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LT rtfl-awir! your proposed l e t t e r  t o  Joe CrPckett with 
Legal, e t  al, ye requested l a t e s t  emissions data  on the 

i ~ m v e m a n t  over  the l a t  week In September and thus 
demonstrate a favorable trend t o  Cmckbtt .  
the e n i s e i o n s  rn considerably increased d t h  9/13/70 
a t  6.25 ppm ( o r  about 80 l b s .  of PcE f o r  the day).  
.ma the  Ugal  standpoint, t h e n  is extrema reluctance 
t o  report even the r e l a t i v e l y  low emis810n figures 
because the information could be 8ub-d and used 
against us in legal  actions. Ob*douslp, h a w  t o  
=port these g n s a  losaea mult lp l ias ,  enomouslg, our 
problems because the i l g u r a s  would appear t o  -&cat8 
lack o f  con t ro l .  

flow t3 Snow Crack. Ye had hoped that i t  Qht 'shOW M 

Instead, 

ReaUzLng the extmma afro-t the p l a n t  has sone t o  LT 

that  can be done to  get  the l oaaes  down? Ia a -  
posslSility that sanip3J.q prac t l aes  arc responsible for 
the  wide vaJ-iations shown (you might try dupl lcatc  c f f lu -  
en t  samplers)?  Ars there any pract loas  i n  the utanufac- 
t u r ? ? ~  -a r N c h  might result in ths peak lossas? 
Obviously, ue aannot 801~ .  tba p r o b l e m  f i m  St, louis 
but  ue do rant t o  e ~ h a n l z a  the concern m m  hers. 

order  t o  c u r t a i l  loss o f  = I s ,  i s  there any:. mom 


