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WE]E]K]LY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL CCCR) INSJE’ECIIEON JR'IEJPORI

&I
Dates = %f B.T:as_pector @ﬁfk

- ..% ~BC_I}’WmfﬂerCondiﬁons: O ¢ e A 7§~\

Time:
’ Yes ’ No ’ Nofes

CCR Landfill Integrity Taspection (per 40 CER §257.84)

1. ‘Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement o::r ]
localized settlement observed on the .
sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCR7 -

-2 Were conditions observed wwithin the cells
containmg CCR or within the general landfil
operations that represent a potential disrupdon
to ongoing CCR menagement operations?

3. "Weze conditions observed within the cells or
|within the general landfll operations that
represent 2 potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations. '

CCR Fugitive :[D“(;’SﬁI'DSP ection. (per 40 CHR §257.830(b)(©)

4. |[Was CCRreceived during the reporting
period? If answeris no, no addirfonal

N

informarion required. (
) 5. Weas 21l CCR. conditioned (by weting or dust i
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfll?

6. Ifresponse to question 5 s no, was CCR.
conditioned (wetred) prior to transporto
landfll working face, or was the CCR.not
susceptable to fugitive dust generardion?

7. Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
Tandfll access roads? ;

8. Was CCR fugittve dust observed arthe
landfill? Ifthe answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

S Are current CCR fagitve dust control
measures effective? Ifthe answeris no,
describerecommended changes below.

10.  |Were CCR fughtive dustrelated citizen
commplaints received during the reportng
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

L 11 [Were: the citizen. complaints logged? ’ ’

Addidonal Notes:
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WEE]EDLY COAL COMBUS RESIDUAL (CCr) INSPEC’IION JR]E}]PORI

FIOCY.
Date F ~<2-23 Inspector; R N
Time: i Z \f ﬁﬂf eather Conditions: - i’/ L 5{ /ﬂ
' ; Yes , No ’ } Nofes

CCR Landfill Integrity Tuspection (per 40 CER §257.84)

1. "Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement orr ]
localized. settlement observed on the .
sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing -

CCR7 B
-2 Were conditions observed within the cells

containmg CCR. or within the general landfil
operations that represent a potentizl disrapdon.

3. “Were conditions observed within the cells or 3
within the general Jandfll operations that i
represent 2 potenfial disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

N ]

4 "Was CCR received duting the reportdng

w0 ongoing CCR management operations? (/x/

CCR Fugifive ]D'csf:Insp ection (per £0 CER §257.80(H)(©)

period? IfanswerIismno, no addiional
informadon required.

s "Was 21l CCR condidoned (by weting or dust )
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill?

6. Ifresponseto queston 5 is mo, was CCR.
conditioned (wetted) Prior o wanspOrtto
landfll working face, or was the CCR. ot
susceptzble to fugitve dust generation?

I

IWas CCR spillage observed atthe sczle or on

Iandfll access roads?
Was CCR fughive dust observed arthe '
1endIl? Ifthe answeris yes, descdbe

corrective action measures belovr.

Are coxrent CCR fugittve dust comrol
measures effectve? If the answeris no,
descoibe recommended changes below.

|
|
I

Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complainrs recefved dudng the reporting
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

L 1T [Werc the citizen complaints logged? [ 1

Additonal Notes:

1 -
- j !
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'WJE]E]K]LY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CcCcry II\TSJE’ECIION JR.EJPORI
SEB, SING LANDFILL

Date: % (-g Z% Inspector V‘\ d CJ\—)_/
25

Time:|_ ?’/ - 50 Weather Conditions: ‘U( G LJ\—‘\\

[ I w I v

CCR Landffll Integrity Tuspection (per 40 CER §257.84

1 Was bulging, sliding, rotational moverment or' ]
localized settlement observed on the .
sideslopes orupper deck of cells contanimng )

CCRZ ) ]
2 Were condiions observed swithin the cells

containing CCR. or within the general Jandfll

operarfons that represent a potential disrupion

within the general Jandfill operations that
represent 2 potenfial disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fuogifive ]Dnsr:][nsp ection (per 40 CER §257.80(b)(©)

To ongoing CCR management operations? ‘\/P
3. Were conditions observed withn the cells or 5 k/{/

4.  |Was CCR received during the reporting

period? If answer Is no, no additional
IInformadon requited

S. Was 2]l CCR conditioned (by weting or dust
suppresants) prdorto delivery to Jandfill?

landfill working face, or was the CCR.not
susceptable to fugitive dust generarion?

7. "Was CCR spillage observed at the scale oron
1andfll access roads?

1andfill? If the answeris yes, describe

6. Ifresponse to guestion 5 is mo, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) PIOL 0 TTanSportTo
L corrective action rneasures below.

/Was CCR fughiive dust observed arthe / /

Are current CCR fughtive dust conrrol
measures effective? Ifthe answerisno,
describerecommended changes below.

10. [Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints recefved daring the reporting
period? Tfthe answeris yes, answer question

L 11 I ‘Were the citizen complaints logged? I ‘

Addidonal Notes:

|

T
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W]E]EKLY COATL COBAIBUSI[ON RESIDUAL (CCR) INSJE‘ECIION RIER O.RI‘

G LATODFIOLY.
Dater R «—{{\-%% Inspector: Z M Lo S

Time: 215 Weather Conditions: __- O ¢ S i{ z

’ Yes ’ No ’ DNotes

CCR Landfil Integrity Tuspection (per 40 CHR. 5257. 84f)

I

1 “Was bulging, slidmg, rotational movement or
Jocalized settlernent observed on the .
sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCR7 - -

!
2 Were conditions observed within the c—:e]ls‘
contaming CCR. or within the general landfll "
operations thatrepresent a potential disruption /
to ongoing CCR management operations? &

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or .
withm the general 1andfTll operations that i
represent 2 potential disruption of the safety of L
Ithe CCR management operations. '

)

CCR Fugitive Dust Fnspection (per 40 CER. §257.80(b)(4)
4. [Was CCRreceived duing the reporting ) k
period? If answer Is no, no additfonal L/

- information required.

s. Was a1l CCR conditioned (by weting or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill?

6. Ifresponse o queston 5 is no, was CCR
condidoned (wetted) Prior T transportto
lendffll working face, or was the CCR 0ot
susceptable To fugitive dust generation?

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

8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed arthe
landfll? If the answeris yes, describe
correctve action measures below.

S. Arxe corrent CCR fugitive dust control
Imeasures effective? If the answeris no,
describe recommended changes below.

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

1I.  |Were the citizen complainrs Jogged? ’ 1

Addidonal Notes:

_ 1
N J
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'W]E]EELY COATL COMBUSTION RESIDUAT (Sley) ]]N'SJPECTJ‘DEON REPORI

Date:, ﬁ @ -23 In@&tW‘?WML

Times % 3 W&Iher Conditdons-_ - 7{

D/‘\-

o T T

LCCRLandﬁﬂ]h’cegdty]ﬁ:@ecﬁon (per40 CER §257.84)

1 "Was bulging, sHding, rotatfonal movement OI'f ]
locelized setlement observed on the "
sideslopes orupper deck of cells contaming

CCR7 -

-2 ‘Were conditions observed within the cells
conmaining CCR. or within the general landfil |
operations that represent a potentizl dsruption
To ongoing CCR Inanagement 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 Fogitive ]DustIn@ ection (per 40 CFR §257.80(h)(4)

4. [Was CCR received during the reporting
period? Ifamswerisno, no additional

informaton required.

5. Was a1l CCR conditioned (by wreting or dust
suppresants) pror to delivery to Jandfll?

e — |

6. Iresponseto queston 5 Is no, was CCR
conditoned (wemed) pnor TO TENSport o
landfll working face, or was the CCR. not
susceptable to fugitive dust generartion?

7. Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
1andfill access roads?

landfill? Ifthe answeris yes, describe
correcive action measures below.

Ate corrent CCR. fugittve dust comrol
measures effective? Ifthe answeris o,
describerecommended changes below.

L 8. /Was CCR fogitive dust observed ar the /

10. |Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citzen
complaints received during the reporting
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

11 I ‘Were the citizen complaints Io gged? [

A.ddidonal Notes:

!
!
1

~ ]
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