;

- WEERLY COAYL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR)

WENK SJE'E CIION REP OJRI

2D , SER L.AINSI: G LANDFEILL.
Date: WA ZRd ZV{ Tnspector;
Time: ‘Weather Condidons: - ‘ _'
; Xes , No I Nozes j

| CCR Lanamm Tategrity Taspection (per 20 CER 5257, 89

1 Wes bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement ori |
localized setlement observed on the o
©  [sideslopes orupper deck of cells contalning .

.

CCR7 R B
- 2 Were conditions observed within the cells

containing CCR. or within the general Iandﬂli
operatfons thar represent . potential disrupdon

"Were conditions observed within the cells or -
within the general Iandfill operations that i
represent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

] CCR Fugifive Dust Tnspection (per 40 CER. §257.80(5)(4)

4 "Was CCR received dwing the Teporting

period? Ifanswerismno, no atidmonal

informarion required.
!Was all CCR conditoned (by weting or dast I

5.
suppresants) prorto delivery to Jandal?

o ongoing CCR mznagerment operations? L/}/

Ifresponseto question 5 Is no, was CCR.

susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

‘Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
1andfiTl access roads? :

landfii? Tfthe answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

conditioned Cwemed) PriOr TO Transportto
landfill working face, or was the CCR. ot

/Was CCR fugittve dust observed ar the i / /

Are current CCR fughtve dust commol
measures gffective? Ifthe answeris no,
describerecommended changes b elow.

I10.  |Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citig
complaints recefved during the TIep on:mg

period? IFthe answeris yes, answer queston

L 11. ;Were: the citizen cormplaints Jogged? , J
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- WEEELY COAT COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR)
SEE LANSING LANDEILL

Y—7 7~

Date:

z H/ Tnspector;

’

INSEECTION REPORT

Time:

‘Weather Condirions:

T T T e

N

CCR Landfill Totegrity Taspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)

1 'Was bulging, siiding, rotatfonsal moverment ori |
locelized settlement observed on the N

©  [sideslopes o

rupper deck of cells containing

CCR7

- Were conditions observed withfn the ceI[s‘

comtaining CCR or within the general landﬂtt ’
operarions that represent a porential &srapton

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.

' CCR Fogifive D‘r:vsf:In@ ection (per 40 CER §257.80(0)(«©)

"Was CCR received during the reporting
period? IfanswerIsmo, no addltzonal

Information required.

]

’ 5. Was all CCR condigoned (by weming or dust i
suppresants) priorto delivery to Jandall?

6 IfresponseTto quesdon 5 is mo, was CCR.
conditoned Gemed) PrIoT TO WEMSPOoItTo
landfill working face, or vas the CCR.not

susceptable

To Tugitve dust generation?

7. I'Was CCR spillage observed atthe scale or on,

Tandfll access roads?

land 17 IE

correcve a

the answerls yes, describe
ction measures belovwr.

ATe coorent

CCR fughtve dust conmrol

mezasures effective? Tfthe answeric oo,

L 8. /Was CCR fughiive dust observed arthe
} describerecommended changes 'below_

10.  [Were CCR fugitive dnstrelated otz
complatats recefved during the Iep ortmg

perod? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

L 11 /Were the citizen complaints Jogged?
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Date:

%’-[O T Inspector

]

- WEEELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSBPECHON REPO,

SEE LAINSING LANDELCL.

Time:

‘Weather Conditions:

I Yes I No ’ DNotes

| CCR Landsl Toreerity Taspection (per 40 CER 5257.89)

1

"Was bulging, sliding, rotational movernent ox) i
localized settlement cbserved on the .
sideslopes orupper deck of cells comtaining -

CCR7 -

Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfll
operarions thatrepresent z potental disTuption
To ongoing CCR management operations?

‘Were conditions observed withm the cells or X
within the general Jandfll operations that g
representa potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR managernent operations.

] CCR Fugitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(5) &)

4

Was CCR received dming the reporting
period? Ifanswerisno, no addiional

5.

mformation required.
Was a1l CCR condrioned (by weting or dust
suppresants) prior to deltvery to Jandfll?

VF
S
.

-

Ifresponseto queston S is mo, was CCR.
conditioned (wetred) prior to wansportto
landfill worddmng face, orwas the CCR.not
susceptable to fugitive dust generatdon?

-
!
L

!Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on,

Was CCR fughve dust observed arthe
landffl1? Ifthe answeris yes, descdbe

IzndfIl access roads? :
corrective action measures below. /

Are carrent CCR fugittve dust contol
measures effective? If the answeris no,
descoberecommended changes below.

Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints recefved daring the Teportng

period? Ifthe answeris ves, answer quesﬁbn
L 11 IWere: the citizen complainrs Io gged? [ ]
Additonal Notess -
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WEEE]LY COAL COMBUSTION RES]DUAJD (CCr)

INSPECTION REPORT

5 &_{ SERB LA G LAIDEICL.
Dates A/ -o-< Inspector;
Tirme: ‘Wearther Conditions:__- )
. ' I Yes I Vo I ] ‘[
| COR Tanafm Tategrity Taspection (per40 CER §257.84) |
1 "Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement ori |
localized settlement observed on the o
R ©  [sideslopes orupper deck of cells contammg I,
CCRZ - - H
- =

-2 Were conditions observed within the ceﬂs
containing CCR. or within the seneral Tandfll
operarions that represent a potentizl disruption
To ongomg CCR Inanagement operations?

3. "Were condftions observed within the cells or s
within the general Tandfll operations that -
represent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

/ CCR Fugitive Dust Taspection (per 40 CER. §257.80(5)(4)

4.  [Was CCRreceived dwing the reporing
period? Ifamswerismo, no addiional

Informadon required.
] 5. Was all CCR. conditioned (by weling or dust
suppresants) priorto delivery to Jandfill?

s
e
s

6. Fresponseto gquestion 5 is no, was CCR
conditoned (wetted) PIiOr To TanSportto
landfll working face, orwas the CCR. 1ot
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

. [ 7. !Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or om

8. Was CCR fugitgve dust observed arthe
landfN? Ifthe answeris yes, describe

Iandfill access Toads? :
correctdve action measures below / /

Are coorent CCR fogifve dust control
measures effective? Ifthe answeris no,

describerecomnmended changes below.

I10. |Were CCR fugttive dustrelated citizen
complaints received during the Teportng
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer queston

L 11 /Were: the citizen complatuts Jogged? { 1

Addifonal Notes:

~ i .-
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