o

'W'EEELY COAL COMRBUSTICN RESIDUAL (Cccr) NSI’ECIION JRJE}]PORI
SEB SING LANDEFILLL

Date._ZU /‘75\ 2= 2 Inspector; M \}\ﬁt s
\__/
Time: B 0.5 ‘Weather Conditfonsz__- ;/@ Gy
' } Yes , No ’ . Yofes
CCR Landfill Integrity Faspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)
1. "'Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement o::r ]

localized settlement observed on the .
sideslopes orupper deck of cells contatning }

- , !
CCR? (/l[/
2. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill -
operations that represent a potential disraption
o ongoing CCR management operations?
LV -

]

3. [Were condiions 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 ]DustInsp ection (per £0 CER. §257-80(0) Q)
4 ‘Was CCR received dwug the reportng

period? Ifamsweris no, no additfonal
|Information required.

!

5. Was 21l CCR conditioned (by weting or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfll?

conditioned (wetted) PTIOT 10 WEnsport o

6. Ifresponse 1o question 5 is no, was CCR.
landfll working face, or was the CCR.not

susceptable to fugitive dust generaion?

L 7. ] Was CCR spillage observed zt the scale or on

Iandfll access Toads? I
Was CCR fugitive dust observed ar the / /

landHIl? If the answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

S Are current CCR fugitve dust control
measures effective? Ifthe answeris no,
describe recornmended chenges below.

10.  [Were CCR fagitive dustrelated citizen
complaints recefved dnring the rep orting
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

L 11 ’ Were the citizen complaints logged? [ I

Addidonal Notes:
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'W]E]E]K]LY COAT COMBUSTION RESIDUATL (CCr) ]_N’SJPECHON JR]EIIPORI
SING LAIDELCL.

Dater / fo~1"7-22% Inspector; }w\’% Ln_jﬂf’r\/\ AN

/ J : (‘fg Wearher Conditions:__ - {2 {fecre LVV'S’L ﬁ&; /

Time:

, Yes I No l DNotes

CCR Landfill Integrity Faspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)

1. Was bulging, sliding, xotational moverment orf ]
localized settlernent observed on the f
sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCR7 -

-2 “Were conditions observed within the cells

- . containing CCR or within the general Jandfll
operations thaTtrepresent a potential disruption
o ongoing CCR management operations? :

e N \J

3. "Were conditions observed within the cells or

within the general landfll operations that

represent a potential disruption of the safety of P
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugifive Dnst]ﬁ:_sp ecion (per £0 CER §257.80(b)(©)
4. Was CCR received durng the reporting .
period? Ifansweris o, no additional . /
- jinformation required.

"Was 211 CCR conditioned (by sweting or dust
suppresants) priorto delivery to landfill?

Iresponse to guestion 5 is no, was CCR ‘
conditoned (wewed) prior to TCanSPOITTo
landfll working face, or was the CCR. 1ot
susceptable to fugitive dust generarion?

Was CCR spillage observed atthe scale oron
Tandfll access roads?

corrective action measures belovr

-Are current CCR fughtve dust control
measures effective? Ifthe answerisno,
describe recornmended changes below.

Were CCR fughttve dustrelated citizen
complants recefved during the Teporting

8. ‘Was CCR fugitive dust observed ar the ) _
landifll? If the answeris yes, describe .
[ period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer queston

\—g'\J

‘Were the citizen complainrs Io gged? ’ ‘
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'WEE]K]LY COAT COMBUSIION RESIDUAT. (CCr) II\TSPECCIE[ON RIER ORI
AINSTING LANDFIOLL

e,

¥
Date: li/ =/ 0-25 Inspectqr: A i -
Time: Z 0 i? ‘Wearther Conditions: - /_ ) /A _
' I Yes I No , } Nozes
CCR Landfll Tntegrity Tnspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)
1 Was bulging, sliding, rotational mmovement orr ]

localized settlernent observed on the A ~

sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing | T

CCR7 . -

- 2 Were conditfons observed wwithin the cells
containing CCR or within the general Jandfil
operations thatIepresent a potential disruption

within the general Jandfill operations that
represent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Xugitive DustIn@ ection. (per 40 CFR §257.80(b)(©D)

4. [Was CCRreceived dming the reporting

—
)

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

T ongoing CCR management operarions? /’[/
3.  |Were conditions observed within the cells or ] \///

Was 21l CCR conditioned (by wening or dust - N
suppresants) pror to delivery to landfll?

Ifresponseto gqueston 5 is no, was CCR.
conditioned (wetred) Prior To wANSPOrtTo
landfll working face, or was the CCR.not
suscepmble to fugitive dust generarion?

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

Was CCR fughive dust observed ar the ' .
landTll? Ifthe answeris yes, describe .

correcive action measures below.

Are current CCR fugitve dust commrol
measures effective? If the answeris no,
descoiberecommended changes below.

complaints recefved during the Ieportmg
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

S S

L ‘Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen

1L [ ‘Were the citizen complaimrs Io gged? I !

Addidonal Notes:
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- WEEELY COAL COMBUS TION RESIDUAL (CCR) 1IN, SJP.ECIION JR'EJPORI

. I/ANWA.ND I
DataJU N Z S In@ector %/v
[

Time: <Z gf{ _ Wearher Conditions:__- ‘_/‘2 W\nw\ (
' ) Yes I No ! . Notes 7
CCR Landfl Totegrity Tnspection (per 40 CHR 5257.8) |
1 Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement or: ] -
localized settlement observed on the l
) sideslopes orupper deck of cells conrtaining
CCR7 . ) ]
- 2 Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR. or within the general Jamdfil’

operations that represent a potential disrupton

10 ongoing CCR management operafons? \/]'/
3. Were conditions observed within the cells or - I/X/

within the general Jandfill operations that
representa potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations. ‘

CCR Fugifive ]DmfIn@ ection (per 40 CFR §257-80(h)(4©)
4 ‘Was CCR received dwing the reporting :

—

period? If apsweris no, no additfonal
imformation required.

s. Was 21l CCR conditioned (by weming or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill?
Ifresponse 1o question 5 is no, was CCR.
condidoned (wetted) PHOr T TEnsporT o
lendfll working face, or was the CCR.not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. 'Was CCR spillage observed. at the scale or ox
Ilandﬂ!l access roads?

L 8. /Was CCR fughive dust observed ar the / /
L ) |

landfTll? Ifthe answeris yes, describe
corrective action rneasures belovr.
Ate corrent CCR fugitve dnst conmol
measures effective? Ifthe znsweris no,
describerecommended changes below.
Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints received during the Teporting
perod? Tfthe answeris yes, auswer question
L 11 IWcr& the cifizen complaints Jogged? . [ ‘

Addidonal Notes:

]
- - !
I .

~ | -
QXWaste CDm:cu‘.ons\I.anshg\CCR Flzn Final\Wesldy Inspecton Forh 10 2015 =1s=



