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Greetings

1 have worked with the NOx paper. There is still work to be done. but I'm sending what [ have now so
discuss it with Gunns.
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Istill don't know how to convey the message that this issue is real and not something cooked up. We
know from Metsi-Botnia that they have been reporting erroneously and all their mills are now above
1.5 (i.e. Rauma. Joutseno, Kaskinen and Aéinckoski). We know that in Wisaforest Andritz couldn't
keep their NOx guarantee and Wisatoerst is above 1.5 kg NO2/ADt. All this will become public when
last years data is publicized (June?).

I'm employed with Mikko Hupa to write a rebuttal to Finnish environmental authorities that 1.5 is not
attainable by AMT. But that is not public yet. I 'know' that many of the 'low' mills measure NOx only
twice a year. [ 'know' that Mdnsteras is runnig 2000 ppm of CO to keep NOx low. I 'know' that
Skoghall is much higher in NOx now with new boilers (and continuous measurment).

How can we convey our non public knowledge to the environmental authorities?

The second thing is 1 seem to read that DPWIE needs more detailed knowledge. Should we do
appendix of the kind attached?
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Could vou look at what has been done and return with directions?
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