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WEEELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) IN: S-JE'ECHON REPORT

- . SE® Smemmmr,
Date; FD?'Q 2 7 - (2 ‘\—1[ h@ector' @M L/k_z/b\/\
Time: / 2 Y r_z'We:aJ:th: Condmonr L 3( C/ i '/f all

I Yes ’ No I DNozes

| COR Tandsm Tutegrity Faspection (per 40 CER 5257 89

1 "Was bulging, siding, rotatfonal movement ori |
localized settlement observed on the .
sideslopes orupper deck of cells conta:mmg

CCR2 -

-2 "Were conditions observed within the ceIIs'
containing CCR. or within the general Tandfill "
operations that represent a potentizl disruption

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

LCCangfﬁve Dust Inspection (per 40 CER. §257.80(5)(4)

4. Was CCR received duing the reporing

period? Ifamswerismo, no addional

to ongoing CCR.Inanagement operations? l/{/
3. “Were conditions observed within the cells or - )
withn the general landfll operations that -

{Ixformarion required.
s. Was 21l CCR conditioned. (by weting or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfll?

condimioned. Cwetted) pnor TO TAnSPOICTo
Tandfll worddng face, or was the CCR. not
susceptable to fugitive dust generatfon?

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

landfl? Ffthe answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

L 6.  |Eresponseto guestion 5 is no, was CCR.

8. /Was CCR fugittve dust observed ar the / / i .

S. Are corrent CCR fogidve dust conmrol
measures effective? Ifthe answeric 1o,

describerecormmended changes below.

I0.  [Were CCR fagitive dustrelated ortizen
complaints recefved during the Teportng
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

L 11 IWere: the citizen complaints logged? ] ]

Addifonal Notes:
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- WEEELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) II\TS-PECIION REPORT

oo mq L
Dater =5 ~C(— 2 \_e Inspector, \J\D\/‘_‘y

© Time: C7 3 O Weather Conditions: %L’\ vv\\ ? /Y
\ ’ Ye_,r , No I Notes

LCCRIaudﬁllMegﬁfy]’n@ecﬁon (per 40 CER 5257.84)

1 "Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal moverment ori |
locelized settlemnent observed on the o
sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing -

CCRz - -

-2 "Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR. or within the general JandSll
operarons that represent . porential disropdon
o ongoing CCR menagement operaiions?

3. "Were condidons observed within the cells or X
within the general Jandfill operations that ‘
Tepresent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

] CCR Fugitive Dust Tnspection (per 40 CER §257.80(5) (@)

4. [Was CCR received during the reporing
pericd? If answerismo, no addirional

Information required.
5. Was 21l CCR conditioned. (by wetdng or dust
suppresants) priorto delivery to Jandall?

condidoned (wemed) DTIOT O ransport o
landfill working face, or was The CCR.not

6. Ifresponse to queston 5 is no, was CCR.
susceptable o fugitive dust generation?

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

1andfill? Fthe answeris ves, describe

Was CCR fugittve dust observed ar the j _
corrective action measures below.

Are cuamrent CCR fugittve dust conmol
measures effective? Ifthe answeris 1o,
describerecommended changes below.

‘Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citicen
complaints recefved during the Teportng
period? Ifthe answeris yes, auswer question

11 /Wcre the citizen complaints logged? [ j

-
-
-

Additonal INoTes:
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- WEEEKIL'Y COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) H\TS-JEEC'JEIEON REPORT
LINSING LATNDEILE. B

Dai&:jf\ “’{\ —IZL{‘ Inspecto ‘/\!V\J;‘\J‘\Dc/\

Tome: 27 j > Weather Conditionszc/ \ & u-%)\ @ 5 __

Loz | w Noses

|COR Lanas Tutegrsty Taspection (per 40 CFR 5257.89)

i Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movernent or .
localized settlement observed on the o
sideslopes orupper deck of cells conTalning -

CCR7

-2 "Were condiions observed within the r;eI[s'
containing CCR. or within the general JandHll
operations tharrepresent a potental disrupton

within the general landfill operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR m=nagement operations.

) CCR Fugitive Dust Faspection (per 40 CER §257.80(5)(4)

4. [Weas CCRrecefved dudng the reporting

. L/ T .
o ongoing CCR Tnanagement operations? ‘//
3.  [Were condiions observed within the cells or i L/J’\

period? Ifanswerismno, no addiional

information required.
. Was all CCR conditioned (by weming or dust l . ’

suppresants) priorto delivery to Jandll?

lan @11 working face, orwas the CCR.not
susceptable to fugitve dust geperatdon?

7. /Was CCR spillage: observed at the scale or on

8

6. Ifr&_rponse o queston 5 Is no, was CCR
conditioned. (wemed) PLIOT T0 TRnSportto
L Tandfll aceess roads? :
_ "Was CCR fughtve dust observed arthe ’
landfll? Ifthe answeris yes, describe

corrective action measures below.

measures effective? Ifthe answeris no,

Ate corent CCR fogitve dust control |
describerecommended changes below.

S,
10-  |Were CCR fughtive dustrelated citizen

period? Tfthe answeris yes, answer question

L complaints received during the Ieporting

11- /Were: the citizen complaints Jogged? I ;

AddTTonal Notes:

i
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SERB SING

- WEEELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) JU.\TSBPECHON REPORT

ANDFEIOLL.

AL e—

Dates 2 - 7 - 'Zt? Inspector,

Time: 5 s 05 Weather Condifions- - (S AR 9//? -
| I Fes , No , Nozes

| COR Tanas Toregrity Taspection (per 40 CER 5257.849)

1. 'Wes bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movernent o} ]
locelized settlement observed on the o
sideslopes orupper dedk of cells containing -

CCRZ -

-2 "Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR. or within the genersl landfll "
operarions thatrepresent 2. potemial disruptdon
o ongomg CCR management operations?

3. "Were conditions observed within the cells or -
within the general Iandfill operations that i
representa potental distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

e \JJ

LCCRFU._g:‘ﬁve ])z;sf:]b@ ection (per 40 CFR. §257.80(b)(@)

4. [Was CCR received dming the reporting
pertod? If answer is o, no addiional

Informadon required.

’ 5 Was all CCR conditioned (by weming or dust
suppresants) prior to delfvery to landfl?

’ _

::
g
g

6. Iresponseto question S s no, was CCR.
conditioned (wetred) prior to transportto
lendfill working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fughtive dust generaion?

"Was CCR spillage observed. at the scale or on
landfd] access roads? :

|

l/

landiTl? Ifthe answeris yes, describe

Was CCR fugittve dnst observed ar the )
corrective action mmeasures below.

|

|

Are curent CCR fughtve dust conrrol
measures effective? Ifthe ausweris 1o,
descziberecormmended changes below.

: [ 7.
- L 8.
L S.
10. |Were CCR fugittve dustrelated citizen
complaints recefved duarmg the Teporting

period? IFthe answeris yes, answer question.
L 11 ]Wer& the citizen complaints logged? j
Addittonal INoTess :
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