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m Texas — Still'in progress
m Alabama — End of 2005
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m Installed voluntary control system
= 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
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= Man -ator}ﬁaperatlon of control equipment
m CAP’s emissions

m Eliminated PSD issues

m Provided credible emissions tracking system



xible Permit
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| Propsleisie] & -
S| PrOVIGECGNINLET V" expel encg(agency and 3M)
N Potenbiaifior multi-plant use

Reducedesou ce den ands

m Alr texics study (10 years early)

= Practical 2nforceabllity [verified during review
oy OECA]

m Public/Agency/3M protection and trust
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u Capstfaeility’ emissions

N Respuice commitment for up-front
permittingr(agency & industry)

m Adc ]'_'t‘_*o'nal_'l/lf' reguirements

= Difficult to g& divisions to commit
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m Performance
m Beyond compliance
m EMS
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