
American Coke and Coal Chemicals Institute 
l l1255 Twenty-Third Street, NW Washington, DC 20037-l 174 (202) 452-l 140 . Fax: (202) 833:3636 

November 30,1999 

Via Courier 

Joseph S. Carra 
Deputy Director, Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics [7401] 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20460 

Re: Removal of Two Coal-Derived Substances from the HPV List 

Dear Mr. Carra: 

I am writing on behalf of the member companies of the AISYACCCI Coke 
Oven Environmental Task Force (COETF)’ to request that EPA remove two 
coal-derived substances from the list of chemicals subject to testing under 
the HPV program. The two substances that we are requesting be removed 
from the HPV list are “Fuel gases, coke oven” (CAS No. 65996-81-8) and 
“Ammonia liquor (coal)” (CAS No. 65996-80-7). COETF member companies 
produce both substances. As explained in further detail below, the basis for 
this request is that neither chemical is an HPV substance and, moreover, 
neither substance is likely to become an HPV chemical in the future. For 
ease of reference, each of these substances is addressed separately below. 

I. Coke Oven Fuel Gas (CAS No. 65996-81-8) 

As far as we can determine, coke oven fuel gas has been reported for 
the Inventory Update Rule (IUR) as follows: 

’ The AISVACCCI Coke Oven Environmental Task Force (COETF) was formed in 1996 by 
the American Iron and Steel Institute (AISI) and the American Coke and Coal Chemicals 
Institute (ACCCI) to address environmental issues of concern to the industry. The COETF 
represents all 20 U.S. companies that produce metallurgical coke, including nine integrated 
steel companies operating 14 coke plant&(40 batteries) and 11 independently 
owned/operated “merchant” companies operating 11 coke plants (28 batteries). The 
COETF also represents two Canadian companies that produce coke. 
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For the 1990 IUR reporting cycle, nine companies reported 
production of coy oven fuel gas. Those’companies were Acme 
Steel Cornpay/’ Armco Steel Company, L.P. (now AK Steel 
Corporation); Citizens Gas & Coke Utility (Indianapolis Coke); ? 
Empir Coke Company; Erie Coke 

7 
orporation; Koppers Industries, 

Inc.; 2 Sloss Industries Corporation; Tonawanda Coke Corporation; d 
and, U.S. Steel division of USX./ 

For the 19,94 IUR reporting cycle, 10 companies reported 
production of coke u/en fuel gas. Those companies were Acme 
Steel Company<Armco Steel Company, L.P. (now AK Steel . . 
Corporation);%itizens Gas 8 CnkF? I M .E * ny; 
ErieJCoke Corporation;%land SteTl Co-s2 
Inc.; Sloss Industries Corporation, Tonawanda Coke Corporation; 
and, U.S. Steel6ivisicx of USX Corporation. 

For the 1998 IUR rep xting cycle, we believe that the following 
companies/eported coke oven fu2l gas production: Acme Steel 
Company; AK Steel C orporation; Citizens Gas &,Coke Utility; J 
Empge Coke Compaily; Erie Coke orporationyKoppers Industries, 
Inc.<Tonawayda a ?Corporation, F U.S. Steel division of U X 
Corporation; and, Wt- eeling-Pittsburgh Steel Corporation.3 s 

* The EPA intemet site providing information on 1990 and 1994 IUR submissions incorrectly 
identifies Koppers Industries, Inc. as “Kopper Company, Inc.” with respect to 1990 reporting 
of coke oven fuel gas. 

3 We have polled our members to identify all companies that reported coke oven fuel gas for 
the 1990,1994 and/or 1998 IUR reporting cycles. Although we have attempted to identify 
every company that reported this substance for the IUR, as of the date of this letter our 
survey of member companies has not yet been completed. Consequently it is conceivable 
that additional companies not identified in this letter may have also reported coke oven fuel 
gas for the IUR. 
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Coke oven fuel gas is produced without separate commercial intent 
during the production of coke from coal. Accordingly, for purposes of 
the Toxic Substances Control Act (“TSCA”), coke oven fuel gas 
constitutes a “byproduct.” See 40 C.F.R. § 710.2(h). After it is 
produced, coke oven fuel gas is burned as a fuel. This is the only 
commercial use for coke oven fuel gas. Under the relevant regulations, 
byproducts that are used for the sole commercial purpose of being 
burned as a fuel are exempt from IUR reporting. See 40 C.F.R. 
@ 710.30 and,720.30(g). Consequently, coke oven fuel gas is not 
subject to the IUR reporting requirements. As such, reporting for the 
substance in past IUR reporting cycles was unnecessary. 

Attached to this document are letters from 11 companies that reported 
coke oven fuel gas for the IUR (see Attachments 1 - 1 l), confirming 
that, to the extent those companies still produce coke oven fuel gas, 
their entire production of the substance occurs in the manner and for the 
uses described above.4 Because coke oven fuel gas is not currently 
produced for any purpose that is reportable under the IUR, the 
substance cannot be considered “HPV” as EPA has used that term. 
Moreover, as the attached letters indicate, coke oven fuel gas is not 
likely to become an HPV chemical in the future, because none of the 
producers of the substance plans to produce it for purposes other than 
those outlined above. Therefore, in accordance with EPA’s guidance 
document entitled Procedures for Removing Chemicals that are no 
longer WV and are not likely to become WV Again from the HPV List 
(February 8, 1999) coke oven fuel gas should be removed from the HPV 
list. 

’ As already indicated, we have attempted to identify all companies that reported coke oven 
fuel gas for the 1990, 1994 and/or 1998 IUR reporting cycles, and to attach letters of 
support from each of those companies. As of the date of this letter we have received letters 
of support from 11 companies that previously reported production of coke oven fuel gas for 
the IUR. We will not be forwarding a letter of support from Inland Steel Company because 
that company no longer operates a coke plant. Finally, if upon completing our poll of 
member companies, we determine that additional companies reported this substance for 
the IUR, we will endeavor to provide EPA with letters of support from those additional 
companies as quickly as possible. 
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II. Ammonia liquor (coal) (CAS No. 65996-80-7) 

Ammonia liquor (coal) was reported for the IUR as follows: 

. During the 1990 IUR reporting cycle, production of ammonia liquor 
(coal) was reported by two companies, Empire Coke Company and 
Koppers Industries, Inc.’ J 

. During the 1994 IUR reporting cycle, production of ammonia liquor 
(coal) was’reported by the same two companies: Empire Coke 
Company and Koppers Industries, Inc. ’ 

. During the 1998 IUR reporting cycle, we believe that ammonia 
liquor (coal) production WJS reported by Empire Coke Company and 
Koppers Industries, Inc. 

Ammonia liquor (coal) is produced without separate commercial intent 
during the production of coke from coal. Consequently, ammonia liquor 
(coal) constitutes a “byproduct” for purposes of TSCA. See 40 C.F.R. 
5 710.2(h). Following its production during coking operations, ammonia 
liquor (coal) is processed to extract component substances, primarily 
ammonlaand ammonia sulfate. This is the only commercial use for 
ammonta liquor (coal); ammonia liquor that is not used for extraction is 
disposed of as waste. Under the relevant regulations, byproducts that 
are used for the sole commercial purpose of being used as a source 
material from which component substances are extracted or that are 
disposed of as waste are exempt from IUR reporting. See 40 C.F.R. 
5s 710.30 and 720,30(g). Consequently, ammonia liquor is noi subject 
to the IUR reporting requirements, and past IUR reporting for the 
substance was unnecessary.” 

’ The EPA intemet site providing information on 1990 and 1994 IUR submissions incorrectly 
identifies Koppers industries, Inc. as “Kopper Company, Inc.” with respect to 1990 reporting 
for ammonia liquor. 

6 Indeed, in July of this year, one of our member companies was informally advised by Dr. 
Doyoung Lee of EPA’s Chemical Inventory Section that ammonia liquor constitutes a 
byproduct for purposes of TSCA and that, to the extent that ammonia liquor is disposed of 
as a waste it is exempt from IUR reporting. 
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Attached to this document are copies of letters from the two companies 
that reported ammonia liquor (coal) for past IUR reporting cycles (see 
Attachments 12 and 13), confirming that, to the extent those companies 
still produce ammonia liquor (coal), their entire production of the 
substance occurs in the manner and for the uses described above.’ 
Because ammonia liquor (coal) is not currently produced for any 
purpose that is reportable under the IUR, the substance cannot be 
considered “HPV” as EPA has used that term. Moreover, as the 
attached letters indicate, ammonia liquor (coal) is not likely to become 
an HPV chemical in the future, because none of the producers of the 
substance plans to produce it for purposes other than those outlined 
above. Therefore, in accordance with EPA’s guidance document 
entitled Procedures for Removing Chemicals that are no longer HPV 
and are not likely to become HPV Again from the HPV List (February 8, 
1999) ammonia liquor (coal) should be removed from the HPV list. 

Please confirm OPPT’s intentions with respect to the removal of “Fuel 
gases, coke oven” (CAS No. 65996-81-8) and “Ammonia liquor (coal)” (CAS 
No. 65996-80-7) from the HPV list. Please call me if you have any 
questions regarding this submission or if you desire additional information. 

13 Attachments 

cc: Charles M. Auer (Director, Chemical Control Division [7405], U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW, Washington, DC 
20460) 

’ We have polled our members to identify all companies that reported ammonia liquor for 
the 1990, 1994 and/or 1998 IUR reporting cycles. Although we have attempted to identify 
every company that reported this substance for the IUR, as of the date of this letter our 
survey of member companies has not yet been completed. If upon completing our poll of 
member companies, we determine that additional companies reported this substance for 
the IUR, we will endeavor to provide EPA with letters of support from those additional 
companies as quickly as possible. * 



November 30,1999 

Joseph S. Can-a 
Deputy Director, Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics 174011 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street, SW 
Washington, DC 206;60 

Re: Request to Remove “Fuel gases, coke oven” from the HPV List 

Dear Mr. Carra: 

I am writing in support of the American Coke and Coal Chemicals Institute’s (ACCCI) 
November 30,1999 letter to you on behalf of the member companies of the AISI/ACCCI 
Coke Oven Environmental Task Force, requesting EPA remove two substances from the 
list of chemicals subject to testing under the HPV program. The two substances are 
“Fuel gases, coke oven’ (CAS No. 65996-81-8) and “Ammonia liquor (coal)l (CAS No. 
65996-80-7). This letter is with respect to ACCCl’s request to remove ‘Fuel gases, coke 
oven, from the HPV list 

Acme Steel Company (Acme) reported production of “Fuel gases, coke oven” (CAS No. 
65995-81-8) rcoke oven fuel gas”) for the 1990,1994, and 1998 IUR reporting cycles. 
This letter confirms Acme produces coke oven fuel gas as a byproduct of producing coke 
from coal. All coke oven fuel gas generated in the coking process is burned as a fuel. 
This is the only commercial purpose for which Acme produces coke oven fuel gas. 
Moreover, Acme does not anticipate producing coke oven fuel gas for any other purpose 
or in any other manner in the future. Accordingly, none of the coke oven fuel gas 
produced by Acme should be counted toward the 1 million pound threshold for s 
designation as an HPV chemical. 

If you have any questions or if want additional information pertaining to Acme’s coke 
oven fuel gas production, please contact me at (708) 8418383 ext. 2866. 

Sincerely, 
Acme Steel Company 

Jeffrejf Wentz 
Supervisor-Environmental Affairs 

cc: Charles M. Auer 
David C. Ailor 

lkrne Steel Company - 13500 S. Perry Avenue, Rivwdale. IL 60827-1182 (708) 84825~ 



November 30,1999 

VU FACSIMILE AND REGULAR M4U.j 

Joseph S. Carra 
Deputy Director, Office of Pollution Pre+ention and Toxics [7401] 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20460 

Re: Request to Remove ‘Fuel gases, cage oven” (CAS No. 65996-81-Q from the I-PV 
List 

Dear Mr. Cami: 

Iamwritinginsupportofthel er 30,1999, that is being submitted to 
you by the American Coke and Coal Institute (ACCCI) on behalf of the 
member companies of the AIWACCCI e Oven Environmental Task Force.’ In that 
letter, ACCCI requests that EPA remov substances from the list of chemicals 
subject to testing uader the HPV p Those t+vo substancea are “Fuel gases, coke 
oven” (CAS No. 65996-81-8) and r (coal)” (CAS No. 65996-80-7). I am 
writing with respect to ACCCI’s re o remove “Fuel gases, coke oven” f?om the 
HPV list. 

AK Steel reported production of fuel ven (CAS No. 65996-81-8) 
(h&e&&x refeired to as “wke oven the 1990,1994 and 1998 lUR 
reporting cycles and reported as a site stances on form U. This letter will 
confirm that AK Steel produces coke gas without separate commercial intenq 
as a byproduct of the om coal (as the term ‘Lbyproduct” is defined 
under TSCA). After in the coking process, the gas is 
bumedasafuel. Thisistheonlyc urpose for which coke oven fuel gas is 
produced by AK Steel. Moreover, es not anticipate producing coke oven fuel 
gas for any purpose or in as described $0~. Accordingly, none 
of the coke oven fuel gas should be counted toward the 1 million 
pound threshold for designation as m 

’ The AISIIACCCI Cob Oven Bwironmeatal T Fon;e(COETF) wasfonned in 1996 by t&e American 
Cd Chmicala Instim* (ACCCI) to address 
COBTF represents aU 20 U.S. uxnpanies that 
companies opera&g 14 cdke plants(40 

ant” companies operating 11 coke plants(28 
batteries). The COETF also represents two companiesthat prodw? coke. . 
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If you have any questions regarding this letter submission or if you &sire additional 
information pcrtainiq to AK Steel production of coke oven fuel gas, please contact me at 
X3/425-5273. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen S. Felton 
Senior StafFEngineer 
Environmental main 

cc: Charles M. Auer (Director, Chemical Control Division [7405], U,S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW, Washington, DC 20460) 

David C. Ailor (American Coke and Coal Chemicals Institute, 1255 Twenty- 
Third St., N-W., Washington, DC 20037) 



t
E 
COKEEMPJRF COKE COMPANYFGiJNPRY 

S%XIAL * UUCWG l CUSTOM GWOING DIVISION OF HCWANP. INC. 

lT-*lttrP 3200 MAIN STREET N.E. TUSCALOOSA, AL 354Cl4 = TEL. (205) 553-6473 - FAX (206) 664-2648 

Novernbcr 30, 1999 

YfA FACS’IMILE AND REGULAR MAIL 

Joseph S. Carra 
Deputy Director, Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics [7401] 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20460 

Re; Request to I~cmuvc “Pucl gw?.s, coke OVCII” (CAS No. 65996-81-8) from the HPV List 

Dear Mr. Catra: 

I am writing in support of tbe letter dated Novetnbdr 30, 1999, that is being subnlitted to 
you by the American Coke and Coal Chemicals Tnwitulc (ACCCI) OP behalf of the member 
compwies of the AiSI/ACCCI Coke Oven Environmenti Task Force.’ In that letter, ACCCI 
quests that EPA remove two substances from the list of chemicals subject to tcsling under the 
HPV progwm. Those two substances are “Fuel gases, coke oven” (CAS No. ,65996-8 l-8) and 
“Ammonia liquor (coal)” (CAS No. 65996-80-7). I am writing with respect to ACCCI’s request 
IO remove “Fuel gases,coke oven” from the HPV list. 

Empire Coke Company rcporlcd production of rucl gases, coke oven (CAS No. 65996- 
81-8) (hereinafter referred to as “coke oven fixI gas”) for the 1990, 1994, and 1998 LUR reparting 
cycles. This letter will confirm that Empire Coke Company produces coke oven fuel gas without 
separate commercial intent, as a byproduct of the production of coke from coal (as the term 
“hyproducl” is defined under TSCA). After coke oven fuel gas is generated in the coking 
process, the gas is burned as a fuel. This is the only commercial purpose for which coke oven 
fuel gas is produced by Empire Coke Company. Moreover, Empire Coke Company does not 
anticipate producing coke oven fuel g;rs for any purpose or in any manner other tha as described 
above. Accordingly, none of the coke oven fuel gas produced by Empire Coke Company should 
be counted toward the 1 million pound threshold for designation a5 an HPV chemical. 

If you have any questions regarding this letter submission or if you desire additional 
information pe&ining to Empire Coke Company’s production of coke oven fuel gas, please 
contact me at 205-553-6473. 

’ The AIWACCCL Coke Oven iWironmen!al Task Force (COETP) was formed in 1996 by the hmericatl 
iron twd Steel lnslitute (AlSl) and the Am&an Coko and Coal Chemicals lnuliwte (ACCCI) 10 address 
environmental issues of concern to the coke industry. The COETF represents all 20 U.S. compzmicslhal 
plnduce me~allur&ol coke. including nine intcgcattd s&e1 coinpnniea optmating 14 coke plants (40 
batLeriea) and 11 independently owned/oper;itcd “mcrch~~t” campanics opcmting I 1 coke plants (28 
battcrics). The COETF also represnnrs two Canadian coinpaniefi that produce coke. 
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uaullly id. L;tw1a 

Assistant Plant Manager 

cc: Charles M. Aucr (Director, Chemical Control Division [7405], U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW, Wa~kington, DC 20460) 

David C. Ailor (American Coke and Coal Chemicals Institute, I2SS Twenty-Third St., 
N.W., Wushington, D.C. 20037) 



ERIE, PENNSYLVANiA 16512 -618O/Ct3~41 454-0177 

November 29,1999 

Joseph S. Can-a 
Deputy &e&r, Office of PO&&on l’reve&oiand’~oxics [7401] 
u. s. Envir ormental Protion Agency 
401 .M Street, SW 
washin@~vc20460 

Rez Request to Remove ‘VIu4 gases, coke oven” (CAS No. 65996814) from the HPV List 

I am writing in support of the letter dated November 30,1999, that is being submitted to you by 
theAmcricanCoteandCoaIChemicalsInstiWc(Ai3CCI)o~behalfofthemembercompaniesof~e 
AISYACCCI Coke Ova Environmental Task Force. h &at letter, ACCCI requests that EPA remove 
two subsian- from the list of chemicals subject to testing under the WV program. Those rwo 
substances a ‘Tuell gases, coke OVA’ (CASNO. 6599681-8) and “Ammonia liquor (ooax)” (CAS No. 
6599-O-7). I an writing with mpecr to ACCCI% request to remove “Xel gases, coke oven” from the 

. 
mv list 

Erie Coke Corporation reported prodnction of fael gases, coke oven (CAS No. 65996-81-8) 
(hcreiuafh refwai to as “coke oven tieI gas”) for the 1990,1994, and 1998 lUR report& cycle [s]. 
Thislctrclwillconfirmt6at~ecokeCorporation~cdlceoven~elgaswithoutscparate 
commercial intent, as a bypmduct of the production of coke Mm wal (as the term “byproduct” is 
definedunder EXX). After coke ovm fuel gas is gewrated im the coking pmcess, the gas is buzn4 as a 
fuel. This is the only commercial pwpse for which coke oven fkl gas is produced by .Erie Coke 
Corporation. Moreover, Erie coke Gnporationdoes sot anti&p& producing coke oven file1 gas fix any 
puxposeoriuanymanner other thau as deskbed above. Accord@@, none of the coke oven tieI gas 
produced by Erie Coke Cospomtion should be counted.toward tlie 1 million-pound threshold for 
desi~wtion as an HPV chemical. 

If you have any question r&ding this let&r stibmidon or if you de&re additional 
iaformation pertainiag to Erie Coke Corporatim pdudi~n of coke oven fbel gas, please contact me ax 
814-454-0177. 

* The AISUACCCI Coke Oven Ehronmenial Task Force (COEZ’J?) was formed in 1996 by the 
AmticanIrlmaIK$SteelIJlstimIe(AIsT)and~’ - Coke aud Coal Chemicals Institute (ACCCI) 
to address envire issue of concern to the coke -try. The COEl’F xpresents all 20 U.S. 
companies that produce metahrgic4 coke, including nine i+gn$ed stee1 companies opemting 14 coke 
plants (40 bawzries) and 11 ind~tly own&~ “olerchast” companies operating 11 coke 
plants (28 batteries). The COETF also represen& two W compani~ that produce coke. 

. 
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Sincerely, 

ERIE COKE CORPORAnON 

cc: Charles M. Aucr (Director, Chemi& Control Division [7405], U. S. Envh~ntal 
Proudion Agency, 401 M Street, SW, Wdiq$o~& DC 20460) 

jhvid C. Ailor (American Coke and CoaI cZlxm.icals Jn~itutc, 1255 Twenty-Third St. 
N.W.. Washington, D.C. 20037) 
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November 30, 1999 

VIA FACSIMILE AND REGULAR MAIL 

Joseph S. Carra 
Deputy Director, Off&e of Pollution Prevention and Toxics [74013 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
401'M Street, SW : 
Washington, DC 20460 

Re: Request to Remove "Fuel gases, coke oven" (CAS No. 65996-81-8) from the 
HPV List 

Dean Mr. Carra: 
ain writing in suppoit of the letter dated November 30, 1999, that is being 

submitted to you by the American Coke and Coal Chemicals Institute (ACCCI) on 
behalf of the member companies of the AISI/ACCCI Coke Oven Environmental Task 
Force:1 In that lett&r, ACCCI requests that EPA remove two substances from the 
list of chemicals .subj&t to testing under tzhe HPV program. Those two 
substances are "Fuel gases, coke oven" (CAS No. 65996-81-8) and "Ammonia liquor 
( coal) " (CAS No. 65996-50-7). I am writing with respect to ACCCI's request to 
remove "Fuel gases, coke oven" from the HPV list. 

Citizens Gas h Coke Utiility (CG & CU) reported production of fuel gases, coke 
oven (CAR No. 65996-8I-8) (hereinafter referred to as "coke oven fuel gas") for 
the 1990, 1994 and 199:8 XUR reporting cycles. This letter will confirm that CG 
t CU produces coke oven fuel gas without separate commercial intent, as a 
byproduct of the production of coke front coal (as rhe term "b&roduct" is 
defined under TSCA) . After coke oven fuel gas is generated in the coking 
prokes s , the gas is burned as a fuel. This is the only cortunercial purpose for 
which coke oven fuel gas is produced by CG & CU. Moreover, CG & CU does nor. 
anticipate producing coke oven fuel gas for any purpose or in any manner other 
than as described above. Accordingly, none of the coke oven fuel gas produced 
by CG & CU should be gounted toward the 1 million pound threshold for 
designation as an HPV chamical. 

. 
If you have any guesti&ns regarding this letter submission or if you desire 
additional.information pertaining to CG & CU's production of coke oven fuel gas, 
please.contacc me at (317)264-8848. 

sincerely, 

John Kavard 
Superintendent of Engineering & Env. Services 

cc:. Charles M. Auer,' EPA-OPPT (Director, Chemical Control Division [7405], 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW, Washington, DC 20460) 

l Citizens Gas & Coke Uiilii 

l 2950 Prospect .%., Indianapolis, IN 46203-2197 



David C. Ailor, ACCCI (1255 Twenty-Third St., N.W., Washington, D.C. 20037) 

II The Coke Oven Enviro~ental Task Force (COETF) wa6 formed in 1996 by AISI ed 
ACCCI to address environmental issues of concern to the industry. The COETF 
represents all 20 U.S,:companFes that prodace metallurgical coke, including r&e 
integrated steel companies operating 14 coke plants (40 batteries) and 11 
independently owned/operated "merchant" companies operating 11 coke -plants (28 
batteries). The COETF also represents two Canadian companies chat produce coke. 



INDUST.RI ES 


December 1, 1999 

Joseph S. Carra 
, Deputy Director, Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics [7401] 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20460 

Re: Request to Remove “Fuel gases, coke oven” (CAS No. 65996-81-8) 
from the HPV List 

Dear Mr. Carra: 

I am writing in support of the letter dated November 30, 1999, that is being submitted to 
you by the American Coke and Coal Chemicals institute (ACCCI). In that letter, ACCCI 
requests that EPA remove two substances from the list of chemicals subject to testing under the 
HPV program. Those two substances are “Fuel gases, coke oven” (CAS No. 65996-81-8) and 
“Ammonia liquor (coal)” (CAS No. 65996-80-7). I am writing with respect to ACCCl’s request to 
remove fuel gases, coke oven from the HPV list. 

Koppers Industries. Inc. reported production of fuel gases, coke oven (CAS No. 65995 
81-8) (hereinafter referred to as “coke oven fuel gas”) for the 1990, 1994 and 1998 IUR 
reporting cycles. This letter will confirm that Koppers Industries, Inc. produces coke oven fuel 
gas without separate commercial intent, as a byproduct of the production of coke from coal. 
After coke oven fuel gas is generated in the coking process, the gas is recycled back to the 
coke oven battery where it is burned as a fuel. This is the only commercial purpose for which 
coke oven fuel gas is produced by Koppers Industries, Inc. Moreover, Koppers Industries, Inc. 
does not anticipate producing coke oven fuel gas for any purpose or in any manner other than 
as described above. Accordingly, none of the coke oven fuel gas produced by Koppers 
Industries, Inc. should be counted toward the 1 million pound threshold for designation as an 
HPV chemical. 

If you have any questions regarding this letter submission or if you desire additional 
information pertaining to Koppers Industries, Inc. production of coke oven fuel gas, please 
contact me at 412-227-2708. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin J. Fitzgerald 
Vice President & General Manager 
Carbon Materials and Chemicals Division 
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cc: Charles M. Auer 
David C. Ailor 



--. ---

~~hml Steel Corporotimn 
4 100 EdsOn Lakes Parkway 
Mishawoko. IN 46545-3~ 
(219) 273-7000 

November 30, 1999 

Joseph S. Carra 
Deputy Director, Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics [7401] 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street, SW 
Washir@on, DC 20460 

Re: Request to Remove “Fuel gases, ccrkc avcn” (CAS No. 65996-81-8) from the HIV List 

Dear Mr. Carra: 

T am writing in support of the letter dated November 30, 1999, that is being submitted to 
you by the American Coke and Coal Chemicals Institute (ACCCI) on behalf of the member 
cornpanics of the PJSIIACCCI Coke Oven Environmental Task Force! Tn that letter, ACCCI 
requests that EPA remove two substances from the list of chemicals subject to testing under the 
HPV program. Those two substances are “Fuel gases, coke oven” (CAS No. 65996-81-B) and 
“Ammonia liquor (coal)” (CAS No. 65996-80-7). I am writing with respect to ACCCi’s request 
to remove “Fuel gases, coke over” &om the HPV list. 

National Steel Corporation reported production of tie1 gases, coke oven (CAS No. 
65996-81-S) (hereinafter rofcrrcd to as “coke oven fiuzl gas”) for the 1998 RJR reporting cycle. 
This letter will confirm that National Steel Corporation produces coke oven fuel gas without 
separate commercial intent, as a byproduct of the production of coke from coal (as the term 
“byproduct” is defined under TSCA). After coke oven fuel gas is generated in the coking 
process, the gas is burned aa a f%el. This is the only commercial purpose for which coke oven 
fuel gas is produced by National Steel Corporation. Moreover, National Steel Corporation does 
not anticipate producing coke oven Abel gas for any purpose or in any manner other than a6 
described above. Accordingly, none of the coke oven fuel gas produced by National Steel 

’ The AIlSYACCCl Coka Oven Environmental Task Force (COETF) was h-rned in 199G by the Awrican 
Iron and Steel Institute (AISr) and I&C American Coke add Coal Cbcmicals Instinrte (ACCCI) te address 
environmental issues of conc~m to the coke industry. The COETF represents all20 U.S. companies that 
produce metallurgical cob, including nine integrated steel companies opemting 14 coke plants (40 
battories) and 11 indqxndently owncd/opcr;rfad “merchant” conylaoies opcrphing 11 coke planTa (2% 
bamics). The COETF also -resents two Canadian cotipanies thal produce coke. 
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Corporation should be counted toward the 1 million-pound threshold for designation as an HlW 
chemical. 

If you have any questions regarding this letter submission or if you desire additional 
information pertaining to National Steel Corporation production of coke oven fuel gas, please 
contact me at (219)-273-7343. 

Sincerely, 

Jack Heintz, 
Director, Environmental Affairs 

cc: Charles M. Auer (Director, Chemical Control Division [7405], U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 402 M Street, SW, Washington, DC 20460) 

David C. Ailor (American Coke and Coal Chemicals Institute, 1255 Twenry-Third St,, 
N.W., Washington, D.C, 20037) 



INDUSTRIES 

CORPORATION 

p()SI’OFI’ICEROX5327.3500 35Tll AVENIl6 NORTH 

RIRMINGIIAM. ALAUAMA 35207 

November 30, 1999 

Joseph S. Carra 
Deputy Director, Off~icc of Pollution Prevention and To&s (740 I) 
U. S. EnvironmentatProtection Agency 
401 M Street, S. W. 
Washington, DC 20460 

Re: Request to Remove “Fuel gases, coke oved’ (CAS No. 6599~81-8) from the 
I-WV list 

Dear Mr. Carra: 

I am writing in support of the letter dated November 30, 1999, that is being 
submitted to you by the American Coke and Coal Chemicals Institute (ACCCI) on behalf 
of the member companies of the AISVACCCI Coke Oven Environmental Task Force.’ 
In that letter, ACCCI requests that EPA remove two substances from the list of chemicals 
subject to testing under the HPV program. Those two substances are “Fuel gases, coke 
oven” (CAS No. 65996-81-g) and “Ammonia liquor (coal)” (CAS No. 6599680-7). I am 
writing with respect to ACCCI’s request to remove “Fuel gases, coke oven” from the 
H-w list, 

Sloss Industries Corporation reported production of fire1 gases, coke oven (CAS 
No. 65996-8 1-8) (her&&x referred to as “coke oven fuel gas”) for the 1994 and .l998 
RJR reporting cycles. This letter will confirm that Sloss Industries Corporation produces 
coke oven fuel gas without separate wmmereial intent, as a byproduct of the production 
of coke from coal (as the term “byproduct” is defined under TSCA). Afler coke oven 
fuel gas is generated in the coking process, the gas is burned as a fuel. This is the only 
commercial purpose for which coke oven fuel gas is produced by Sloss Industries 
Corporation. Moreover, Sloss Industries Corporation does not anticipa,te producing coke 
oven fuel gas for any purpose or in any manner other than as described above. 

’ l-k AlSYACCCl Coke Oven l3wiroanumal Task Force (COETF) was formed in 1936 by tire Amcriuu 
Iron and Steel InstiMe (AIS’) aad the Amcricsrn Coke and Cd Chemicals Institute (ACCCX) to address 
enviroalnenIal issues of 001KTrll to the c0ke industq. The CCWTF represents all 20 u. s. Cornpanics that 
pmducc metallurgiczrl coke, including nine integrated St&l companies operating 14 coke plants (40 
batteries)and 11irulepcndc@ owncd/op~ralcfI “mcfchantn axnpanics operating I 1 a&e plants (28 
&tic&s). The COETF also rqfesents two Canadian companies ti produce coke. 

A2520 w ISO! 
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Accordingly, none of the coke oven fuel gas produced by Sloss Industries Corporation 
should be counted toward the 1 million-pound threshold for designation as an 1 TPV 
chemical. 

If you have any questions regarding this letter submission or if you desire 
additional information pertaining to Sloss Industries Corporation production of coke oven 
fuel gas, please contact me at (205) 808-7839. 

- I -e- Mike Griffin, Director 
Environmental Affairs and Safety 

cc: Charles M. Auger, Director Chemical Division [7405], U. S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M Street, S. W., Washington, DC 20460 

David C. Ailor, Am&-&an Coke and Coal Chemicals Institute, 1255 Twenty-third 
Street, N-W., Washington, D-C. 20037 



BOX 5007/TONAWANDA, N.Y. 1415’l-5007~C7161876-6PP~ 

November 29,1999 

VIA FAcSIMlLE AND REGULAR WL 

Joseph S. Caxra 
Deputy Director, Office of Pollution Prevaxion and Toxics [7401-j 
u. s. Em+ onmcntaI Rotechm Agency 
401 M Street, SW 
washiIlgto~Dc20460 

Re: Request to Remove “Fuel gases, coke oven” (CA23 NO. 66996-81-8) fi-om &e BllpV J& 

Dear ML Cana: 

I am writing in support of the letter dated November 30,1999, that is being subtied to you by 
the American Coke and Coal ChenGcals W (ACCCI) on be&.&of the member companies of&e 
AKWACCCI Coke Oven Enviro-ti Task Force. In t&t letter, ACCCI requesxs that EPA remove 
two substances from the list of chemicals subject to testing under the HPV progrzsn Those two 
substanw are “Fuel gases, c&e oven” (CAS No. 65996-81-8) and “Ammonia liquor (c&)” (CAS No. 
65996-80-7). I am writig with respect to ACEI’s request to remove “Fuel gases, coke oven” from the 
HPVJiSt 

Touawanda Coke Coxporatio~ repotted pmduction of fuel gw coke oven (CAS No. 
65996-81-S) thereinafter r&&red fo as “coke oven fuel gas”) for the 1990,1994, and 1998 IUR repotig 
cycle [sJ- This letter will confirm that Tonawanda Coke Gxpoxation produces coke oven fuel gas 
without separate commercial intent, as a bypmduct of the production of coke fi-om coal (as &e term 
ubyproduct” is de&xl under TSCA). After coke oven fuel gas is generated in Qe coking process. the 
gasisbumedasafuel. Thisistheonly commercial pmposc for which coke oven fuel gas is produced 
by Tonawanda Coke &poration. Moroner, Tonawanda Cooke Gxpcnation does not anticipate 
producing coke oven fiel gas fat any purpose or in any marmer other than as desaii above. 
Accordingly, nose of the coke oven fuel gas produced by Tonawanda Coke Coxporation should be 
counted toward the 1 million-pound threshold for designation as an HPV chemical. 

if you have any questions regarding this letter submission or if you desire additid 
iuformaticm pettam- to Tonawanda Coke Corporation productiou of coke oven fuel gas, pIease contact 
me at 7 16-87~6222. 

’ The AlSI/ACCCI Coke Oven Enviro~~~~tal Task Force (COW was formed in 1996 by the 
-erican Iron and Steel InstiMe (AIS) and the Americztn Coke and Coal Cheticals Instihlte (ACCCI) 
to address environme& issues of concern. to the coke industry. The COETF represents all 20 U.S. 
cxmpnks that producx metdhqical coke, incm tie &-ted steel companies opera&g 14 coke 
plants (40 batteries) and I I independently owmxYoperated “merchant” companies operating 11 coke 
plants (28 barter&). The COETF also represents two &uadian companies that produce coke. 
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M&CL, Kamholz 

cc: &a&s M. Auer (Dir-, chemical Control Divisi6n (T&S], U. S. Environmental 
Rotectio~ Agency, 401 M Sfw+ SW, W&&to& DC 20460) 

David C. AiIor (American Coke and Co~‘Chexrkalskmitute, 1255 Twenty-Third St 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20037) 



u. s. Steel Envimnmeotal Affairs 
600 Grant Street Department
Pittsburgh, PA 15219-2749 
412 433 1121 

November 30,1999 

Joseph s. Carl-a 
Deputy Director, Office of Pollution Prevention and TOXiCS (740 l] 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20460 

Re: Request to Remove ‘Tuet gases, cake oven” (CAS No. 65996-81-8) from the HPV List 

Dear Mi. Carra: 

I am writing in support of the letter dated November 30, 1999, that is being submitted to you by the 
American Coke and Coal Chemicals Institute (ACCCI) on behalf of the member companies of the 
AISI/ACCCI Coke Oven Environmental Task Force.’ In that letter, ACCCI requests that EPA remove two 
substances fi-om the list of chemicals subject to testing under the EPV program. Those two substances are 
“Fuel gases, coke oven” (CAS No. 65996-81-8) and “Ammonia liquor (coal)” (CAS No. 65996-80-7).-I am 
writing with respect to ACCCI’s request to remove “Fuel gases, coke oven” from the HPV list. 

U.S. Steel Group, USX Corporation (MS), reported production of fuel b-es, coke oven (CAS No. 
65996-81-8) (hereinafter refmed to as “coke oven fuel gas”) for the 1990, 1994 and 1998 m reporting 
cycles, This letter will confirm that USS produces coke oven fuel gas without separate commercial intent, as 
a byproduct of the production of coke from coal (as the term “byproduct” is defined under TSCA). Afier 
coke oven fuel gas is generated in the coking process, the gas is burned as a fuel. This is the only commercial 
purpose for which coke oven fuel gas is produced by USS. Moreover, USS does not anticipate producing 
coke oven fuel gas for any purpose or in any mannet other than as described above. Accordingly, none of the 
coke oven fuel gas produced by USS should be counted toward the 1 million pound threshold for designation 
as an HPV chemical. 

If you have any questions regarding this letter submission or if you desire additional information 
pertaining to USS’s production of coke oven til gas, please contact me at 412-433-5912. 

Anthony tiplola 
Director, Environmental Affairs 

’ The AJSI/ACCCI Coke Oven Environmental Task Force (COETF) was formed in 1996 by the American Iron and 
Steel Institute (AISI) and the American Coke and Coal Chemicals Lmtitute (ACCCI) to address environmental 
issues of concern to the coke industry. ‘Ilx COETF represents all 20 US. companies that produce metallurgical 
coke, including nine integrated steel companies operating 14 coke plants (40 batteries) and 11 independently 
owned/operated “merchant” cornpanics operating 11 coke plents (28 batteries). T&e COETF also represats two 
Canadian companies that product coke. 

U. S. Steel Group 
A unit of USX Corporation 
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cc: Charles M. Auer (Director, Chemical Control Division [7405], U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M Street, SW, Washington, DC 20460) 

David C. Ailor (American Coke and Coal Chemicals Institute, 1255 Twenty-Third St., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20037) 

Nancy Hirko, USS Environmental Mairs 



STEEL CORPORATION 

-l’How J. WALIGURA 
MANAGER- ENV. CONTROL 
(304) 2-M-2682 

November 30,1999 

Joseph S. Carra 
Deputy Director, Office of Pollution Prevention and I’oxics [740 l] 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20460 

Re: Request to Remove “Fuel gases, coke ovenn (CAS No. 65996-81-S) from the FfPV List 

Dear Mr. Can-a; 

I am writing in support of the letter dated November 30, 1999, that is being submitted to 
you by the American Coke and Coal Chemicals Tnstitute (ACCCl) on behalf of the member 
companies of the ATST/ACCCI.Cokc Oven Environmental Task Force.’ In that letter, ACCCI 
requests that EPA remove two substances from the list of chemicals subject to testing under the 
HPV program. Those two substances are “Fuel gases, coke oven” (CAS No. 65996-81-8) and 
“Ammonia liquor (coal)” (CAS No. 65996-80-7). I am writing tith respect to ACCCI’s rcqucst 
to remove “‘Fuel gases, coke oven” from the HPV list. 

Wheeling-Pittsburgh Steel Corporation reported production of fuel gases, coke oven 
(CAS No. 65996-81-8) (h ereina,fter referred to as “coke oven fuel gas”) for the 1998 IUR 
reporting cycle. This letter will conI%-m that Wheling-Pittsburgh Steel Corp. produces coke 
oven fuel gas without separate commercial intent, as a byproduct of the production of coke from 
coal (as the term “byproduct” is defined under TSCA). After coke oven fuel gas is generated in 
the coking process, the gas is burned as a fuel. This is the only commercial purpose for which 
coke oven tie1 gas is produced by Whcxling-Pittsburgh Steel Corp. Moreover, Wheeling-
Pittsburgh Steel Corp. does not anticipate producing coke oven fuel gas for any purpose or in any 
manner other than as described above. Accordingly, ncme of the coke oven fuel gas produced by 
Wheeling-Pittsburgh Steel Corp. should bc: counted toward the 1 million pound tbrcshold for 
designatidn as an HPV chemical. 

’ The A.TST/ACXXI Coke Oven Environmead Task Force (COETF) was formed in 1996 by the American 
Iron and Steel Institute (AIST) and the American Coke and Coal Chemicals Institute (ACCCX) to address 
environmental issues of concern to.the coke industry. ‘iIz CqETF represeuts all 20 U.S. companies that 
produce metallurgical coke, incl operxling 14 coke plants (40 

batteries) end 11 independently S cp&‘dfkg 11 Coke pkUdS (28 
batteries). The COETF also represents two 

1134 MARKET STREET. WHEEUffi. WEST VIRGINIA 26003-2971 
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If you have any questions regarding this letter submission or if you desire additional 
information pertaining to Wheeling-Pittsburgh Steel Corporation’s production of coke oven fuel 
gas, please contact me at the telephone number given above. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas Y. Waligura 
Manager 
E#lwironnlen~l Control Dept. 

CC: Charles M. Auer (Director, Chemical Control Division [7405 J, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 40 1 M Street, SW, Washington, DC 20460) 

David C. Ailor (American Coke and Coal Chemicals Institute, 1255 Twenty-Third St., 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20037) 




