Why is Once-in/Always-in counterproductive?
· businesses who go beyond regulations and truly change their operations such that their potential for HAPs is much lower or eliminated should be able to reduce the regulatory burden instead of continuing to demonstrate compliance with a rule that no longer fits their operations

· no longer achieving an environmental benefit to imposing records, testing that is out of synch with operations 

· businesses find cost savings in making such changes to reduce emissions, why would they go back to old practices? (often excuse for keeping rule applicability – no backsliding)

· businesses who were mistakenly included should be allowed out

· states should want to reduce the number of sources being regulated when no longer an environmental benefit to monitoring a facility, with shrinking resources for enforcement

