement class f, pursuant to

Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article
2, Sections 2104 and 2105.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That
The continued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the capability

of the system to maintain emissions below California Standards for the life of
the vehiele in public use.

9/13/67



State of California
’ 9 MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTTON CONTROL BOARD

Resolution 67-T6

WHEREAS, the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board has for the past
four years utilized the services of two Vehicle Test Coordinators;
and

WHEREAS, the salaries and other expenses of these Vehicle Test Co-

ordinators are within the budget of the California Highway Patrol;
. and

WHEREAS, the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board has found the

services of these two Vehicle Test Coordinators essentiesl to its
operations and functions; and

WHEREAS, the Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Board wishes to continue
the present arrasngement with the Californis Highwsy Patrol,

. NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board authorizes the Executive
Officer to execute an Inter-Agency Agreement with the California Highway
Patrol in the amount of $30,000 for 1967-68 fiscal year to contimue with
r the services of the Vehicle Test Coordinators.

9-13-67
1



State of California
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION 67-77

WHEREAS, Citroen Cars Corporation on September 11, 1967, submitted a Letter of
Representation and all test data for 1968 California certification of an exhaust
emission control system; and .

WHEREAS, the system is described as the Citroen Cars Corporation Alr Injection
System w1th major elements:

(1) Rotary vane air pump

(2) Air injection into each exhaust port

(3) Carburetor and distributor modifications
(4) Recommended maintenance

WHEREAS, proving-ground test procedures established by the Board have demonstrated
that the system is capable of controlling exhaust emissions within the Standards
of the California Department of Public Health for the life of the vehicle; and

WHEREAS, based upon compliance with established procedures, the Board finds that
the system meets the criteria published in Title 13 of the Californias Adminis-
trative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1, Article 2, Section 2103; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found large percentages of vehicles with engine adjustments
outside manufacturer's specifications as delivered to the customer and these
adjustments have substantial effects on emissions; and

WHEREAS, Board policy requires for 1968 model certification a 100% inspection of
spark timing on the assembly line and a free spark timing and idle adjustment by
the dealer at 1,000 miles or equivalent; and the applicant has agreed to these
regquirements;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this Board

Under the powers and authority granted in Chapter 3, commencing at Section 24378,
Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code,

Issue a certificate of approval for the Citroen Cars Corporation Exhaust Control
System as described above, to comply with California registration regquirements
for 1968-model vehicles only, with engines in displacement class (a3), pursuant
to Title 13 of the California Administrative Code, Chapter 3, Sub-Chapter 1,
Article 2, Sections 2104 and 2105.

.AND BE IT FURTHER RESCLVED, That

The continued effectiveness of this certification is dependent upon the capabllity
of the system to maintain emissions below California Standards for the 1life of
the vehicle in public use.

9/13/67
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