WJE]EKILY COAL COMBUSTION RESH)UAL (CCr) ]INSPECIION RJEZPORT

LAN?FILL
Date: ¥~ 1%¥-=C In@ectof % }/

Time: (?‘» : % Weather Conditions: __~_ = (4 vin =

' Yes ' No ' - Notes

CCR Landfill Fategrity Tuspection (per 40 CFR §257.34)

1 Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
localized settlement observed on the .
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing / I
CCRY .

2. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells

containing CCR or within the geperal landfill
operations that represent a potential disruption N
to ongoing CCR managerment operations?

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or
withn the general landfill operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of ]
the CCR management operations. .

CCR Fugitive Dust Tnspection (per 40 CER §257.80(b)(4))

4. ‘Was CCR received during the reporting
period? If answer is no, no additional
Information required.

S. ‘Was all CCR condirioned (by wetting or dust
suppresants) pmor to delivery to landfll?

6. If response to question 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior to transport to
landfill working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. ‘Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
Iandfill access roads?

8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? If the answer is yves, descrbe
corective action rneasures below.

9. Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is no,
descobe recommended changes below.

10.  |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints recefved during the reporting
period? Ifthe answer is yes, answer question

11.  {Were the citizen complaints logged?

Additvonal Notes:

.
l
s |

~ !
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-~ WE]EK]LY COAL COI\’IBUS'I‘ION RESIDUAL (CCR) ]INSJE’EC’I‘ION RJEIE’OR’I

/ Date: &- (i ~ 2¢C Inspector: i S%Iﬁ g% &w

Time: | ¢ - o Weather Conditions: [ ’ cﬂ,/(g ! ﬁi

Yes No [ Notes

CCR Landfill Futegrity Fnspection (per 40 CER §257.84)

1. Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
- localized settlement observed on the A

sideslopes or upper deck of cells contaming —
CCRY 3 ;

2. ‘Were conditions observed within the éells‘
comtaining CCR or within the general lendfll

operations that represent a potential disruption , e
to ongoing CCR management operations?

3. ‘Were condiions observed within the cells or .-
within the general landfill operations that i ) ]
Tepresent a potential disruption of the safety of o

the CCR management operations.

CCR Fegitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b)(4))

4 ‘Was CCR received during the reporting |
period? Ifanswer is no, no additional e

- information required.
| 5. ‘Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill?

6. Ifresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR
condidoned (wetted) prior 10 transport to
landfill working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. ‘Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
landfill access roads? :

8. ‘Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfili? If the answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

9. Are current CCR fogitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is no,
describe recommended changes below.

10.  |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
cornplaints received during the Teportng
period? If the answeris yes, answer guestion

1l |Were the citizen complaints 1o gged?

Additonal Notes:

|
. '
I

_ - I
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WEE]KI,Y COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAT (CCR) JINSPECHON RJEJE’ORT

LAND]FTIIJL
Date:, % &7%' e In@ec‘cosz ﬁ\ ‘ i.c\)’ﬂv -

Time: / 03O Weather Conditions: - OV A~ C # k&

. | Yes , No ’ Notes
CCR Landfll Totegrity Tuspection (per 40 CER §257.34) ’

1. Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or i
localized settlement observed on the i

sideslopes or upper deck of cells contaming -/
CCR? -

2. Were conchtLons observed within the ce]ls‘
contzining CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent a potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

\

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or
withm the general Jandfill operations that ) .
represent a potential disruption of the safety of e
the CCR managerment operations.

CCR Fugitive Dﬁstlnspecﬁon (per 40 CFR §257.80(b)(4)

4. |Was CCR received during the reporting
penod? If answer is no, no additional e
Information required.

5. ‘Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill?

6. Ifresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR
conditoned (wetted) DLLOL TO transport to _
landfll workdng face, or was the CCR not ]

susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. ‘Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
landfill access roads?

8. ‘Was CCR fugitive dust observed ar the
landfMl? If the answer is yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

NEA

9.  |Are current CCR fugitive dust control L
measures effective? If the answeris o, |
describe recommended changes below.

10.  [Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints recefved during the Ieporting
peciod? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

NI

L 11.  |Were the citizen complaints Io geed?

Addidonal Notes:

.|
|

- | ;
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