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-~ WEJEK[LY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) ]NSPECTION REPOR’I‘

/ Date: 5/ ) Z’%/ 22 h@ec’corg E ggé{ Cﬁ\m:t

Time: '% 30 Weather Conditions: S e T\/\ Z‘

7 , Yes ' No , Notes

CCR Landfill Integrity Inspection (per 40 CER §257.84)

1. "Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or ]
- Iocalized settlement observed on the | |
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR?

2. Were conditions observed within the ce]ls
containing CCR or within the general landfll

to ongoing CCR management operations?

3. “Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general Jandfill operations that
|represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

operations that represent a potential disruption >< "

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

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

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

6. If response to question 5 is no, was CCR.
conditioned (wetted) Prior o transport to
landfll worldng 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
landfN? If the answer is ves, descrbe
corective action rmeasures below.

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

10.  |Were CCR fugitive dustrejated citizen
complaints received during the rep ortng
pedod? If the answer is yes, answer quesﬁozi

11.  [Were the citizen complaints logged?

Additional Notes:

i
i
- !
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W]EE]K]LY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) ]NSPEC’I‘ION RER OR’I‘

LANS;!NGLA_NDEILL
Date'4 - ’7 ?—7 h@a:m \r—D

o

Time: l 0 Z o Weather Conditions: (7 & IL/{;\

Yes I No

Notes

CCR Landfil Integrity Tuspection (per 40 CER §257.84)

1.

‘Was bulging, siding, rotational movement ox
localized settlement observed on the

sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR7? ;

‘Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent a potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

"Wese conditions observed within the cells or
withm the general landfill operations that
represent 2 potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

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

4.

Was CCR received during the reporting

period? If answer Is o, no additional
information required.

X

X
X
/

Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
suppresants) pHor to delivery to landfll?

Ifresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior to transportto
landfill working face, or was the CCRnot -
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

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

Was CCR fugitive dust observed atthe
landfill? If the answer is ves, describe

comxectve action measures below.

Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is no,

describe recommended changes below.

10.

‘Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen

period? Ifthe answer is yes, answer question

coraplaints received during the reporting

11.

Were the citizen complaints logged?

Addidonal Notes:

i
- J
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— WE]EKJLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) ].NSPEC’I‘ION RJEZPOR’I‘

/ Date: ,4” [D—272 Inspectff\gvj-}:‘is’]iI E'LL

Time: 1 O 5 Weather Conditions: __- ,f g i =

A Yes No ’ Nofes

CCR Landfll Integrity Tnspection (per 40 CER §257.84)

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

2. “Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent a potential distuption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

3. "‘Were conditions observed within the cells or

Tepresent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

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

4 Was CCR received during the reporting
period? If answer Is 0o, no additional

within. the general landfill operations that '! )(

- information required.
) 5. "Was all CCR conditioned (by wening ox dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfll?

6. Ifrespomse to question. 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) PIiOx O 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 atr the
landfill? If the answer is yves, descdbe
corrective action mmeasures below.

9. 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? If the answeris yes, auswer questio:i

11.  |Were the citizen complaints Jogged?

Addidonal Notes:

|
|
N !
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Date:

<

WEE]K]LY COAL COlVLBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) ]NSPECIION REP ORT

ANSING L%NDIE‘ILL
6 22— I_u@ector

Time: -2

{Iég, Weather Conditions: 670\ n n~]r

Notes

CCR Landfill Tntegrity Inspection (per 40 CER §257.84)

1

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

Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent a potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

[Were conditions observed within the cells or

within the general Iandfill operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

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

4.

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

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

f.\><-

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

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

'Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? Ifthe answer is ves, describe
correctve 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 reporting
period? Ifthe answer is yes, answer queston

11

‘Were the citizen complaints logged?

Additonal Notes:

Q:\XWaste Connections\Iansin; S\CCR Plan Final\Weelly Inspection Fon:n 10_2015x1sx
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- WE]EELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) ]NSPECTION REPOR’I‘

/; Date: kl a;)(b Z'Z In@ectom @C‘V\—\

Time: % [t Weather Conditions: -~ i ()/I (“ ; l

r YesJ’ No ‘ Notes

CCR Landfill Tutegrity Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)

1. Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or

-- localized settlement observed on the i
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing .

CCR? : : L

2. ‘Were conditions observed within the ce]ls
containing CCR or within the general landfll Ve
operations that represent a potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

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

CCR Fugitive DﬁstInspecﬁon (per 40 CER §257.80(b)(4) y

4. |Was CCR received during the reporting L
period? If answer is no, no additional
- information required.

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

6. Ifresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) Drior to transportto
landfll workdng face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. "Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
Jandfill access roads?

8. 'Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfili? If the answer Is yes, descdbe
corrective action measures below.

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

10. |Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints received during the reporting
period? If the answer is yes, answer questio:i

11.  [Were the citizen complaints Jogged?

Addittonal Notes:

!
- . t

J
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- - WEERLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INS-PEC'IION REPOR!

y . S SING %L
S Tt S il wf
" Time: ;? OO Weather Conditions: __- ;ﬂ ficd ("]I D L Y

' Yes No , Notes

CCR Landfill Integrity Tuspection (pexr 40 CER §257.84)

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

2. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfll
operations that represent a potential distuption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

3. “Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that
represent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

R e

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

4. Was CCR received during the reporting
period? If answer Is no, no additional
- information required.

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

6. Ifresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) PTIOI TO tramsportto
landfill working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. 'Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
landfll access roads?

8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed art the
landfT1? Tf the answer is ves, describe
corrective action measures below.

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

10.  [Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the reporting
period? Ifthe answer is yes, answer questioﬁ

11.  |Were the citizen complaints logged?

Addidonal Notes:

l
- T
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