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WE]E]KLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCr) ]NSPECTIOI\! REPOR’I

SEKB LANSIN G LANDFILL,
Date: f C-2o-&=2 Tnspector;
Time: Weather Conditions:
Yes No , Nofes

CCR Landfll Tntegrity Inspection. (per 40 CHR §257.84)

1.

‘Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
localized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR?

Were conchtLons observed within the ce]ls‘
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent a potential disruption
to ongoing CCR managernent operations?

‘Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that
represent 2 potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.80 ®) (4))

4.

‘Was CCR received during the reporting
peiod? If answer is no, no additonal
information required.

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

Iresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) pnor TO ransport to
landfill working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

‘Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
landfii] access roads?

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

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

10.

Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the reporting
period? Ifthe answer is yes, answer question

11

'Were the citizen complaints Io gged?

Additdonal Notes:
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F WE]EKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL ccry ]NSPEC'IION MEJPORT
/ SEB LANSING LANDFILL
Date:__ | E" Zo Inspector,
Time: Weather Conditions:
] i Yes No Notes
CCR Landfll Tntegrity Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)
1. ‘Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
- localized settiement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing 1T
CCR? R _ -
2. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfll 1

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

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or !
within the general landfill operations that o
Tepresent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Faspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b)(4)

4. ‘Was CCR received during the reporting
) period? If answer is no, no addifional e
- mformation required.

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

6. Kresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior to transport o
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 ar the
landfill? Tfthe answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

S. Are current CCR fagitive dust control
measures effective? If the answeris no,
descrbe recommended changes below.

10.  |Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints received dudng the reporting
period? If the answer is yes, answer question

11.  [Were the citizen complaints logged?

Additdonal Notes:
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WEE]K]LY COAL COMBUSTIION RESIDUAL CCr) ]NSPEC’I‘ION E@?OR’I

SEKB LAINSIN G LANDFILL
Date: é’@ éj — o Inspector:
Time: Weather Conditions:
Yes No Nofes

CCR Landffll Integrity Inspection (per 40 CFR 5257.8)

1

Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
Iocalized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR? ‘

Were condifions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landffll
operations that represent a potential distuption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

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

\

CCR Fugitive Dust Faspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b)(4)

4

'Was CCR received during the reporting
peziod? If answer is no, no additional
mformation required.

‘Was a1l CCR conditioned (by weuing or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill?

Ifresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) pnor 10 wansport to
landfill working face, or was the CCR nat
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

'Was CCR spiflage observed at the scale or on
landfil] acecess roads?

‘Was CCR fugitive dust observed ar the
landfifl? If the answeris ves, describe
corrective action measures below.

9.

Are cuxrent CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answeris no,
describe recommended changes below.

10.

Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the Teporting
period? Ifthe answer is yes, answer question,

11

'Were the citizen complaints lo gged?

Additonal Notes:
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Date:

02%

WE]EKILY COAL COMBUSTIION RESIDUAL (CCrR) ]NSPECTION EE‘ZLPORT
ANDFILYL

Ee
Inspectors

G

Time:

Weather Conditions:

Yes

Nozes

CCR Landfll Tntegrity Tnspection (per 40 CER §257.84)

i

Was bulging, sHding, rotationzl movement or
localized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells contaiming
CCR? -

—_—

Were conditcns observed within the ce]ls‘
containing CCR or within the general landfll
operations that represent a potential disTuption
0 ongoing CCR management operations?

\

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

CCR Fugitive Dust Faspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b)(4))

4.

‘Was CCR received during the rep orting
period? If answer is mo, no additional
information required.

"Was all CCR conditioned (by weting or dust
suppresanis) prior to delivery to landfill?

Ifresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR
conditoned (wetted) DIIOT TO tramsport to
landfill working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

‘Was CCR spiflage observed at the scale or on
landfill acecess roads?

‘Was CCR fugitive dust observed ar the
landfili? Tfthe answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

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

10.

Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the Teporting
period? If the answer is yes, answer question

11

Were the citizen complaints Io gged?

Addidonal Nortes:
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— W]E]E]K]LY COAL COMBUSTION RES@UAIJ (CCr) H\TSPECHON REJP@RT
7 im SING LANDFILL
Date: Q — -7 Inspestor.__{/ ﬁw

Time: Weather Condiiions:

Yes No ' Notes

CCR Landfll Integrity Inspection (per 40 CFR. §257.8¢)

i Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
- Iocalized settlernent observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing g_/ I
CCR? -

2. Were condmons observed within the ce]ls‘

operations that represent a potential distuption.
0 ongoing CCR management operations?

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

containing CCR or within the general landfll //
/
T

CCR Fugitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.8 0b)@)

4. Was CCR received during the Teporting "
. period? If answer is 2o, no additional
- information required.

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

6.  [Iresponse o question 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior to transportto
landAll working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. 'Was CCR spiflage observed at the scale or on
landfil] access roads?

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

9. Ate current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answeris 1o,
descbe recommended changes below.

10.  |Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints received during the reporting
pedod? If the answer is yes, answer question

11,  |Weze the citizen complaints logged?

Additional Notes:-

J
- . 1
i

- I
QXWaste Connecﬁons\l,ansing\CCR Plan Final\Weeldy Inspection Fon:n 10_2015x1sx

H



