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1]

| COR Lanatm Totegcity Tnspection (per 40 CER 5257.85)

1- “Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement ori |
localized settlement observed on the .
©  |sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCR7

-2 “Were conditions observed within the cells
comtaining CCR or within the general TandfTll’
operatfons that represent a potential disruption
To ongoing CCR managemnent operations?

3. "‘Were conditions observed within the cells or

wifhin fhe g

eneral landfill operations that

represent 2 potential disruption of the safety of

the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Taspection (per 40 CER. §257.80(b)(@)

mformarion

4 "Was CCR received during the reporting
period? If answer Is o, mo addmonal

required.

| 5. "‘Was 21l CCR conditfioned (by wetdng or dust )
suppresants) priorto delivery to landfill?

G- Tfresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior T0 Wansportto
Ieandfill working face, or was the CCR not

susceptable

To fugitive dust generarion?

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

Was CCR fugitive dust observed arthe
Jandfill? Ifthe answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

S ATe current

CCR fugitive dust conwol

measures effective? If the zansweris no,
describerecommended changes below.

I10. |Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints received during the reporting
penod? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

L 11 [Were the citizen. complatnts logged? j I

Addittonal Notes:
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W’EE]KJLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCr) 11V SJE’ECIION R"IEJPORI
SEE LANSING LANDEILL

Date:, é o~ Z‘f h@ector(\ \nxr&\’atv\

" Time: —@ [ .30 Weather Condmons. 2 b lﬂ 094') Sun

I Yes ’ No ’ Nofes

-

CCR Landffll Tntegrity Tnspection (per 40 CER §257.84)

1 Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement ori |
Iocalized settlement observed on the o
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing -

CCR7 - _

-2 Were conditions observed within the cells
contalning CCR or within the general landfll
operarions thal represent 2 potential disruption
o ongoing CCR management operations?

3. "Were condidions observed within the cells or i
within the general landfill operations that -
represent 2 potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

4 ‘Was CCR received drring the reporting

period? If answer Is 1o, no additional
|Information required

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

s Was 21l CCR conditoned (by wetdng or dust A
suppresants) priorto delivery to landfill?

—

6. Ifresponseto queston 5 is no, was CCR.
condioned (wemed) prior to wARSPOrTTo
leandfll working face, or was the CCR. not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

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

8. Was CCR fughtive dust observed atthe R
landfll? Ifthe answeris yes, descrbe . )
corrective action measures below.

Ate current CCR fogitive dust control
measures effectve? If the answeris no,
describe recommended changes below.

I10. |Were CCR fugittve dustrelated citizen,
complaints recefved during the reporting
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

L 11 [ ‘Were the citizen cornplaints Jogged? I ’
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- WEEELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) II\TSPECIION REJPORI
SEB Lﬂﬁ@ LANDELCL.

Date: [n’lj ~ 2\(‘ Tnspector;, A N

- ”ﬁme:_M_ ‘Weather Conditfons: - 5 i~ —7 L{ -

’ I Yes ’ No I Notes

| COR Lanasm Totegrity Tnspecion (per 40 CHR 257,55

1 'Was bulging, sliding, rotarfonal movement ori |
localized setdement observed om the .
- |sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing .

CCR7 . - |

- Were conditions observed within the ce]ls‘
containing CCR or within the general Jandfil
operarions thal represent a potential disruption
o ongoing CCR management operations?

3. Were condiions observed within the cells or -
within the general landfll operations that i

the CCR management operations.

ICCRBugEﬁveD&stInsgecﬁon (per 40 CER. §257.80(b)(<)

4. "Was CCR received during the reporting

representa potential disruption of the safety of (/

period? Ifanswerismno, no addiﬁonal

Information required.
5. IWas all CCR. conditoned (by wetdng or dust I ) }

suppresants) priorto delivery to Jandfill?

6- Ifresponse o question 5 is o, was CCR.
conditioned. Cwetted) pnor TO TANSPOItTo
landfill workdng face, or was the CCR.not
susceptable to fugitive dust generarion?

L 7 ,Was CCR spillage observed atthe scale or on.
Was CCR fugittve dust observed a2z the
landfI? Ifthe answeris yes, describe

IandfiIl access Toads? :
8_ i _
corrective action neasures below

S Are coorent CCR faghtve dust conmol
meastres effective? Ifthe answeris o,
descoberecornmended changes below_

10. |Were CCR fugitive dustrelated otz
complaints recefved during the Tep orl:mg
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

L 11 [ Were the citizen complaints Io gged? [ !

AddTidonal Notess

Q\Waste Conncca.cns\‘l’.an&n':\CGKZEJm FInaNWeeldy Iospection Forrn, 1:0_2015::1:::
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- WEEERILLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUATL (CCR) IL\TS}PECIION REPORT
SEBLANSING L.ADNDELL -

ﬁé’zk{ Inspector; L UL)&*\
- T S )

Dates

‘Weather Condidons: ‘ _

Time: V-4 &
/ Yes I No ; DNofes

|

[cmLmdﬂhfemmecﬁon (per 40 CFR. §257.84)

1. Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement ori |

localized settlernent observed on the
I,

©  |sIdeslopes orupper deck of cells containing .

containing CCR or within the general Tan &AL
operarions thaTrepresent a potential distupton

) CCrz7 i L L
-2 Were conditions observed within the cel'[s‘ . (/}

o ongoing CCR managernent operations?

within the general 1andffll operations that '
represent a potential disruption of the safety of 154

"Were conditions observed withn the cells or 3
the CCR management operations.

4.  [Was CCRreceived during the reporting
period? IfanswerIs o, no addmonal

l CCR Fogitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(5) (<)

Information required.
’ 5. Was =1l CCR conditioned (by weting or dust
suppresants) priorto delivery to Jandfil?

6- Ifresponseto question. 5 is no, was CCR.
conditoned (wered) PTIOT T0 TRENSPOITio
landfll working face, or was the CCR.not
susceptable to fugitive dust generarion?

7. I'Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on.

Iandfill access roads?

2ndfill? T the answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

.Are current CCR. faghive dust conmol
measures effective? Ifthe answeris no,

descoberecommended changes b elow_

10.  |Were CCR fugitive dustrelated otz

complaints recefved daring thexep om:ug
pedod? Ifthe answeris yes, auswer question

L 8. /Was CCR fughive dust observed ar the ‘ / / .
1 .

L 11 [ Were the citizen complaints Io gged? / I

Additonal Notes:
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QNWaste Conncmiom\la_ing\cc&?]m Fn=2IWeekly Iospection Forh, 10 2015=1s=



