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provide the specific data elements 
required for the Transparency Act 
reporting of subawards and executive 
compensation [75 FR 43165]. 

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 
1995 

Pursuant to Title II of the Unfunded 
Mandates Reform Act of 1995, Public 
Law 104–4, NRCS assessed the affects of 
this rulemaking action on State, local, 
and Tribal governments, and the public. 
This action does not compel the 
expenditure of $100 million or more in 
any one year (adjusted by inflation) by 
any State, local, or Tribal governments, 
or anyone in the private sector; 
therefore, a statement under section 202 
of the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 
of 1995 is not required. 

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Parts 622, 624, 
625, 1465 and 1470 

Administrative practice and 
procedures, Cooperative agreements, 
Farmers, Federal aid programs, 
Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Accordingly, 7 CFR parts 622, 624, 
625, 1465, and 1470 are amended as 
follows: 
■ 1. The authority citation for part 622 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: Pub. L. 83–566, 68 Stat. 666 as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 1001, et seq.); Pub. L. 
78–534, 58 Stat. 889, 33 U.S.C. 701b–1. 

■ 2. Section 622.30 is amended by 
adding a new paragraph (d) to read as 
follows: 

§ 622.30 General. 

* * * * * 
(d) Sponsors who receive financial 

assistance awarded after October 1, 
2010, must comply with applicable 
registration and reporting requirements 
of the Federal Funding Accountability 
and Transparency Act of 2006 (Pub. L. 
109–282, as amended), and 2 CFR parts 
25 and 170. 
* * * * * 
■ 3. The authority citation for part 624 
continues to read as follows: 
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1 Federal Trade Commission: Automotive Fuel 
Ratings, Certification and Posting: Request for 
Public Comments, 74 FR 9054 (Mar. 2, 2009) 
(‘‘RPC’’). 

2 Federal Trade Commission: Automotive Fuel 
Ratings, Certification and Posting: Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking, 75 FR 12470 (Mar. 16, 2010) 
(‘‘NPRM’’). 

3 The Rule already provides requirements for 
ethanol fuels with at least 70 percent concentration, 
E85. That fuel generally contains 85 percent ethanol 
mixed with 15 percent gasoline. 16 CFR 
306.0(i)(2)(ii). 

4 Biodiesel fuels include pure biodiesel and 
biomass-based diesel, as well as blends of those 
fuels with conventional diesel. Biodiesel is a diesel 
fuel produced by transforming animal fat or 
vegetable oil into automotive fuel. Biodiesel serves 
as a diesel substitute and is usually blended with 
diesel for sale at retail pumps. Biomass-based diesel 
is a larger category of diesel fuel substitutes 
produced from nonpetroleum renewable resources 
and that meet the registration requirements for fuels 
and fuel additives established by the Environmental 
Protection Agency. Biodiesel is a subset of biomass- 
based diesel. For further background on biodiesel 
fuels, see the Commission’s announcement of 
amendments expanding the Rule to cover those 
fuels. Federal Trade Commission: Automotive Fuel 

Ratings, Certification and Posting: Final Rule on 
Biodiesel Labeling, 73 FR 40154 (Jul. 11, 2008) 
(‘‘Biodiesel Fuel Rulemaking’’). 

5 Federal Trade Commission: Automotive Fuel 
Ratings, Certification and Posting: Final Rule, 44 FR 
19160 (Mar. 30, 1979). 

6 Federal Trade Commission: Automotive Fuel 
Ratings, Certification and Posting: Final Rule, 58 FR 
41356 (Aug. 3, 1993). 

7 16 CFR 306.0(i)(2). 
8 Biodiesel Fuel Rulemaking, 73 FR 40154. 
9 ASTM International, formerly known as the 

American Society for Testing and Materials, 
develops international voluntary consensus 
standards for various products, including 
automotive fuel. See http://www.astm.org. 

10 The Rule requires rating biodiesel fuels by the 
percentage of biodiesel or biomass-based diesel in 
the fuel. 

11 The comments in response to the March 2, 
2009 Federal Register Notice are located at: 
http://www.ftc.gov/os/comments/fuelratingreview/ 
index.shtm. 

SUMMARY: The Commission issues final 
amendments to its Rule for Automotive 
Fuel Ratings, Certification and Posting 
(‘‘Fuel Rating Rule’’ or ‘‘Rule’’) by 
allowing an alternative octane rating 
method and making other miscellaneous 
revisions. The Commission declines to 
issue final ethanol labeling amendments 
at this time. 
DATES: The amendments published in 
this document will become effective 
May 31, 2011. The incorporation by 
reference of certain publications listed 
in the rule is approved by the Director 
of the Federal Register as of May 31, 
2011. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Matthew Wilshire, (202) 326–2976, 
Attorney, Division of Enforcement, 
Bureau of Consumer Protection, Federal 
Trade Commission, 600 Pennsylvania 
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20580. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 

I. Introduction 

In 2009, the Commission solicited 
comments on its Fuel Rating Rule as 
part of a systematic review of its rules 
and guides.1 In response to those 
comments, the Commission published a 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(‘‘NPRM’’) 2 on March 16, 2010, 
proposing: (1) An alternative octane 
rating method; (2) new rating, 
certification, and labeling provisions for 
blends of gasoline with more than 10 
percent ethanol (‘‘ethanol fuels’’); 3 and 
(3) miscellaneous minor amendments. 
In addition, the Commission declined to 
revise the Rule’s provisions regarding 
fuels containing biodiesel and biomass- 
based diesel (collectively, ‘‘biodiesel 
fuels’’).4 

Commenters supported the proposed 
octane rating method, suggested 
allowing an additional octane rating 
method, objected to several aspects of 
the proposed ethanol labeling 
requirements, argued for revision of the 
Rule’s biodiesel fuel provisions, and 
recommended further miscellaneous 
changes. Below, the Commission 
responds to those comments and 
announces final amendments that allow 
an alternative octane rating method. 

The final amendments do not address 
ethanol fuel labeling. Instead, the 
Commission will address this issue at a 
later date. As discussed below, 
commenters criticized the proposed 
labels, supporting different or additional 
disclosures to prevent misfueling. 
Moreover, after the comment period 
closed, the Environmental Protection 
Agency (‘‘EPA’’) issued a waiver 
pursuant to the Clean Air Act that 
allows use of ethanol-gasoline blends of 
up to 15 percent ethanol concentration 
(‘‘E15’’) in certain conventional vehicles, 
subject to EPA approval. In light of the 
comments and EPA’s waiver decision, 
the Commission finds that more time is 
necessary to address this issue. The 
Commission, however, will not delay 
final rulemaking regarding the proposed 
alternate octane rating method and 
biodiesel fuels because announcing final 
decisions regarding both is in the public 
interest. 

This document first provides 
background on the Fuel Rating Rule, 
then discusses the comments submitted. 
Finally, it responds to those comments 
and describes the final amendments in 
detail. 

II. Background 

A. The Fuel Rating Rule 
The Commission first promulgated 

the Fuel Rating Rule, 16 CFR part 306 
(then titled the ‘‘Octane Certification 
and Posting Rule’’), in 1979 in 
accordance with the Petroleum 
Marketing Practices Act (‘‘PMPA’’), 15 
U.S.C. 2801 et seq.5 The Rule originally 
applied only to gasoline. In 1993, 
pursuant to amendments to PMPA, the 
Commission expanded the Rule to cover 
liquid alternative fuels.6 Currently, the 
Rule defines ‘‘alternative liquid 
automotive fuels,’’ as including, but not 
limited to, certain listed fuels. That list 
does not include ethanol fuels below 70 

percent concentration (‘‘Mid-Level 
Ethanol blends’’).7 In 2008, the 
Commission again amended the Rule to 
incorporate specific labeling 
requirements for biodiesel fuels above 
5 percent concentration, as required by 
Section 205 of the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 (‘‘EISA’’), 42 
U.S.C. 17021.8 

The Fuel Rating Rule designates 
methods for rating and certifying fuels, 
as well as posting the ratings at the 
point of sale. The Rule also requires 
refiners, importers, and producers of 
any liquid automotive fuel to determine 
that fuel’s ‘‘automotive fuel rating’’ 
before transferring it to a distributor or 
retailer. For gasoline, covered entities 
must determine the octane rating by 
deriving research octane and motor 
octane numbers using ‘‘ASTM 
International’’ (‘‘ASTM’’) 9 standards 
D2699 and D2700, respectively, and 
then averaging the results. For 
alternative fuels, except biodiesel fuels, 
the rating is the minimum percentage of 
the principal component of the fuel and 
a brief description of the fuel.10 In 
addition, any covered entity, including 
a distributor, that transfers a fuel must 
certify the fuel’s rating to the transferee 
either by including it in papers 
accompanying the transfer or by letter. 
Finally, the Rule requires retailers to 
post the fuel rating by adhering a label 
to the retail fuel pump and provides 
precise specifications regarding the 
content, size, color, and font of the 
label. 

B. Procedural History 

The Commission received 12 
comments in response to its March 2, 
2009 Federal Register Notice.11 The 
comments generally supported the Rule 
but proposed several amendments, 
focusing on three key issues. First, 
commenters requested that the 
Commission allow gasoline octane 
rating using a method specified in 
ASTM D2885, ‘‘Standard Test Method 
for Determination of Octane Number of 
Spark-Ignition Engine Fuels by On-Line 
Direct Comparison Technique’’ (the ‘‘On- 
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12 NPRM, 75 FR at 12472. 
13 Id. at 12471–72. 
14 Id. at 12472–73. Commenters also proposed 

several minor miscellaneous changes to the Rule. 
15 The Rule currently provides specific 

requirements for E85, a mix of gasoline and ethanol. 
Although that fuel generally contains 85 percent 
ethanol, retailers may reduce the ethanol 
component to as little as 70 percent to allow proper 
starting and performance in colder climates. 

16 NPRM, 75 FR at 12474. 
17 Id. at 12474–75. 
18 Id. at 12475. 

19 Id. The three labeling categories are: (1) From 
above 5 to no more than 20 percent; (2) above 20 
percent to less than 100 percent; and (3) 100 
percent. 16 CFR 12(a)(4)–(9). 

20 NPRM, 75 FR at 12475. 
21 The comments are located at: http:// 

www.ftc.gov/os/comments/fuelratingnprm. 
22 ConocoPhillips comment at 1; API comment at 

7; Marathon comment at 2; NPRA comment at 2. 
23 Marathon comment at 2; NPRA comment at 2. 

The Tennessee Department of Agriculture generally 
supported adopting ASTM standards without 
reference to a year of publication. Tennessee 
Department of Agriculture comment at 3. 

24 Tesoro comment at 1. Tesoro also submitted 
additional documents to Commission staff during 
the comment period, which are included in the 
record. 

25 Id. at 1–2. 
26 Id. at 2. 
27 Id. at 4. 
28 Id. at 6. 
29 Id. at 7. 
30 Id. at 8. Petroleum industry members and 

representatives ConocoPhillips, Flint Hills 
Resources LP, Marathon, Suncor Energy USA, 
NPRA, and Valero Energy Corporation (‘‘Valero’’) 
also supported the Infrared Method. ConocoPhillips 
comment at 2; Flint Hills Resources comment; 
Marathon comment at 2; Suncor Energy USA 
comment; NPRA comment at 3; Valero comment at 
1. 

31 Washington State Department of Agriculture 
comment; see also Massachusetts Division of 
Standards comment (supporting the Infrared 
Method); Nevada Department of Agriculture 
comment (same); North Carolina Department of 

Line Method’’).12 Second, several 
commenters supported new labeling 
requirements for Mid-Level Ethanol 
blends to prevent consumers from using 
those blends in their conventional cars, 
which would put their warranties at risk 
and could harm various vehicle 
components.13 Finally, commenters 
urged the Commission to change its 
biodiesel fuel provisions in two ways: 
(1) By requiring producers to rate 
biodiesel blends at or below 5 percent 
concentration; and (2) by exempting 
biomass-based diesel from the Rule.14 

On March 16, 2010, the Commission 
published an NPRM responding to the 
commenters’ suggestions and proposing 
four substantive Rule amendments. 
First, to allow Mid-Level Ethanol blend 
labeling above 10 percent and below 50 
percent concentration, the proposed 
amendments would have required rating 
ethanol fuels by the amount of ethanol 
in the blend, rather than by the 
principal component of the fuel. 
Second, the proposed amendments 
would have required retailers to post 
labels disclosing a Mid-Level Ethanol 
blend’s ethanol content by displaying a 
broad range of ‘‘10 to 70 percent 
ethanol,’’ a narrower range, or a specific 
percentage. Third, the proposed 
amendments would have required all 
ethanol fuel labels, including those for 
E85,15 to contain the additional 
disclosures ‘‘may harm some vehicles’’ 
and ‘‘check owner’s manual.’’ In the 
NPRM, the Commission explained that 
‘‘[t]his additional information should 
assist consumers in identifying the 
proper fuel for their vehicles.’’ 16 Fourth, 
the proposed amendments would have 
allowed the On-Line Method. After 
reviewing ASTM D2885, the 
Commission agreed that the method 
yielded the same results as the method 
the Rule currently allows.17 Finally, the 
Commission proposed minor 
miscellaneous amendments, which 
included updating certain ASTM 
standard references, modifying the Rule 
language for clarification, and 
addressing some typographical errors.18 

The Commission did not propose 
revising the Rule’s biodiesel fuel 
provisions. The Commission explained 
that rating blends at or below 5 percent 

would unnecessarily burden producers. 
Furthermore, the Commission noted, 
retailers that blended biodiesel could 
either test the resulting blend, or blend 
in a manner that would ensure that the 
fuel fell within one of the Rule’s three 
biodiesel labeling categories, and, 
therefore, did not need rating 
information to comply with the Rule.19 
With respect to biomass-based diesel, 
the Commission explained that, under 
EISA, it had no discretion to exempt any 
biomass-based diesel from the Rule’s 
labeling requirements.20 

III. Comments in Response to the 
NPRM 

The Commission received 62 
comments in response to the NPRM.21 
As in the prior comment period, 
commenters focused on octane rating 
methods, ethanol labeling, and biodiesel 
fuel rating. They also proposed several 
minor miscellaneous changes to the 
Rule. 

A. Octane Rating 

The American Petroleum Institute 
(‘‘API’’), ConocoPhillips, Marathon 
Petroleum Company, LLC (‘‘Marathon’’), 
and the National Petrochemical & 
Refiners Association (‘‘NPRA’’) 
addressed the Commission’s proposal to 
allow octane rating through the On-Line 
Method. All supported the proposal, 
though API and Marathon noted that the 
ASTM standards referenced in the 
proposed amendments are now 
outdated.22

http://www.ftc.gov/os/comments/fuelratingnprm
http://www.ftc.gov/os/comments/fuelratingnprm
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Agriculture and Consumer Services comment 
(same). 

32 NCWM comment at 3–4. 
33 CAS comment at 2. 
34 PMAA comment at 2. 

35 ConocoPhillips comment at 2. In addition, API 
favored requiring entities to rate biodiesel blends at 
5 percent or less concentration, but suggested rating 
the fuel as simply containing biodiesel rather than 
an exact percentage rating. API comment at 7. 

36 Renewable diesel is a diesel fuel derived from 
organic material. The fuel’s properties satisfy ASTM 
D975, the standard for conventional diesel fuel. See 
NPRM, 75 FR at 40155. 

37 Marathon comment at 3; see also Valero 
comment at 1; API comment at 9. 

38 NPRA comment at 2. 
39 API comment at 9–10. 
40 Id. at 8. 
41 Id. In addition to the issues discussed in this 

section, Marathon opined that labeling 
requirements should not apply to biodiesel blends 
at or below 5 percent concentration. Marathon 
comment at 3. The Rule currently exempts such 
blends from labeling, and, as discussed below, the 
final amendments do not alter that exemption. 

42 API comment at 6. 
43 Id. at 7. 

National Conference on Weights and 
Measures (‘‘NCWM’’) provided a survey 
showing that 17 of 24 regulatory 
agencies surveyed use the Infrared 
Method to determine if fuel dispensed 
at a pump has the same octane rating as 
posted on the label.32 

Significantly, the Center for Auto 
Safety (‘‘CAS’’), a consumer group, also 
supported Tesoro’s position. CAS 
explained that allowing the method 
would ease enforcement and, therefore, 
benefit consumers: 

Many States now use infrared analyzers to 
determine octane because they are cheaper, 
more accurate and permit greater number[s] 
of dispensing pump inspections per day than 
using octane engines. * * * Approving 
infrared analyzers calibrated to measure 
octane would allow greater levels of 
enforcement and increased quality control by 
refiners at lower cost.33 

B. Biodiesel Fuels 

Six commenters addressed the Rule’s 
biodiesel fuel provisions. Generally, 
these commenters disagreed with the 
Commission’s decision not to propose 
amendments to those provisions and 
urged reconsideration. The commenters 
supported rating biodiesel blends 
containing 5 percent or less biodiesel, 
exempting ‘‘renewable diesel’’ that 
qualifies as biomass-based diesel, and 
allowing a less precise content 
disclosure for biodiesel blends above 20 
percent concentration. 

The Petroleum Marketers Association 
of America (‘‘PMAA’’) explained why it 
believed rating blends less than 5 
percent concentration is necessary: 

Currently, distributors and retailers are 
receiving biodiesel blends from suppliers in 
which they have no idea of the actual 
biodiesel content. Therefore, it is impossible 
for these downstream parties to accurately 
notify consumers [of] the biodiesel content of 
the fuel they are offering for sale other than 
providing a possible blend range. * * * 97% 
of all retail gasoline stations are owned by 
petroleum marketers who are classified as 
small businesses under the U.S. Small 
Business Administration’s size standards. 
Refiners, producers and distributors above 
the terminal rack are large businesses. * * * 
It would be entirely appropriate to shift this 
compliance burden to the large businesses 
who are not only more able to bear the 
burden but also in a better position to track 
and notify the amount of biodiesel they are 
adding to product upstream of the terminal 
rack.34 

Fuel producer ConocoPhillips similarly 
favored such rating, asserting that it 

would alert all fuel recipients of the 
biodiesel content.35 

Although the comments that 
addressed the issue favored expanding 
the Rule’s biodiesel requirements, they 
favored abolishing the Rule’s 
requirements to rate, certify, and post 
renewable diesel, a type of biomass- 
based diesel.36 The commenters 
asserted that disclosing the presence of 
renewable diesel is unnecessary 
because, as Marathon stated, it ‘‘can not 
be distinguished from’’ petroleum diesel 
and ‘‘[t]here is no ASTM method to 
identify the volume of renewable diesel 
in a [blend].’’ 37 In addition, NPRA 
asserted that because pipelines do not 
segregate biomass-based diesel blends 
from conventional diesel, rating 
requirements ‘‘would be disruptive to 
the distribution industry.’’ 38 Therefore, 
the commenters concluded, retailers 
cannot rate a biomass-based diesel 
blend, and rating is unnecessary. 

In addition, API asserted that it is 
unclear whether the relevant statute 
defines renewable diesel as biomass- 
based diesel. Specifically, it argued that 
whether a particular batch of renewable 
diesel met EISA’s definition of biomass- 
of Americeu
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44 As explained below, however, the Commission 
will consider publishing a separate notice of 
proposed rulemaking addressing the Infrared 
Method and ethanol octane rating. 

45 See ASTM D2885, Standard Test Method for 
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63 See 5 U.S.C. 603–605. 

incremental hours or cost burden 
related to these amendments. 

Accordingly, the Commission believes 
that the final octane amendments will 
not impose any additional 
recordkeeping or disclosure burden. If 
the Commission issues final 
amendments regarding ethanol rating, 
certification, and labeling, it will re- 
examine the NPRM’s burden estimates 
of those amendments. 

VI. Regulatory Flexibility Act 
The Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 

U.S.C. 601–612, requires an agency to 
provide a Final Regulatory Flexibility 
Analysis with the final rule unless the 
agency certifies that the rule will not 
have a significant economic impact on 
a substantial number of small entities.63 
In the NPRM, the Commission certified 
that the proposed amendments would 
have no effect. 

The FTC reaffirms its belief that the 
final amendments will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. As 
discussed in Section V, above, the 
amendments allowing alternative octane 
measurements do not impose any new 
costs on covered entities because those 
amendments provide those entities with 
the option of using the octane rating 
method currently required by the Rule. 
Although the NPRM provided an initial 
analysis of the amendments’ impact on 
small entities, that analysis examined 
only the ethanol amendments, which 
provided new requirements. 

This document serves as notice to the 
Small Business Administration of the 
agency’s certification of no effect. If the 
Commission issues final amendments 
regarding ethanol rating, certification, 
and labeling, it will assess the economic 
impact of the amendments on small 
entities. 

List of Subjects in 16 CFR Part 306 
Fuel ratings, Incorporation by 

reference, Trade practices. 
For the reasons discussed in the 

preamble, the Federal Trade 
Commission amends title 16, Chapter I, 
Subchapter C, of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, part 306, as follows: 

PART 306—AUeu2cpOTIVqj
/T1ts on small 2iOLCommission amends RAmic impact on 

http://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/cfr/ibr_locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/cfr/ibr_locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/cfr/ibr_locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/ibr-locations.html
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number and divide by two, as explained 
by ASTM D4814–10b, ‘‘Standard 
Specifications for Automotive Spark- 
Ignition Engine Fuel,’’ (incorporated by 
reference, see § 306.0(b)(2)). To 
determine the research octane and 
motor octane numbers you may either: 

(1) Use ASTM standard test method 
ASTM D2699–09, ‘‘Standard Test 
Method for Research Octane Number of 
Spark-Ignition Engine Fuel’’ 
(incorporated by reference, see 
§ 306.0(b)(2)), to determine the research 
octane number, and ASTM standard test 
method ASTM D2700–09, ‘‘Standard 
Test Method for Motor Octane Number 
of Spark-Ignition Engine Fuel’’ 
(incorporated by reference, see 
§ 306.0(b)(2)), to determine the motor 
octane number; or 

(2) Use the test method set forth in 
ASTM D2885–10, ‘‘Standard Test 
Method for Determination of Octane 
Number of Spark-Ignition Engine Fuels 
by On-Line Direct Comparison 
Technique’’ (incorporated by reference, 
see § 306.0(b)(2)). 
* * * * * 
■ 4. Revise § 306.6(b) to read as follows: 

§ 306.6 Certification. 

* * * * * 
(b) Give the person a letter or other 

written statement. This letter must 
include the date, your name, the other 
person’s name, and the automotive fuel 
rating of any automotive fuel you will 
transfer to that person from the date of 
the letter onwards. Octane rating 
numbers may be rounded to a whole or 
half number equal to or less than the 
number determined by you. This letter 
of certification will be good until you 
transfer automotive fuel with a lower 
automotive fuel rating, except that a 
letter certifying the fuel rating of 
biomass-based diesel, biodiesel, a 
biomass-based diesel blend, or a 
biodiesel blend will be good only until 
you transfer those fuels with a different 
automotive fuel rating, whether the 
rating is higher or lower. When this 
happens, you must certify the 
automotive fuel rating of the new 
automotive fuel either with a delivery 
ticket or by sending a new letter of 
certification. 
* * * * * 
■ 5. Amend § 306.12 by revising 
paragraphs (a)(1) through (a)(5) and (b) 
to read as follows: 

§ 306.12 Labels. 

* * * * * 
(a) Layout—(1) For gasoline labels. 

The label is 3 inches (7.62 cm) wide × 
21⁄2 inches (6.35 cm) long. The 
illustrations appearing at the end of this 

rule are prototype labels that 
demonstrate the proper layout. 
‘‘Helvetica Black’’ or equivalent type is 
used throughout except for the octane 
rating number on octane labels, which 
is in Franklin gothic type. All type is 
centered. Spacing of the label is 1⁄4 inch 
(.64 cm) between the top border and the 
first line of text, 1⁄8 inch (.32 cm) 
between the first and second line of text, 
1⁄4 inch (.64 cm) between the octane 
rating and the line of text above it. All 
text and numerals are centered within 
the interior borders. 

(2) For alternative liquid automotive 
fuel labels (one principal component), 
other than biodiesel, biomass-based 
diesel, biodiesel blends, or biomass- 
based diesel blends. The label is 3 
inches (7.62 cm) wide × 21⁄2 inches (6.35 
cm) long. ‘‘Helvetica Black’’ or 
equivalent type is used throughout. All 
type is centered. The band at the top of 
the label contains the name of the fuel. 
This band should measure 1 inch (2.54 
cm) deep. Spacing of the fuel name is 
1⁄4 inch (.64 cm) from the top of the label 
and 3⁄16 inch (.48 cm) from the bottom 
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