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A brief list of goings-on around the world that might matter to us:A brief list of goings-on around the world that might matter to us:A

  - BC now allows 1958 and older rods and customs to be registered on a collector plate
  - Ontario is proposing to ban the used of oil spacer heaters that burn used oil
  - Germany is talking about outlawing modifi cations to exhaust systems (as is Wisconsin)
  - Germany is also talking about laws that would effectively ban in cities the use of autos over 
     5 years old
  - CVMA (Canadian Vehicle Manufacturers’ Association) is encouraging the removal of 
                 older vehicles from our roads
                         -Drive Clean continues to hiccup

Welcome to the fi rst SVAO newsletter 
of 2007. It’s a little later than we had 

planned for, but like fi ne wine we hope it 
was worth the wait.

My name is David Burman and I will be your new 
editor hopefully for quite awhile. Much credit must go to 
Chris and all the gang at SVAO for helping to keep the 
auto enthusiast scene in Ontario alive and kicking as the 
need to stay vigilant has never been greater. The next few 
years could make or break our hobby. As the new editor 
of the SVAO newsletter I hope to continue their tradition 
of bringing only the facts, not the fi ction to our members 
and readers.

Now a bit of background on myself. I’m so crazy about 
old Fords I can’t sleep at night and I hit the streets around 
Hamilton in a well used /88 turbo-Tbird.

I also edit the magazine “Ragtop” for the Toronto 
Triumph Club. Currently I am restoring from the frame 
up a very dead Triumph Spitfi re. But I like’m that way, 
more of a challenge and a chance to re-engineer the beast 
to my liking. 

I love old machinery of all types, you might fi nd me 
hanging out cruise night ,an antique tractor show or chas-
ing down any operating steam locomotive. This is our 
heritage and we own a huge debt to our ingenious forefa-
thers who developed these jewels to make life easier for 
all generations to come.

And like most people these days I have a deep concern 
for our environment. Air quality is a complex and vital 
issue, solutions must be found and the automobile plays 
a role in the overall picture. But I don’t want to see our 
hobby take a bad rap for the air quality index mess big 
industry has created. If this sounds like you please join us
and read on!                                    ...............David Burman

Please email me with your comments or beefs Please email me with your comments or beefs Please email me with your comments or beef and any material 
to dburman1@cogeco.ca
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MESSAGE FROM THE 
CHAIR

Gidday from the “wilds of Claremont”. Hope-
fully by the time that you are reading this the 

weather will be a tad more friendly for working in 
the garage. As I write this we have had some right 
frosty weather and as the years go by, I don’t seem 
as much inclined to do a valve job in a snow bank 
as I once did on my MGA in Sudbury ‘ 69. That was 
more work like a mad hatter for 15 minutes, run 
back inside the apartment and wait for the feeling 
to come back in one’s fi ngers before repeating the 
same. Things you’ll do when you’re young and stu-
pid (or at least broke).

It’s been a while since the last SVAO newsletter and there are 
a number of things to report. First up we have a newsletter edi-
tor - WELCOME TO DAVID BURMAN!!! Now I think that 
you as members will really enjoy his work as opposed to the 
two-fi ngered offerings that this scribe used to put out. I’ll let 
Dave tell you a bit about himself but suffi ce to say, that from 
this angle he’s one of us - an old car nut.

Our Annual General Meeting went well last fall. We had  a 
solid turnout of members and some really informative speakers. 
Jim Cowan is going to provide a summary of what he covered 
and Wayne West spoke on some of the perils of proper licens-
ing and insuring of your vehicles. Wayne was able to look at 
things from both the view of an enthusiast as well as that of 
an insurance broker as he is both. Andy Soutar was his usual 
informative self and provided a travelogue on motoring in parts 
of Africa - truly different than our problems.   

One of the results of our AGM was that by the time that you 
are reading this, the SVAO will have become incorporated after 
all of these years of existence. This was done for a number of 
reasons, but the main one was to protect us from someone else 
poaching on our name. This has necessitated a sizeable (for us) 
legal bill so the SVAO will be issuing a call for dues this year. 
It has been a few years since we asked our members for their 
dues as your executive felt that there was enough money in the 
kitty for expenses. Dues remain as they always have - Individu-
als $10, Clubs $25, Businesses $50.  Our membership team of 
Keith and Glenda Corby would be most happy to receive your 
check. PLEASE TAKE THIS TIME UPDATE YOUR MAIL-
ING ADDRESS! 

Perhaps now would be a good time to make sure that your 
club editor gets the copy as all of the SVAO’s newsletter is 
available for reprinting and editors are always looking for ma-
terial - right Dave? Please make sure that your members fi nd 
out what is going on out there! Our web site man, Stu Cork, 
puts the newsletter as well as other material on the internet at 
www.svao.org so please make use of it.

The Specialty Vehicle Association of Ontario led the way to 
make sure that there was an exemption for vehicles not built 
with seat belts when the Ontario government (in reaction to an 
fatal accident with an overloaded mini-van) proposed that there 
must be a seat belt for everyone in a vehicle. Sure enough, 
before we broached the subject the original proposal had no 
such exemption. See more on the rules and regulations in this 
newsletter.

Director Ken Kroeker would like to remind everyone that 
under the Used Vehicle Information Program: “For motor ve-
hicles that are 20 years or older at the time of registration, RST 
is payable on the GREATER of the purchase price, the replace-
ment value for insurance purposes or the appraised value of 
the vehicle. A copy of the bill of sale, and, either a copy of the 
appraisal document, or a copy of an insurance policy showing 
the insured value of the vehicle is to be given to the licensing 
offi ce.” The SVAO would like to suggest that for new projects 
it makes economic sense to quickly get the vehicle into your 
name “unfi t” before you spend a ton of time and money on it 
which would force the appraised value up

With those cheery thoughts ringing in your ears, only some-
one with their head buried in the sand (or up some other orfi ce) 
would not see the need to belong to the SVAO and support 
your hobby. Remember that many of the existing executive 
have been here since the beginning in the early nineties. With 
any group, if new blood doesn’t step up to help, that organiza-
tion will eventually become dormant. Have someone on your 
club become your SVAO rep! Have them contact us to stay 
informed and report back to you on a regular basis!  This orga-
nization is only as strong as the efforts that you, the members 
want to put in on it.

ALL OF THIS FROM A MAN WHO DRIVES A 
BATHTUB NASH!  Take care out there and keep 
those motors runnin’.

Chris Whillans
SVAO Chair
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BRESLAU – The McGuinty government is seek-
ing public input on a draft regulation that would 

ban the burning of used oil in space heaters, Envi-
ronment Minister Laurel Broten announced today at 
Safety-Kleen Canada Inc., Ontario’s only re-refi nery 
and the second largest re-refi nery in North America. 

“Our government is committed to taking real action to pro-
tect and improve the quality of our air, water and land and 
that’s why we’re moving to ban the burning of used oil in space 
heaters,” said Minister Broten. “Used oil is not meant to be 
burned at low temperatures in space heaters, so we’re taking 
action to protect Ontarians and our environment.” 

About 700 facilities throughout Ontario, such as auto repair 
centres and dealerships, burn the equivalent of 2.5 million oil 
changes for heat. Those in southern Ontario that now have ap-
proval to burn used oil will have until June 1, 2009 to divert 
their used oil rather than discharging it into the environment. 
No new approvals will be issued. 

The ban will add about 7 million litres of used oil to the 150 
million litres that is currently re-refi ned at Safety-Kleen. The 
company’s re-refi nery reduces greenhouse gas emissions by al-
most 500,000 tonnes annually, the equivalent of taking 100,000 
vehicles off the road each year. Re-refi ning the used oil will 
decrease the demand for non-renewable petroleum resources. 

“Banning the burning of used oil supports re-refi ning, reduc-
es demand for new oil and encourages economic development 
in the environmental sector,” said Minister Broten. “It’s clearly 
the right move for the environment.” 

The ban will remove the economic advantage gained by the 
few companies burning used oil, making it fairer for competing 
companies that have chosen to use environmentally superior 
heating methods. 

The practice will be allowed to continue in northern Ontario 
since the north has limited options for disposing of waste oil. 
Northern Ontario is defi ned in the draft regulation as lying 
north and west of the Mattawa River, Lake Nipissing and the 
French River, or in the Territorial District of Manitoulin. 

This initiative is another way the Ontario government is 
encouraging recycling of resources and protecting the environ-
ment. Other initiatives include: 

Directing Waste Diversion Ontario to develop and fund a 
diversion program for common materials such as cleaning sol-
vents and paint 

Developing a deposit return program for wine and spirit con-
tainers that will increase the recycling of alcohol containers and 
free up space in municipal Blue Boxes for new materials 

Consulting on a draft regulation that will deliver incentives 
for industry to recycle more waste and make it easier to use 
wood waste to produce energy. 

A draft regulation to ban the practice of burning used oil in 
space heaters has been posted to the Environmental Registry 
for a 30-day public comment period. It can be found at www.
ene.gov.on.ca/envregistry/029109er.htm <http://www.ene.gov.
on.ca/envregistry/029109er.htm> 

I  don’t know if you are aware of it yet but there 
has been some EU legislation passed which goes 
into effect in Germany the fi rst of September. 
Apparently they are the “Beta country” for this 
legislation. Anyway, it goes like this:

Any car equipped with a carburetor or series one catalytic 
converter system can no longer drive into the city limits. It 
must park outside the limits and the owner must take the 
S Bon or U Bon into town.Any car equipped with at series 
two catalytic converter system can only enter the city for two 
more years. Then the same restrictions apply to it.
Any car equipped with a series three catalytic converter sys-

tem can only enter the city for four more years. Then the same 
restrictions apply to it.
Any car equipped with a series four catalytic converter system 

can only enter the city until 2012. Then the same restrictions 
apply to it. Series four catalytic systems are the most current 
ones and are being installed on new cars today by their manu-
facturers. 

The fear would be that once this law is implemented across 
the European Union (and the Germans will certainly make it 
happen given their nature) Europeans will turn to us here in 
North America and say “OK guys, we have done our part for 
Mother Earth. Its time for you to do the same.” According to 
the time table they have set this could happen prior to 2012. So 
it is important that we anticipate this possibility and head it off 
before it gets here. Any law we adopt needs to have an exemp-
tion for collector or limited use vehicles. 
All this is not good news and it won’t be an easy fi ght given 

the attention that global warming is getting in the media these 
days. And the fact that the immediate benefi ciary to all this is 
the automobile industry itself means they will have some pretty 
strong lobbyists working for them to push this legislation into 
law. Think about it, everyone will have to buy a new car in the 
next fi ve years or quit driving. Strange turn of events, wouldn’t 
you say?

Other Clean Air News

News of European Legislation that could be coming our way
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Let’s talk about the environment and the impact 
that the collector car community is making on 

our ecosystem. Much noise has been made in the 
press about the fact that our vehicles should be re-
moved from the province’s highways because they 
are “gross polluters”. This is far from the truth.

Most data gathered on gross polluters was obtained 
from vehicles in the last stages of their useful life im-
mediately prior to scrapping. The majority of the worst 
emission test results were obtained from vehicles turned 
in to the scrapping programs in the United States; vehi-
cles scrapped so that major corporations, notably ARCO 
and Mobil Oil in California, could use the pollution 
credits earned through their scrapping to offset their own 
requirements for emission reduction as mandated by the 
Environmental Protection Agency. It was, naturally, in 
the interest of these corporations to overstate the amount 
of pollution reduction resulting from crushing programs.

This, incidentally, is why the Specialty Vehicle Asso-
ciation of Ontario has been and continues to be opposed 
to any form of pollution credits and trade in them.
(see editor’s notes )

Our vehicles are better tuned and in much better condi-
tion than when they were in daily use. We have tested 
a number of them and have surprised the Ontario Drive 
Clean testers with their low emission levels. Our vehicles 
are not in daily use and are not used as primary means of 
transportation. A study done by the SVAO indicated that 
our vehicles travel an average of 705 kilometres per year. 
Even if the emissions were much greater than they are 
the total amount of pollutants released would be minimal. 
Ontario’s level of usage for “toy cars” is consistent with 
that of studies conducted in the UK, the US and Europe.

But still, the masses believe that we are polluters. I 
resent our hobby being punished to divert the public’s 
attention from federal liberal party corruption and a 
total lack of action in all other areas by our provincial 
government. Crazy thing is that the great unwashed are 
buying the whole deal. The Kyoto accord is back in the 
news again. ARCO and MOBIL must be ecstatic. They 
couldn’t have dreamed of the proliferation level of their 
emission fi ddle.

Kyoto loves pollution credits as a means of transferring 
money to the grossly polluting third world from us who 
are relatively clean. We were fairly successful in fi ghting 
pollution credits in Ontario in the past but the internation-
al community seems to like them – its amazing actually 
– a boondoggle introduced by two oil companies is now 
international policy.

Emission Testing:

The government’s removal of the hard-won twenty 
year rolling emission test exemption has been foremost in 
many of our minds.

While pre 1987 vehicles will be grandfathered, your 
provincial government’s action effectively removes post 
1987 vehicles from the hobby. As we understand the 
present regulations, no vehicle newer than 1987 will be 
exempt from testing until it carries an Historic license 
plate. In addition, any vehicle which fails an emission test 
will have to be tested annually. This will effectively re-
move any post 1987 modifi ed vehicle and, for that matter, 
any post 1987 vehicle who’s owner wishes to use it from 
the hobby.

Why were these “vitally necessary” changes made? We 
can see no reasons except for:

1. Political visibility.
2. A blatant tax grab
While vehicle population numbers are diffi cult to ob-

tain, we were able to ascertain the following data, correct 
as of November 28, 2005, supplied by the Environment 
Ministry’s Drive Clean offi ce.

There were at that time approximately 9.9 million vehi-
cles registered in Ontario (including motorcycles, mopeds 
etc). Light Duty Vehicles including light duty passenger 
vehicles, buses and trucks comprised the following.

Passenger vehiclesPassenger vehicles 6,014,4966,014,496
Light commercial vehiclesLight commercial vehicles
Passenger vehicles
Light commercial vehicles
Passenger vehicles

   983,226   983,226
6,014,496
   983,226
6,014,496

BusesBuses
Light commercial vehicles
Buses
Light commercial vehicles

       4,516       4,516
   983,226
       4,516
   983,226

School busesSchool busesSchool buses        1,988       1,988
       4,516
       1,988
       4,516

TotalTotal 7,004,2247,004,224
       1,988
7,004,224
       1,988

Approximately 60,000 of the above with active regis-
trations were twenty years old and older. This amounts 
to 0.86% of Ontario’s active light vehicle fl eet and about 
0.6% of the total vehicle population.

The collector car community’s vehicles, which are 
maintained much better than when they were new, are a 
subset of the above. The portion of our vehicles carrying 
Historic or Year of Manufacture plates is the following.

Historic Plated VehiclesHistoric Plated Vehicles 21,82621,826
Year of Manufacture Plate vehiclesYear of Manufacture Plate vehiclesYear of Manufacture Plate vehicles      672     672

21,826
     672
21,826

TotalTotal 22,49822,498

We are now confronted with approximately 37,500 
actively plated vehicles which are POTENTIAL gross 
polluters. This represents about 0.54% of Ontario’s active 
light vehicle fl eet and approximately 0.38% of the active 
vehicle fl eet. 

This is not the end of the exercise, however. Many 
members of our community carry regular license plates 
on their toy cars. 

Bruce’s Musings
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The restrictions on Historic plates forbid their use on 
modifi ed vehicles and also forbid the vehicle’s use for 
much else than parades and club functions.

If we assume that half of our cars carry regular plates, a 
reasonable assumption, we are faced with approximately 
20,000 vehicles, about ¼ of 1% of the light vehicle popu-
lation or 1/5 of 1% of the total vehicles in use, which are 
possible gross polluters. Eliminating vehicles in those ar-
eas of the province where testing is not carried out would 
further reduce the population size of potential polluters 
which would be addressed by this government’s action.

Is it worth the destruction of our hobby for this many cars?

Bruce Stewart

Mr. Whillans:  

As of December 1, 2006 new legislation was passed 
to require all drivers and passengers (with some ex-
ceptions) to use a seat belt when travelling in a motor 
vehicle.

As previously discussed, all exemptions that were 
in place at the time the law was passed were retained, 
including the exemption for classic vehicles that were 
not manufactured with seat belts and not subse-
quently modifi ed to have seat belts.  Please note that 
if a classic vehicle that was manufactured without 
seat belts was later modifi ed to have seat belts, then 
the law would apply and vehicle occupants would be 
required to use these seat belts.

For your information Iʼve attached a copy of Bill 
148, An Act to amend the Highway Traffi c Act, 2006 
(Seat Belts) that was proclaimed on December 1, 2006-
---this will show current wording in section 106 of the 
Highway Traffi c Act that deals with the use of seat 
belts.  Iʼve also attached a copy of the corresponding 
regulations (Regulation 613)----subsection 10 of Regu-
lation 613 provides the exemption for vehicles that 
were not originally manufactured with seatbelts and 
not subsequently modifi ed to have seat belts.

I trust this is helpful,
Regards,
Patricia Hutson
Senior Safety Policy Advisor
Road Safety Program Offi ce

Regarding the Seat Belt Issue

Editor s̓ notes:
Federal Liberal Leader Stephane Dion was recently seen at the 
Halton Ecosummit speaking with “Newly Minted Liberal” 
Garth Turner on air quality. 
Incredibly in his new Carbon Budget Proposal Dion is very  Carbon Budget Proposal Dion is very  Carbon Budget
excited about allowing big industry to buy and sell each others 
pollution credits including international industries. A failed 
idea that has been shown to not help the environment one bit. 
He also eluded to “other projects” they could be rebated for. 
Make no mistake that would include crushing cars. Letting the 
big guys off the hook again. Heavy industry by his own admis-
sion accounts for over half of Canadaʼs smog and greenhouse 
gases.
This is covered in more detail in NDP leader Jack Laytonʼs 
letter of Feb.2005 to Dion the then Federal Environment minis-
ter. It can be found easily with google.

Just when you think something has 
gone away..... 
from Saturday, March 3, 2007 Saturday Star Wheels Section 
AutoKnow column by Eric Lai .....  

 “ Drive Clean has also sought public comment on a pro-
posal that annual emission tests (instead of every two years} be 
required beginning when a light-duty vehicle is 12 years old for 
1988 and newer models. No tests would be required for 1987 
and older vehicles. However no decision has been made on this 
proposal.”

 Most of you will remember this suggestion came from the 
same American consultants (who were hired to do the 10 year 
review on the Drive Clean program) who also recommended 
that the “rolling 20 year exemption” be done away with. 

The SVAO spoke against this concept at the time but was the 
only stakeholder on the MAC [Minister’s Advisory Commit-
tee] .

 This ill-conceived idea will be a further injustice on folks 
driving older vehicles or trying to keep them on the road until 
they can reach 30 years of age and historic plates and the re-
sulting test exemption.

 Chris Whillans
On this subject members must try to write their MMP s̓,

the Premier, Laurel Broten (Minister of the Environment)
and all the candidates in the coming fall provincial election.
Letter writing seems to get the most attention, emails may be 
dismissed or ignored. A personal meeting with candidates 
would be very good this is an important election to this govern-
ment and they should listen.         editor
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Ottawa, ON – 2007-02-06– 2007-02-06–

Speaking this afternoon at the House of Commons Legislative 
Committee on Bill C-30, Canada’s Clean Air Act, the Canadian 
Vehicle Manufacturers’ Association (CVMA) will call for an 
integrated plan of action to further reduce vehicle emissions 
through new vehicle technology, cleaner fuels, fl eet strategies, 
consumer incentives, and research and development in Canada.

“We support an integrated approach to accelerate vehicle 
emission reductions beyond the industry’s 2005 voluntary 
agreement to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions 
by 5.3 million tonnes,” said CVMA president Mark Nantais. 
“This approach will require cleaner Canadian fuels, green fl eet 
strategies, and consumer supports.”

“Since new vehicles are safer and smog causing emissions 
have been virtually eliminated, we encourage proposals to help 
get older, polluting vehicles off Canada’s roads,” continued 
Nantais. “We also support enhanced research and development 
incentives along with a plan to green the fl eet of some 20,000 
vehicles bought each year by governments across Canada.”

In its submission to the Legislative 
Committee, the CVMA noted:

5---In 2005, Canada s automotive sector agreed to ’s automotive sector agreed to ’
annual GHG reduction targets which will lead to a 5.3 
million tonne reduction in GHGs from on-road cars and 
light duty trucks by 2010. Our industry remains one of 
the only sectors to sign such an agreement and we are 
on track to meet this goal.

1---On a combined basis, all vehicles on Canada’s 
roads contribute about 12% of Canada s total GHGs. ’s total GHGs. ’
By contrast, all new vehicles sold in any year contribute 
less than 1% of total Canadian GHGs according to 
Environment Canada.

2---Smog emissions from today s new ultra-clean ’s new ultra-clean ’
“Tier 2” vehicles have been virtually eliminated.

3---Over 1 million 20-year (or older) vehicles remain 
on Canada s roads.’s roads.’  A 1987 model year vehicle emits 
more than 37 times the smog-related emissions of 
today’s new vehicles’s new vehicles’ . Retiring these vehicles should be 
a priority to improve the environmental performance of 
Canada s vehicle fl eet.’s vehicle fl eet.’

4---Our industry has a long history of meeting or 
exceeding 14 voluntary agreements with government.

Latest from the CVMA

6---The automotive industry has introduced over 70 fuel-
saving technologies on several new models of Canadian-
sold vehicles including new engine effi ciency tech-
nologies, cylinder deactivation, hybrids, clean diesel, 
fl ex-fuel and advanced transmissions.

7---Data provided by Natural Resources Canada 
estimates that E85 (an 85% ethanol fuel not widely 
available in Canada) could reduce full life cycle GHG 
emissions by 45% to 66% compared to traditional 
unleaded gasoline. Jurisdictions such as Brazil, Sweden 
and the United States have more aggressive fuel 
standards and offer drivers cleaner fuel alternatives 
which reduce GHG emissions.

8---Canada s automotive production sector is one of ’s automotive production sector is one of ’
this country s largest employers. Since the Auto Pact ’s largest employers. Since the Auto Pact ’
was signed in 1965, our industry has fully integrated 
its vehicle design, testing, certifi cation, sourcing and 
production between Canada and the US. Harmonized 
national vehicle standards between our two countries 
are essential if Canada is to retain the benefi ts of scale, 
technology and consumer price while avoiding the 
severe economic consequences that would follow any 
signifi cant decoupling of this tightly integrated sector

.
9---On a combined basis, all levels of government across 
Canada purchase over 20,000 vehicles annually yet 
have never developed a coordinated green fl eet policy. 

Other Key Facts Concerning Auto 
Emissions:

Smog-related emissions from new vehicles have been 
cut by 99% since the removal of lead from gasoline in the 
1970s.

Responsible strategies include cleaner and alternate 
fuels, consumer incentives and accelerated retirement of 
20-year-old plus vehicles.
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New Model Vehicles = Less than 1% of 
Canada’s Smog and GHG Emissions:

As we focus on new vehicle emissions, context is important. 
According to the Canadian government, all the cars and 
light duty trucks on the road in Canada today contribute 
approximately 9.5% of total Canadian smog-forming 
emissions. New vehicles represent just 8% of Canada’s total 
on-road fl eet in any year. With advancements in catalytic 
converters and related technologies, new model vehicles are 
some 10 times cleaner than the average on-road vehicle. New 
model vehicles today therefore represent just 0.1% of total 
Canadian smog-forming emissions in any year (9.5% of total x 
8% new x 1/10 of average =0.1%).

The Canadian government also indicates that all cars and 
light duty trucks on our roads contribute approximately 12% 
of total Canadian greenhouse gas emissions. As new model 
cars and light duty trucks make up just 8% of the total on-
road fl eet in any year, it follows that new vehicles contribute 
approximately 1% of total Canadian greenhouse gas emissions 
(12% of total x 8% new = 1%). Even if every new vehicle sold 
in Canada could somehow be rendered emission-free, more 
than 99% of Canada’s smog and GHG sources would remain.

The auto industry has achieved dramatic reductions in 
smog forming emissions. Smog emissions from new vehicles 
sold in Canada have been reduced by over 99% since the 

elimination of lead from gasoline in the 1970s. Today, 
burning one cord of wood produces more smog-
related emissions than driving a new SUV around 
the earth’s circumference 35 times’s circumference 35 times’ . In fact, cars and 
light duty trucks are one of the only Canadian sources of smog 
emissions forecast to signifi cantly reduce over the next decade.

Greenhouse gas reduction has also been an industry priority. 
In 2005, Canada’s auto industry was the only sector to sign an 
agreement with the federal government to reduce greenhouse 
gases – by 5.3 million tones from cars and light duty trucks by – by 5.3 million tones from cars and light duty trucks by –
2010, with targets and reporting on progress. The industry has 
since introduced more than 70 new fuel saving technologies 
into Canada as companies compete to provide fuel effi cient 
vehicles for consumers who seek to reduce fuel costs and lower 
GHG emissions. Technologies such as cylinder deactivation, 
hybridization, improved transmissions, alternate fuel capability, 
light weight materials and many more are now widely 
available.

The Canadian automotive sector supports technically and 
economically feasible plans to accelerate ongoing reductions 
in vehicle emissions through an integrated approach involving 
vehicle technology, cleaner fuels, consumer incentives and 
governments working together.

For further information please contact:
Mark Nantais
President
Canadian Vehicle Manufacturers’ Association
416.364.9333

The CVMAʼs Numbers Game
As we read the latest from the Canadian Vehicle Manufac-

ture’s Association, reprinted for you on the left, one must take 
into account they have a vested interest in  selling new cars.

Can you blame them? Billions of invested dollars are at stake 
and countless jobs. The SVAO. certainly understands that. 
What we ask for is simple, tell only the truth and apply a bit 
of common sense. Using the “Science of Statistics” numbers 
can be spun to support any argument you wish to put out there. 
Check it out, there are university courses on just that.

The manufactures appear to be taking credit for inventing the 
idea of Hybrids and Alternate fuel vehicles. But it’s the recent 
huge interest in environmental issues and high fuel prices that 
are forcing them into it. And have they forgotten about the 
Stanley Steamer and 100 year old electric cars again?

As they wage war on 20 year old vehicles they bend the 
numbers to suit their cause, presenting a case to remove them 
from the roads for the sake of the environment. Its hard to 
swallow that all older cars spew out 37 times more junk than a 
new car (my 1988 4cyl, 5sp. turbo Tbird always passes  drive 
clean 1st time ).If this were true we would all choke to death 
at Cruise Night. Some old beaters probably do, CVMA has 
taken the worst case cars and presented them as the norm. 
Bruce shows in his Musing’s that we just don’t drive enough 
k’s in a year to add up, and most  of the real beaters are rusted 
out and gone from the roads by now. So why are we targeted? 
The zealots are on the march and our hobby is in their cross-
hairs. Instead of helping the enthusiast by continuing to supply 
emission parts, those who built these perfectly good machines 
for us choose to run us off the road in hopes of enhancing their 
profi ts.

For example let’s spin some of their numbers, if you feel like 
it check out some of their other facts yourself who knows how 
accurate any of it will be.

“Burning one cord of wood produces more smog-related 
emissions than driving a new SUV around the earths circum-
ference 35 times.” The earths circumference is 25,000 miles. ference 35 times.” The earths circumference is 25,000 miles. ference 35 times.”
If your current SUV was up to 35 trips around the earth it 
would clock 875,000 miles. I don’t know who’s SUV they are 
speaking of, maybe one of those dangerous mini-UT’s, but any 
I’ve been around would be lucky to turn 15 mpg. Maybe they 
crawled around the globe and got 20 mpg. they don’t say.

That works out to 58,333 gallons of gas or 256,666 litres (not 
counting the fuel burnt idling at the Tim Horton drive through). 
And the wood, hard or soft wood, burned in an air tight stove, a 
fi replace, an open pit outside? Who knows?

It all smells of being highly unscientifi c, would it hold true 
in any kind of test? I just don’t think so. Maybe they should 
consider burning wood in the next generation hybrids (Stanley 
Steamer look out ).

Again it’s just numbers used in a context that makes them 
(the CVMA) look like saviours in time of a crisis. It’s not com-
mon sense and certainly not the whole truth. So why put it out 
there, just more hysteria to make their point---

THE SKY IS FALLING SO BUY A NEW
VEHICLE NOW !!!! .......................editor.

7



Windsor Star
Published: Tuesday, January 30, 2007 

A local man facing more than $4,300 in fi nes for breaking 
emissions regulations in his modifi ed pickup truck is pleased 
the charges have been dropped but is perplexed at how the 
system works, and how to comply with it.

Chris Brookes, 27, was driving his 1989 Ford Ranger pickup 
on Oct. 11, 2006, when he was stopped by a Ministry of the 
Environment inspector in a marked police-style vehicle and 
issued 12 tickets for being in contravention of the Drive Clean 
program.
The tickets were for missing various emissions control items 
such as a catalytic converter. Brookes had bought the truck 
second hand for $400 in 2004 and drove it for a while before 
deciding to turn it into a modifi ed show truck at a cost of about 
$20,000.

He sealed the rear pickup door, took off the door handles, 
put on modifi ed rear lights, added a cowling on the hood and 
painted the whole thing electric purple. He also removed the 
original engine and replaced it with a V8 from 1987, an engine 
not available in the original truck.“It was going to be used for 
shows and for drag racing,” said Brookes. “Then I found out it 
could be licensed and put on the road.” He licensed it and put it 
back on the road last summer. Brookes had his truck tested for 
emissions under a special “hotrod” designation, and after one 

failure and some carburetor adjustment, it passed.

TEST QUESTIONED

The inspector who pulled him over did not believe the re-
sults, writing as much in comments on the tickets.

“Concerns about last DC (Drive Clean) test,” is written in the 
ticket comments section. The testing was done at Macdonald’s 
Automotive Super Centre, on Eugenie Street East.

While fi ve Windsor-area Drive Clean testing facilities have 
had their accreditation pulled because of irregularities, Mac-
donald’s is not one of them.

“I don’t know what the problem is,” said Brookes. To further 
complicate matters, vehicles more than 20 years old are exempt 
from emissions guidelines, and the engine in Brookes’s truck 
would now fall into that category.

Ministry of the Environment spokeswoman Kate Jordan 
confi rmed that the case had been “thrown out of court” by a 
justice of the peace last Thursday but further details were not 
available. Brookes contacted his MPP Dwight Duncan’s offi ce 
but even they were unable to get answers from the Ministry of 
the Environment.

Meanwhile, Brookes still has not had his seized licence plate 
returned and is reluctant to put the truck back on the road.

“It’s like you can’t enjoy your hobby anymore,” said 
Brookes. “I got three months out of it and then they yanked it.”

He said there are hundreds of hobby motorists in the city 
with modifi ed vehicles who are concerned about the implica-
tions on their vehicles 
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Exhaust Noise

The UNECE expert group is seeking to modify an existing 
regulation (ECE regulation number 51—permissible sound 
level and the exhaust system of motor vehicles) in an effort 
to more closely align the noise-measuring procedure to more 
accurately refl ect vehicle acceleration under normal city traffi c 
conditions. Regulators are considering requiring makers of 
aftermarket exhaust systems to  purchase expensive, highly 
precise speed-testing equipment. 

Not only would aftermarket companies be required to un-
dergo this new test but, astonishingly, aftermarket companies 
would be required, during the  fi rst two years following in 
the implementation of the regulation, to introduce dual test-
ing. Manufacturers would be required to have their  products 
undergo the original test as well. As can well be imagined, the 
result would create undue fi nancial burdens for new-product 
development and the sale of aftermarket exhaust systems.

SEMA is working with a coalition of aftermarket companies 
to possibly modify the regulation to be more manageable for 
small and medium-size companies.

National Ban of Rear Wings Made of 
Aluminum

The German government, without warning, banned rear 
wings (spoilers) made of light alloy material (aluminum). This 
ban also includes all wings, even those that already had a valid 
type approval and therefore had been legally installed. The 
technical services will not issue any type of approvals for these 
products. 

The German Federal Committee on Motor Traffi c Issues 
KBA has also instructed the technical services to declare exist-
ing approvals invalid. The action is retroactive, meaning that 
even products that have received prior approval by the authori-
ties and are already installed on vehicles must be removed.

The German Ministry of Transport has taken the position that 
a wing or other similar product —even with round edges of 
2.5mm radius—is dangerous because it can act as a knife. The 
Transport Ministry has  therefore ruled that it is an unaccept-
able danger for pedestrians. Luggage carriers or bicycle racks 
that are installed on the trunk are  not affected by the guideline 
changes, as they are most often not permanently installed. This 
action was based on a revised interpretation of the VdTÜV-
Merkblatt 744 ( German national guideline for testing and 
approval of spoiler and ground-effects kits). Even though these 
are national concerns, other European countries often use Ger-
many as a guideline. 

Remember that if a company is exporting to Germany, it is 
automatically faced with the German regulatory requirements 
and problems. Up to now, there has been no real cooperation 
with the aftermarket regarding these proposals (apart from the 
working group regarding tires and wheels), and we need to 
change this by becoming a part of the working group and thus 
able to provide input and expertise to the regulators.

And if you think our laws are detrimental to the 
special interest vehicle ………..read this

**CHINA**
Consumers in China seeking to personalize their vehicles are 

having a more diffi cult time doing so thanks to new govern-
ment requirements such as the National Traffi c Safety Regula-
tion of 2004. When a car is licensed in China, a picture of it is 
retained by the VMB and is used as a reference point during a 
mandatory annual inspection. The photo is taken from the front 
left and is kept in the car at all times. It  can be used as a refer-
ence by the police as well. If the car is different in any way that 
is identifi able by the inspection offi cer, it may be failed. Even 
the color of the car must be the same. Specifi cally, the law pro-
hibits the changing of the dimensions of the vehicle—length, 
breadth and height—and, as previously mentioned, the color of 
the car. Motorists making unauthorized changes are required 
to pay a substantial fee and change their vehicles back to OE 
stock.  

The U.S. Consulate in Shanghai noted that, in order to le-
gally install aftermarket products, consumers can “…go to their 
local Vehicle Management Bureau (VMB), which is typically 
under the Public Security Bureau (Police), to seek approval to 
modify their car, including changing the color and other exte-
rior changes.” The law refers only to the exterior of a vehicle, 
and under-hood changes are therefore not directly regulated 
Ms. Shui Cong Fang, secretary general of Shanghai Automo-
tive Parts Circulating Trade Association, noted that the Regula-
tion of Road Safety includes a ban on modifying the structures 
and features of  registered vehicles as of May 1, “…adding a 
roadblock to the path of the burgeoning car tuning industry.” 

The regulations relating to automobile modifi cation in China 
are open to interpretation by local offi cials, which leads to a 
lack of consistency in enforcement.  Indeed, sales of acces-
sories and performance products are growing rapidly, and one 
chain-store operator said: “As long as the safety issue is cov-
ered, then being in a grey area as far as the rules of what you 
are and aren’t allowed to do to your car is okay. If it is safe, the 
government won’t care really.” 

Jun Li of China Motor magazine said that the specialty-
equipment market is booming in China as “…more and more 
car owners are youth who always want to show character 
and fashion; hence, they attach importance to the automobile  
modifi cation.” She noted that “…there are about 200 tuning 
stores in Beijing and 400 to 500 or so in southern cities.” Some 
enthusiasts add accessories but change the car back for the an-
nual inspection.

MORE ON THE GLOBAL FRONT
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                                        The Specialty Vehicle Association of Ontario
                                                                        3007 Kingston Road, PO Box 142, 
                                                                Scarborough, ON M1M 1P1

                                                                                2007 MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL
We appreciate your membership in the Specialty Vehicle Association of Ontario and sincerely hope that we were of service 
to you and will continue to do so. Annual renewal time is upon us and the rate is unchanged from last year. Please make your 
cheque payable to the Specialty Vehicle Association of Ontario and forward to our Post Offi ce box. Annual Membership fees 
are:

                                                          Individual                                      $10.00
       
                                                          Club                                              $25.00

                                                          Business                                       $50.00

Please remember that if at any time during the year, individuals, clubs or businesses have a change of address, please let us 
know, so that you will not miss getting your newsletters.
                                                                                  INDIVIDUAL MEMBERSHIP
Name:
Full Postal Address:

Telephone Number:
Number of cars:

On the road                                                  In Progress                                                 Parts Cars
Are you interested in becoming active within SVAO?

                                                                                       CLUB MEMBERSHIP
Name:
Full Postal Address:

Club Telephone Number and Contact:
Number of Members:
Number of Cars:

On the road                                              In Progress                                                   Parts Cars

Meeting Times:
Meeting Location:

Are visitors welcome?
Are any of your members interested in becoming active within SVAO?

While club membership includes each club member, individual members are not precluded from their own membership.

                                                                                    BUSINESS MEMBERSHIP
Business Name:
Contact Person:
Full Postal Address:

Are you interested in becoming active within SVAO?
Please include business card and information regarding your business for our fi les and also for distribution to our members.
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