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m Installed voluntary control system
m Ability to cap emissions with certainty
m Air toxics study In progress




lay notifications
m Significantly reduced and “capped” emissions
m Provided air toxics study



-

EMISSIHRSE SUmmeanry.

al L

~

Emissions (tol

4,300

(OFAY =
= T e N A | = o - — = == 4,600 tpy

1988 Potential 1988 Actual 1991 Actual
(WCPM) (W/0C)



= Man -ator}ﬁaperatlon of control equipment
m CAP’s emissions

= Eliminated PSD issues

m Provided credible emissions tracking system
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m Alr texics study (10 years early)
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m Public/Agency/3M protection and trust
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A Resourges are always

m Performance
m Beyond compliance
m EMS
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