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LOUIS M. CALLISTER
ADAM M, DUNCAN
GARY R. HOWE

L. S. MSCULLOUGH, JR.
FRED W. FINLINSON
DOROTHY C. PLESHE
JOHN A, BECKSTEAD!'
JEFFREY N. CLAYTON
JAMES R. HOLBROOK
CHARLES M, BENNETT?
W. WALDAN LLOYD
JAMES R, BLACK

H. RUSSELL HETTINGER
JEFFREY L. SHIELDS
STEVEN E. TYLER
CRAIG F. MCCULLOUGH
GARY B8, HANSEN

RANDALL D BENSON

R. WILLIS ORTON
GEORGE E. HARRIS, JR.3
T. RICHARD DAVIS
OAMON E, COOMBS
PAUL R. INCE4

BRIAN W. BURNETT
ANDRES DIAZ

LYNDA COOK

JOHN H. REES

MARK t.. CALLISTERS

P. BRYAN FISHBURN
JAN M. BERGESON
JOHN B8, LINDSAY
DOUGLAS K. CUMMINGS
LUCY KNIGHT ANDRE
KATHRYN C, KNIGHT

January 12,

b JEDSRNE

CALLISTER, DUNCAN
& NEBEKER

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SUITE 800 KENNECOTT BUILDING

SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300

FAX 801-364-9127

1994

OF COUNSEL
WAYNE L. BLACK, P, C,
FRED L. FINLINSON
RICHARD H, NEBEKER
EARL P, STATEN

LOUIS H. CALLISTER, SR.

(1904-1983)
PARNELL BLACK
(1897-1951)

TO CALL WRITER DIRECT

1ALSO MEMBER ARIZONA BAR
2ALSO MEMBER FLORIDA BAR
1ALSO MEMBER MISSOURI BAR
4ALSO MEMBER CALIFORNIA BAR
SMEMBER CALIFORNIA BAR ONLY
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HAND DELIVERED OlL., GAS & MINING

James W. Carter

Director, Division of 0il, Gas & Mining
3 Triad Center - Suite 350

Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203

Re: Sunnyside Cogeneration Associates Permit No. ACT/007/035,
State Violation No. N93-26-4-1

Dear Jim:

Sunnyside Cogeneration Associates ("SCA") hereby requests an
extension regarding State Violation No. N93-26-4-1 which was issued on
October 15, 1993 by the Division of 0il, Gas & Mining ("DOGM") for
failure to pay AML fees on waste coal utilized by the SCA facility. I
have previously sent letters to you on October 27, 1993 and to Joe
Helfrich on December 10, 1993 regarding this issue.

By letter dated November 8, 1993, SCA requested that the Office of
Surface Mining ("OSM") determine if AML fees are applicable to the SCA
project. I received a letter dated November 26, 1993 from Ed Kay,
Acting Director of 0SM, stating that he had received my request for
determination and that OSM was presently reviewing the supporting
documentation. For your convenience, attached please find copies of
the above mentioned correspondence relating to this particular issue.

In November, 1993, OSM contacted me and stated that they had been
asked to conduct an audit on the SCA facility regarding AML fees, but
that the audit would probably not take place until January. I have not
received any additional information from OSM regarding either the audit
or the determination, but would hope that a favorable determination
would be forthcoming.



James W. Carter
January 12, 1994
Page 2

I trust this information will be sufficient to allow for an
extension. If you need any additional information, please contact me.
Thank you for your cooperation in this regard.

Very truly yours,
CALLISTER, DUNCAN & NEBEKER
Brian W. Burnett

BWB/mcm

cc: Joe Helfrich

David Pearce
Alane Boyd

GA\COMMON\PUBL\BWB\LTR\100372-1
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December 10, 1993

OF COUNSEL
WAYNE L. BLACK, P, C,
FRED L. FINLINSON
RICHARD M, NEBEKER
EARL P, STATEN

LOUIS H. CALLISTER, SR.
(1904-1983)
PARNELL BLACK
(1897-195)

TO CALL WRITER DIRECT

1ALSO MEMBER ARIZONA BAR
1ALSO MEMBER FLORIDA BAR
ALSO MEMBER MISSOURI BAR
4ALSO MEMBER CALIFORNIA BAR

I MEMBER CALIFORNIA BAR ONLY

HAND DELIVERED

Joseph C. Helfrich
Assessment Officer
Division of 0il, Gas & Mining
State of Utah

355 West North Temple

3 Triad Center, Suite 350

Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203

Re: Sunnyside Cogeneration Associates’
Proposed Assessments for State Viol

and State Violation No. N93-26-4-1

Dear Joe:

Pursuant to your letters and

Permit No. ACT\007\035
ation No. N93-26-3-1, and

proposed assessments in the matters

set forth above, dated November 8, 1993, and November 24, 1993,

Sunnyside Cogeneration Associates ("Sca"
fact of the above violations and/or the
for those violations pursuant to Utah Admin. Code R645-401-700.
may know, SCA previously requested an in

) hereby informally appeals the
proposed penalty assessments

As you

formal hearing on these alleged

violations by letter dated October 27, 1993, a copy of which is
attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein.

SCA states as follows:

SCA has requested that the Office of Surface Mining (“OsSM")
determine that SCA is not required to pay abandoned mine land ("AML")
fees on the waste coal utilized from SCA’s permit area. This letter
was sent to OSM on November 8, 1993, a copy was previously provided to
the Division of 0il, Gas and Mining ("DOGM"). A copy of the letter to
OSM without the exhibits is attached hereto and incorporated by
reference herein. OSM has received SCA'’s request and responded with a
letter dated November 26, 1993 stated that OSM is reviewing the matter,
a copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference
herein.



Joseph C. Helfrich
December 10, 1993
Page 2

SCA does not believe that it should pay AML fees. If OSM agrees
with SCA regarding the AML fee issue, violations regarding this issue
will be void.

DOGM terminated Violation No. N93-26-3-1 on November 18, 1993, a
copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein.

Pursuant to the above information, SCA requests an informal
conference and/or assessment conference regarding the above issues.
Thank you for your cooperation in this regard. If you have any
questions, please feel free to contact me.

Very truly yours,
CALLISTER, DUNCAN & NEBEKER
Brian W. Burnett

Attorneys for Sunnyside Cogeneration
Associates

cc: David Pearce
Alane Boyd

G:\COMMON\PUBL\BWB\LTR\97571-1



CALLISTER, DUNCAN

& NEBEKER
LOUIS W. CALLISTER RANDALL D SENSON A PROFERSIONAL CORPORATION or counseL
ADAM M, QUNCAN n, WILLIS ORTON ATTORNEYS AT LAW WAYNE L. BLACK, #.C.
GARY R, HOWCL GEONGE L. HARMS, JAS FRED L. FINLINSON
. 8. MECULLOUGH, y®.  T. RICHARD DAVIS SUITE 800 KENNECOTT BUILDING MICHARD M. NCBERLA
FREOD w. FINLINSON OAMON €. COOMSS SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 CARL . STATEN
OCOROTHMY C, PLESHE SAUL R, INCE Y
JOHM A, BECKSTEAOC! BMAN W, BURNETT TELEPHONE 80!1-330-7300 LOUIS W, CALLISTER, SR,
JEFFREY N, CLAYTON ANOALS OIAZ FAX 801-364-9427 (1904-1983)
JAMES N, HOLBROOKR LYNOA COONX mamN
CHARLES M. BENNETTE  JOMN w. RTLS October 27 ’ 1993 (..:L;.:;c‘;“
w. WALDAN LLOYO MARR L. CALLISTERS
JAMES A, SLACK » GRYAN FISHAGURN
- RUSSELL HETTINGER  UAN M. BERGEION
JEFFALY L SHIELDS JOHN 8. LINDSAY TO CALL WRITER OIRECT
STEVEN €. TYLER QOUGLAS K. CUMMINGS
CRAIG F. MECULLOUGH  LUCY RNIGHT ANDRET
GARY 8. MANSEN KATHERYN C, KNIGHT

1ALBO MEMACR ARIZONA BAR
1ALSO MCMBLA FLORIDA SAR
1ALSO MEMBER =ISSOUM BAR
LALSO MEMBER CALIFORNIA BAN
SMEMBER CALIFORNIA BAR ONLY

James W. Carter, Director
Division of 0il, Gas & Mining
State of Utah

3 Triad Center, Suite 350
Salt Lake City, Utah 84180

Re: Sunnyside Cogeneration Associates’ Violation No. N93-26-3-1,
Violation No. N93-26-4-1; Extension Request

Dear Jim:

on September 28, 1993, the Division of 0il, Gas & Mining ("DOGM")
issued Violation No. N93-26-3-1 because sunnyside Cogeneration
Associates ("SCA") failed to provide records during the inspection that
AML fees had been paid. On October 15, 1993, DOGM issued Violation No.
N93-26-4-1 to SCA for failure to pay reclamation fees. 1In both
circumstances mentioned above, SCA has until October 28, 1993 at 1:00
p.m. to abate the NOVs.

SCA hereby requests that this deadline be extended until the
Office of Surface Mining ("OSM") rules on the applicability of AML fees
to the SCA project. SCA will request an opinion from OSM on this issue
within the next week. SCA hopes to have the matter resolved in the
near future. SCA also hereby requests an informal hearing on the fact
of the violations set forth above.

Thank you for your cooperation in this regard. If you have any -
questions, please feel free to contact me.

Very truly yours,
CALLISTER, DUNCAN & NEBEKER
BN RS
Brian W. Burnett

Utah Counsel for Sunnyside
Cogeneration Associates

cc: David Pearce
Alane Boyd s=si
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VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

W. Hord Tipton, Director

Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement

1951 Constitution Ave. N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20240

RE: Exemption of Coal Mine Waste at the Sunnyside Refuse Pile,
Sunnyside, Utah from Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation Fees

Dear Mr. Tipton:

The State of Utah, Department of Natural Resources, Division of
0il, Gas and Mining, ("DOGM"), has required Sunnyside Cogeneration
Associates ("SCA") to pay Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation Fees under
the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act, 30 U.S.C. § 1232
(1986), 30 C.F.R. § 870 (1992) on the Sunnyside Refuse Pile ("Refuse
Pile") owned by SCA and located near Sunnyside, Utah. After review of
the Refuse Pile contents and the applicable Office of Surface Mining
("OSM") regulations and directives, it is our conclusion that SCA is
not required to pay AML fees. We respectfully request a determination
on this issue from OSM. Our facts and analysis of the issue are
outlined in this letter. The supporting documents referred to in the
letter are attached and labeled as exhibits.

FACTS

SCA, a Utah joint venture, owns the Refuse Pile near Sunnyside,
Utah. The Refuse Pile contains the waste from the nearby Sunnyside
Mine, which in addition to its coal mining operations, owns and
operates a coal wash plant. Coal mine waste from the wash plant has
been deposited on the Refuse Pile for approximately the past 50 years
by several different business entities which have owned and operated
the sunnyside Mine. SCA is not associated with the Sunnyside Mine.
The Refuse Pile contains approximately 9 to 10 million tons of coal
mine waste. Roughly 6 to 7 million tons of the coal mine waste were
deposited prior to 1977.



W. Hord Tipton
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Two independent engineering firms have sampled the Refuse Pile on
three separate occasions to determine its geologic contents. The first
study was performed in September, 1987 by Applied Hydrology Associates
(*AHA"). The study ("AHA study") is attached as Exhibit A. AHA
drilled 13 holes in the Refuse Pile at varying depths from 13 to 120
feet and collected 52 samples from these drill holes at 10 foot
intervals. Of the 52 samples taken, 8 are defined as fine coal refuse
and represent 16% of the samples drilled. The other 44 samples are
defined as coarse coal refuse, representing the other 84% of the
drilled samples. AHA has determined that the "mean heating value of
the 52 samples taken across the coarse and fine coal refuse is 6,200
Btu per pound," see AHA study, Exhibit "A", at 27. The coarse coal
refuse, which is 84% of the Refuse Pile, has a mean heating value of
5,831 Btu per pound. See AHA study, Exhibit "A", at 26. The AHA study
did not consolidate the data received from the analysis of the 52
samples for dry ash values within the pile. However, taking an average
of the dry ash values for all samples taken, according to the AHA raw
data found in the AHA study, Appendix B, the pile consists of 50.14%
ash on a dry basis. See Summary, Exhibit "B". Data is not provided to
clearly determine the coarse refuse dry ash content. However, the
coarse refuse is reported as having a 51.18% ‘'ash content on a moist
basis. See AHA study, Exhibit "A", at 26.

The second study was completed by the John T. Boyd Company
("Boyd") of Pennsylvania in March, 1991, and attached as Exhibit C,
("Boyd study"). Boyd drilled 11 holes in the Refuse Pile. 109 samples
were collected by Boyd at 10 foot intervals. The mean heating value of
the 109 coarse and fine samples, as determined by Boyd is 5,568 Btu per
pound and the mean ash content is 55.19% on a dry basis. See Boyd
study, Exhibit "cC%, Tabulation 2, at 17. The mean heating value of the
coarse samples is 4,893 Btu per pound with a mean ash content of 61.86%
on a dry basis. See Boyd study, Exhibit "c", Tabulation 3, at 21.

Boyd also sampled the Refuse Pile in September of 1992. Their
report lists their determinations of the Refuse Pile contents combining
the data received from the 1991 samples with the additional 1992
samples. Boyd found that for the 205 samples of coarse and fine refuse
from 1991 and 1992 the mean heating value of the pile is 5847 Btu per
pound and the dry ash content is 53.20%. See Boyd study #2, Exhibit
np*, Table 2, at 1lle. Wwhen considering the coarse refuse alone, the
combined year results are 4,969 Btu per pound and 61.36% ash on a dry
basis. See Boyd study #2, Exhibit "D", Table 4, at 13d.

various options for disposing of this waste have been reviewed.
Because the Refuse Pile is principally composed of ash, the coal mine
waste is not saleable and therefore has no marketable value. There
have been several attempts to process the waste by benefaction to make
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a marketable product, but all attempts have proven to be uneconomical.
Instead, SCA has determined to purn the waste in its facility which
will create electricity.

SCA's facility was certified by the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission ("FERC") 'in their docket QF 86-556-000, April 24, 1987, as a
qualified cogeneration facility burning waste. For material to be
classified as waste by FERC, the "refuse material must be both a by-
product and currently have little or no commercial value." Kenvil
Energy Corp., 23 F.E.R.C. § 61,139 at 61,302 (1983). In sunnyside
Cogeneration Assocs., 39 F.E.R.C. { 62,091 at 63,285 (1987), the
Director of the Office of Electric Power Regulation held that "“the
bituminous coal refuse proposed for utilization as the primary energy
source of the facility will meet the Commission’s two part test for
rwaste’ material." SCA was recertified by FERC on February 11, 1992 as
a small power production facility utilizing a waste material.

SCA’s project was financed with the use of Solid Waste Disposal
Refunding Revenue Bonds issued by Carbon County, Utah. Bonds of this
type can only be utilized for projects which qualify for tax exempt
status because they dispose of waste. SCA met that qualification.
Additionally, no royalties are paid on utilization of the waste pile.
SCA is the sole owner of the Refuse Pile.

SCA essentially obtained the Refuse Pile for free by taking on the
environmental liability for its removal. Oother owners of refuse piles
have offered their material to SCA for free for assuming the
reclamation obligations. The sunnyside Refuse Pile must be reclaimed
under SMCRA to eliminate attendant environmental hazards. The SCA
project has been created to serve that end and would not exist but for
the fact that the Refuse Pile is waste material in need of reclaiming

and governmental economic incentives have been created to utilize this
type of disposal.

SCA will utilize the coal mine waste in the Refuse Pile by first
moving the waste from the existing Refuse Pile by means of a front-end
loader to a truck and then to a hopper, located off the Refuse Pile,
which will feed the waste to a crusher for grinding to a 1/4" X o"
size. A magnetic separator will remove tramp metal from the waste
product prior to crushing to protect the crushing equipment from
damage. After being crushed, the waste product will be mixed or
blended with waste product from the Refuse Pile that does not require
crushing. This blending of the waste is done to achieve a more uniform
fuel for SCA’s facility and to avoid the costs of unnecessary crushing.
The waste material will then be combined with limestone and burned in a
circulating fluidized bed boiler. The limestone is added to reduce the
sulfur dioxide emissions of the facility. The entire Refuse Pile will
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be removed and used as fuel for the SCA facility to create
electricity. There will be no attempts to extract carbonaceous
material from the refuse pile or to Separate the carbonaceous material
from the ash and sulfur. Additionally, no physical or chemical process
will be used to clean, wash or enrich the refuse pile before it meets
its end use of burning in the sSca facility.

SCA will sell its power to PacifiCorp., a local utility company,
pursuant to the Public Utilities Regulatory Policies Act ("PURPA")
which facilitates waste disposal operations that create energy. The
SCA project has received PURPA approval for the energy that will be
generated through the burning of the Refuse Pile, which has been found
to qualify as waste for PURPA purposes. The SCA facility would not
exist and be able to reclaim the Refuse Pile, but for PURPA approval
and the tax-exempt bond financing available for this type of operation.

ANALYSIS

A. THE USE OF THE REFUSE PILE IS NOT SUBJECT TO RECLAMATION FEES
BECAUSE THE REFUSE PILE DOES NOT MEET THE DEFINITION OF COAL.

30 U.S.C. § 1232(a) (1986) (emphasis added) states "All operators
of coal mining operations subject to the provisions of this chapter
shall pay to the Secretary of the Interior, ... a reclamation fee of 35
cents per ton of coal produced by surface coal mining ... .™ 30 C.F.R.
§ 870.12 (1992) (emphasis added) requires that operators pay a
reclamation fee on each ton of coal produced ... ."™ Coal is defined at
30 C.F.R. § 700.5 (1992) which states in relevant part:

Coal means combustible carbonaceous rock, classified as
anthracite, bituminous, subbituminous, or lignite by ASTM Standard
D 388-77, referred to and incorporated by reference in the
definition of "anthracite" immediately above.

"(T]he ASTM has classified mineral matter-free coals by rank according
to BTU content, ranging from 6,300 BTU’s per pound to greater than

15,500 BTU’s per pound." U,S.A, v. Brook Contracting Corp., 759 F.24d
320, 325 (3d Cir. 1985).

The contents of the Sunnyside Refuse Pile was calculated as having
an average heating value of 6,200 Btu per pound in the AHA study and
5,568 Btu per pound and 5,847 Btu per pound in the Boyd studies.
However, if the coarse coal samples, comprising 84 percent of the Pile,
are considered separately the calculations are 5,831 Btu per pound and
4,893 Btu per pound and 4,969 Btu per pound, respectively. These Btu
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calculations do not meet the listed standards set by the ASTM for the
Classification of Coal in Standard D 388-77 and incorporated in the
definition of coal at 30 C.F.R. § 700.5 (1992).

The Third Circuit Court has held that "as a matter of law, ...
‘coal produced by surface coal mining’ means combustible coal that
would qualify as such under ASTM standards and excludes the weight of
rock, clay, dirt, and other debris in the computation of the
reclamation fee." Brook, 759 F.2d at 327. This ruling is based on the
Courts’ determination that "Congress intended to impose the fee on
combustible coal only, and not, ... on additional tonnages of rock,
clay and dirt." Brook, 759 F.2d at 325. Given the contents studies,
the Refuse Pile by definition does not consist of coal according to the
ASTM definitions.

Under OSM’s new proposed definition of coal, as "combustible,
carbonaceous rock composed principally of consolidated and chemically
altered plant remains," 58 Fed. Reg. 52374, 52376 (1993) (to be
codified at 30 C.F.R. § 700.5) (proposed October 7, 1993), the Refuse
Pile still does not meet the definition of coal. As a whole the Refuse
Pile contains 50.14% ash on a dry basis according to the AHA study and
55.19% ash and 53.20% ash on a dry basis in the Boyd studies. When
considering the coarse refuse alone which makes up 84% of the Pile
contents, the ash values are even higher, testing at 60.14% and 61.36%
in the Boyd studies on a dry basis. (This calculation is not available
from the AHA study.) Given the contents data, it is clear that the
Refuse Pile does not meet the new proposed definition of coal because
it is principally composed of ash and not combustible, carbonaceous
rock. However, it can be described as containing coal mine waste.

Coal mine waste is defined at 30 C.F.R. § 701.5 (1992) and is
defined as coal processing waste which is further defined as "earth
materials which are separated and wasted from the product coal during
cleaning, concentrating, or other processing or preparation of coal."
The Refuse Pile meets this definition because it consists of the waste
product produced by the Sunnyside Mine coal wash plant in the
extraction of coal.

Both the average heating values and ash content data demonstrate
that the Refuse Pile is composed of coal mine waste and not coal as
defined in either the current requlations or the proposed regulations
at 30 C.F.R. § 700.5. Because 30 C.F.R. § 870.12 (1992) only taxes
coal and not coal mine waste, the use of the Sunnyside Refuse Pile is
not subject to Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation fees.
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B. SCA IS NOT ENGAGED IN A SURFACE COAL MINING OPERATION.

30 C.F.R. § 870.12(a) (1992) requires that an operator "pay a

reclamation fee on gach ton of coal produced for sale, transfer, or
use, . . ." (emphasis added). SCA is engaged in the process of burning

coal mine waste in its facility. No coal will be produced from or used
in its transporting and blending of the Refuse Pile. The entire Refuse
Pile consisting of coal mine waste will be burned to generate
electricity. The reclamation fee does not apply where coal mine waste
is simply used.

Furthermore, the fee computation in 30 C.F.R. § 870.13 (1992)
applies to underground mining, surface mining, and in situ mining.
surface mining is defined as "the extraction of coal from the earth by
removing the materials over the coal seam ... reclaiming coal
operations are considered surface coal mining." 30 C.F.R. § 870.5
(1992). SCA is not engaged in surface coal mining as defined and used
in Part 870 because there is no nextraction of coal from the earth®™ by
any means. SCA will use coal mine waste from the Refuse Pile, but will
not extract coal. While reclamation of coal from refuse piles is
considered surface mining according to the definition of surface coal
mining at 30 C.F.R. § 870.5 (1992), SCA is not in the business of
vreclaiming or extracting coal® from the Refuse Pile and therefore does

not meet any of the definitional categories for fee computation.

Finally, the United States District Court for the Northern
District of West Virginia interpreted 30 C.F.R. § 870.12(b) (1992) to
require that "coal from the gob piles would not be assessed a
reclamation fee until it had been cleaned, processed, and sold." U.S.
v. spring Ridge Coal Co., 793 F.Supp. 124, 127 (N.D.W.Va. 1992). SCA
is not cleaning, processing, or selling coal from the Refuse Pile
contents. It is using the entire contents of coal mine waste in its
facility to create electricity. 30 C.F.R. § 870.12(b) (1)
(1992)(emphasis added) states that "... the use shall be determined by
the first transaction or use of the coal by the operator immediately
after it is severed, or removed from a reclaimed coal refuse deposit."
No coal will be severed or removed from the Refuse Pile but the entire
Refuse Pile consisting of coal mine waste will be burned for energy.
Because no coal will be produced or used from this disposal operation,
but rather coal mine waste will be used, SCA is not engaged in surface
mining operations, and therefore does not owe AML reclamation fees.

C. THE VALUE OF THE COAL MINE WASTE IS 2ERO.
nThe fee for anthracite, bituminous, and subbituminous coal,

including reclaimed coal, is 35 cents per ton unless the value of such
coal is less than $3.50 per ton, in which case the fee is 10 percent of



W. Hord Tipton
November 8, 1993
Page 7

the value." 30 C.F.R. § 870.13 (1992). AML fees are determined by the
gross value of each ton of coal produced at the time of bona fide sale,
transfer, or use by the operator. 30 C.F.R. §§ 870.12(a,b), 870.5
(1992). The Sunnyside Refuse Pile consists of coal mine waste and has
no value. No AML fees should be paid for using the Reuse Pile.

‘ SCA’s facility was certified by FERC as a gqualified cogeneration

facility burning waste. For material to be classified as waste by
FERC, the refuse material must be both a by-product and currently have
l1ittle or no commercial value. In 1987, FERC held that "the bituminous
coal refuse proposed for utilization as the primary energy source of
the facility will meet the Commission’s two part test for ‘waste’
material." 39 F.E.R.C. { 62,091 at 63,285 (1987). SCA was recertified
by FERC on February 11, 1992 as a small power production facility
utilizing a waste material.

The act of burning the coal mine waste creates value for the
generation of electricity, but only because the Refuse Pile qualifies
as a waste product under PURPA which requires utilities to purchase
power generated from facilities like SCA that dispose of waste
material. The fact that the Refuse Pile has no value and is waste
provides the only reason the SCA project exists.

SCA’s project was financed with the use of Solid Waste Disposal
Refunding Revenue Bonds issued by carbon County, Utah. Bonds of this
type can only be utilized for projects which qualify for tax exempt
status because they dispose of waste. SCA met that qualification.
Additionally, no royalties are paid on utilization of the Refuse Pile.
SCA is the sole owner of the Refuse Pile.

SCA essentially obtained the Refuse Pile by assuming the
environmental liability for its removal. Other owners of refuse piles
have offered their material to SCA for free for assuming the
reclamation obligations. Many attempts have been made to put the
Refuse Pile to beneficial use to create 2 marketable product. All
attempts have failed. The Refuse Pile will not bear further extraction
and has such a high ash content it is not saleable to anyone for coal
extraction.

The Sunnyside Refuse Pile must be reclaimed under SMCRA to eliminate
attendant environmental hazards. The SCA project has been created to
serve that end and would not exist but for the fact that the Refuse
Pile is waste material in need of reclaiming and governmental economic
incentives have been created to utilize this type of disposal.

OSMRE Directive AML-14 discusses when AML fees are required for
material recovered from abandoned coal refuse piles. 1In the Directive,
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OSM sets the value of anthracite culm bank material produced before
August 3, 1977 at zero, and accordingly the material is exempt from AML
fees. It is therefore consistent to exempt bituminous material from
AML fees when there is no distinction in the process that created the

materials. Approximately 70% of the Refuse Pile was deposited prior to
1977.

The materials handling costs per ton associated with the coal mine
waste, limestone, and ash disposal are significant, not to mention the
environmental costs associated with the Refuse Pile. Adding AML fees
to the costs of the SCA project further damages a marginal operation.
Essentially, SCA is engaged in a federally encouraged and licensed
waste disposal operation. Because the waste itself has no value, no
AML, fees are owing upon its elimination in SCA’s facility.

D. ALTERNATIVELY, THE REFUSE PILE IS EXEMPT FROM AMI, FEES BASED ON THE
INCIDENTAL COAL EXTRACTION EXEMPTION.

If the fine and coarse coal in the Refuse Pile is considered
separately, the coarse coal clearly meets the definition of coal mine
waste with mean heating values of 5,831, 4,893, and 4,969 Btu per
pound, from the three studies, and ash content values of 60.14% and
61.36%, according to the two Boyd studies, respectively. (See the
Discussion in Section A above incorporated here by reference.) The
coarse coal makes up 84% of the Pile contents according to the AHA
study.

Federal Regulation 30 C.F.R. § 870.11(d) (1992) excepts the
"extraction of coal incidental to the extraction of other minerals
where coal does not exceed 16 2/3 percent of the total tonnage of coal
and other minerals removed for commercial use or sale." Even if the
fine refuse is considered coal, it is only 16% of the Pile contents.
Use of the Refuse Pile can therefore at best be described as the
extraction of coal incidental to the extraction of other minerals
according to 30 C.F.R. § 870.11(d) (1992) and thus is excepted from
owing AML reclamation fees.

E. PUBLIC POLICY FAVORS A DECISION FOR SCA

The legislature, in enacting the Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation
Fund, intended to create a fund for the reclamation of the abandoned
mines and tailings piles across the country created by coal mining
prior to August 3, 1977. To fund this operation a tax or fee was
enacted to be levied on all coal mined after that date. The Sunnyside
Refuse Pile would be eligible for reclamation funding, because it was
created long before 1977, but for the fact that it is not an abandoned
site and is still connected with the mining operation at the Sunnyside
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Mine as a disposal site. The Refuse Pile requires reclamation under
SMCRA, but is worthless for further coal extraction or other beneficial
uses other than to be burned to generate electricity. Through this
burning process, a waste product will become energy and the Refuse Pile
will be "reclaimed" which will be an environmental benefit. Aas a
matter of public policy, requiring the payment of AML fees on the
Sunnyside Refuse Pile would not be beneficial to the environment and
the ultimate statutory goal of coal mine and refuse reclamation.

PURPA was passed to encourage funding and development of
alternative energy resources including the use of waste resources.
This public policy was further implemented by the financing -
opportunities which encourage the disposal of waste. The SCA project
is an example of the public policy favoring the use of a waste for a
beneficial purpose.

The only way a waste coal fired generating unit is economically
feasible is to obtain the rights to the coal refuse for free. The
materials handling costs per ton associated with the coal mine waste,
limestone, ash disposal, and the environmental costs associated with
the coal refuse are significant. Adding AML fees at any rate to those
expenses creates additional financial hardships. The SCA project is
already a reclamation project. A levy of reclamation fees on each ton
of waste coal used by the project is like charging a reclamation fee to
an AML contractor on an AML contract.

SUMMARY

With the foregoing facts, rulings, and regulations in mind, we
respectfully request that OSM determine that SCA is not required to pay
AML fees on the Sunnyside Refuse Pile. The Refuse Pile is exempt from
AML fee regulations for the following reasons:

1. The Refuse Pile consists of coal mine waste and not coal therefore
no AML reclamation fees are owing.

2. Use of the Refuse Pile does not involve coal production of any
kind, which is required to determine the AMI, fee. Further, because no
coal is produced through severance or extraction from the earth, SCA is
not engaged in a surface mining operation and therefore SCA does not
come under any of the definitions for fee determination.

3. Because the Refuse Pile consists of coal mine waste and has no
marketable value for benefaction and its use has been licensed for
power generation purposes because it has no value and is waste, no AML
fees are owing from its disposal.
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4. Alternatively, if the fine refuse is deemed to be coal, it is still
only 16 percent of the Refuse Pile contents and therefore only the
incidental extraction of coal from coal mine waste. Therefore no AML
fees are owed.

S. Finally, from a public policy viewpoint, a ruling in favor of SCA
would be beneficial both economically and environmentally and be in
keeping with the purpose behind the Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation Act
and PURPA.

For all the foregoing reasons, we submit this letter for your
determination. We appreciate your consideration of this matter. If
you have any questions or need further information please call me at
530-7428 or Kathryn C. Knight at 530-7447. We look forward to hearing
from you on this matter.

Sincerely yours,

CALLISTER, DUNCAN & NEBEKER
Brian W. Burnett
Enclosures
cc: James W. Carter
David Pearce

Alane Boyd
Brent Blauch

94645-1
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OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING —
RECLAMATION AND ENFORCEMENT - %

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240

NOV 2 6 jom

Mr. Brian W. Burnett
Calister, Duncan & Nebeker
Attorneys at Law

Suite 800, Kennecott Building
Salt Lake City, Utah 84133

Dear Mr. Burnett:

Thank you for your letter of November 8, 1993, to Mr. W. Hord
Tipton, in which you requested that the office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement (OSM) provide a determination with
regard to an exemption for reclamation fee payment on coal mine

waste that is contained in the Sunnyside Refuse Pile, Sunnyside,
Utah, and used by Sunnyside Cogeneration Associates.

OSM is reviewing your request, together with the supporting
documentation you provided. Upon completion of our review, we
will notify you of our determination.

Sincerely,

Lz

Acting Deputy Director

et

N i.



gy e
3TdodCen‘tov-Sd’to350~SoﬁLckothy,UT841801203-8016386340
/ VACATION/TERMINATION OF \
NOTICE OF VIOLATION/CESSATION ORDER

To the following Permittee or Operator.

Name Sunnvside Cogeneration Associates

P. 0. Box 58087 Salt Lake City, UT 8u4156-0087

Malling Address
ACT/007/035

State Pemnit No.

Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq., Utah Code Annofated (1933):

§3-26-3-1 September 28 23

dated .19

Notice of Violation No. N

Cessation Order No. C dated L 19

part _1_of _1 _is Ovacateqm teminated because Letter provided by OSH Denver, coov

attached hereto, states that the permittee has not paid required AML faes. Therefore

it can only be concluded that no records were prepared on this matter. Furthermore,

PP LY, 5 M voroted G eainetag) §0eceses the permittee did not provide the

undersiomed any records after the NOV was issured to demonstrate such records have baén

prepared and maintained. This NOV is hereby terminated with an effective date

October 28, 1993.
Part of _____is Ovacated O terminated because

Date of $Eiké /mailing November 18, 1993 Time of séfAd¥/mailing 2:09  Camy@em.

Sunnyside Cozcn;antion Associates

Pemnittee/Operator repressntative Title
Signature
_Reclamation Specialist
Titve

. WHTE—DOGM  YELOW—OSM  PINK—PERMITTEE/OPERATOR  GOLDENROD —NOV RE J

t . an equal opportunity employer 5/85




Ugted States Department of@e Interior mé’

OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING .E i
Reclamation and Enforcement -

P.O. Box 25063
Denver Federal Center
Denver, Colorado 802250065

ocr o3

Mr. Bill Malencik

Division of 011, Gas and Mining
P.0. Box 169

451 E. 400th North

Price, Utah 84501-2699

Dear Mr. Malencik:

Thank you for your telephone call to JoAnn Hagan on September 28,
1993, notifying her that Sunnyside Cogeneration Associates, P.0. Box
58087, salt Lake City, Utah 84158, was actively mining on permit No.
ACT007035. The company has not paid reclamation fees. We checked
vith Steve Rathbun at the Albuquerque Field Office, who said that the
company should be paying fees at the surface rate of §$.35 per ton.

We will send the company a Coal Reclamation Fee Report, OSM-1. Again
thank you for this information. If we can be of further assistance
to you, please call JoAnn Hagan at (303) 236-0368.

Sincerely,

\.;47 /’)f/uz«.;a—

Roy E. Morris
Chief, Division of
Financial Management

TN N TAT Ay Y T
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Oll, Gas & Mining
3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

VACATION/TERMINATION OF
NOTICE OF VIOLATION/CESSATION ORDER JAN 1 R {694

P

k. -

To the following Permittee or Operator: v i,

Mailing Address &_@M&MA@ l/ BL/( 5K -00857

State Pemit No

Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq.. Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N M dated 2/ /%S .19

Cessation Order No. C / ” dated .19
Part ot A s vacatedX] terminated - because /EM&_MM
d&bd s /2fs0m £l ectre 2/ 2/ 7 bl A7 Ay 0&‘/1(‘6(546
A/Ced] A ALl . 0 ALllid L1t e, £ LYl ﬁ ”
z%c./aaw,a - e akea cwad ‘chbsuad ik e Ltd, ana
Pedt—v———pb———is~LHvaiccied-O-terminaied—beeceme
,’ (s & Al P« el .A‘..LA{..M{.A‘. JCC Ll // ML LS ot P /./)1‘/‘._1;_‘-.‘.'
Vs
/7 LRI STl Preaq KLllet '/ '/k.Jz////

fw/a%d#/:m gy el

Part of is O vacated O terminated beca 4 se

Date of semdce/mailing W Time of service/mailing O am.Op.m.
Qs Coma (il Zpinn
Permittee/Operator representative Title

Signature B 4

' Title ;
WHTE—DOGM  YELLOW—OSM PnZ!aims/omwoa GOLDENRCD —NOV ALE /

an equal opportunity employer 5/85






