ot

- WEEELY COAL COMRUSTION RESIDUAL (CCr) INSPECIION ]RJEJPORT
SIN LANDFILL
-2 ~2Yy

Date; Tnspector; / T ﬁ\"\/\

Time:

Z%L%ther Conditions: __- ')// lz'ai AO r 3/4[0

’ [J Yes I No I Notes

CCR Landfill Tntegrity Tuspection (per 40 CER §257.84)

1 "Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or -
Iocalized settlement observed on the ) , n
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing h
CCR7 -

.

2 Were condmons observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill e
operarions thatrepresent a potential disruption
to ongoing CCR managernent operations?

3.  |Were conditions observed within the cells or 5 1T
within the general landfill operations that ; Y B
Tepresent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Fnspection (per 40 CER §257.80(05)(4))

4. {Was CCR received duing the reporting
period? If answer is no, no additional /
information required.

5. "Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfili?

6. Ifresponse to queston 5 is no, was CCR.
condidoned (wetted) PIicr 10 transportto
landfill working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

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

8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed atrthe
landfill? If the answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

9. Are current CCR fagitive dust conmrol
measures effective? Ifthe answeris 10,
describe recommended changes belovwr.

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

11.  |Werethe citizen complaints Io gged?

A.ddidonal Notes:

f
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- WEEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPOR’

J I EXLL )
Date: 7 ~22-&{ Inspectw o

Time: ey - iﬁ; Weather Conditions: __* (1 1/ ny-/{ ﬁj\

, Yes l No ’ _ Notes

CCR Landfll Tategrity Tuspection (per 40 CER §257.34)

1. Was bulging, siding, rotational movement or
localized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR7

A\

2. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells

containing CCR or within the general Jandfil /
operations that represent a potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

3. ‘Were conditons observed within the cellsor |
withm the general Jandfll operations that ‘ 1
represent a potenfial disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.-

CCR Fugitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b)(4))

4.  [Was CCR received during the reporting
period? If answer Is no, no additional /

- information required.

5. Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
suppresants) pror to delivery to landfll?

6. Ifresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR
conditoned (wetted) prior 10 transport to
landfill worldng 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 fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? If the answeris yes, describe
corrective action rmeasures below.

9. Are cument CCR fagitive dust control
measures effective? If the auswer is no,
describe recornmended changes below.

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

11.  |Were the citizen complaints Iogged?

Additonal Notes:

J
E i’
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- WEEELY COAL CONBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPEC'IION REP O]R'I
ANSING LANDEILL

Date: 7’/ S-= Lé Inspector U"h)/

Time: ” - L/ﬁ Weather Conditions: - 50\,;«» ~
7 ’ Yes ’ No , . Notes

CCR Landfill Tategrity Tospection. (per 20 CFR §257.84)

— 1 |

1. 'Was bulging, siding, rotational movement or
Iocalized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR2? -

2. Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill | —
operarions that represent a potential distuption 2
to ongoing CCR management operations?

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that

represent a potential distuption of the safety of o
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Tnspection (per 40 CER §257.80()(4))

4.  |Was CCR received during the reporting L
period? If answer is no, no additional

information required.

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

6. I response to questdon 5 is no, was CCR.
conditioned (wetted) prior 10 Tansportto
landfill workdng face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitve dust generation?

7. Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
L Tandf1l access roads?

8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed arthe
landfMl? If the answeris yes, describe
corrective action mmeasures below.

9. Are current CCR fagitive dust conmol
measures effective? If the answeris no,
descrbe recommended changes below.

10.  |Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
cormplaints received durding the reporting
period? Ifthe answer is yes, answer question

11.  [Were the citizen complaints logged?

Addidonal Notes:

|
B J’
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Date:

s

WIE]E]K]LY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL ccry INSPECIION REP ORI

SERB LS
Inspector;

(-8 —2y

C ¥ s A

G I FJUCI,

—

" Time: .30

‘Weather Conditions:__- %

dn AN

[ [ m

E -

’ . WNotes

L1

CCR Landfill Integrity Tuspection (per 40 CER §257.80)

1.

Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement or' ]

localized seftlement observed on the
sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing
CCR7 . _ N

‘Were conditions observed within the cells
containmg CCR. or within the general landfll’
operations that represent a potental disrupton
to ongoing CCR management operations?

‘Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landffll operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of

the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Taspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b)&)

4.

Was CCR received during the reporting
period? If amsweris 1o, no additionzl

information required.

Wes 21l CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfll?

I response to gquestion 5 is no, was CCR
condidoned (wetted) prior t0 transport o
landfill working face, or was the CCR not
susceprable 1o fugitve dust generation?

Was CCR spillage observed at the scale oron
Iandfll access roads?

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

Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answeris mo,
describe recommended changes below.

10.

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

| 1L

I Were the citizen complainrs logged? [

Addidonal Notes:
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- WEERLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCr) INSPECCIDEON RER ORI

G—I.«él\]])m:ﬂ;
Date; ZL‘% Inspector, fﬁm yk\ﬁ —

Time: % ‘03 Weather Conditions: O Y™ 2/ !i/s//* é 5

T T w T o

-

[CCR Landfll Integrity Tnspection (per 40 CER 5257.84

1 'Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement ori |
Iocalized settlement observed on the "
sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCR7

2. Were conditions observed within the cells
conmining CCR or within the general landfll -
operarions thatrepresent a portential dHsruption
o ongoing CCR menagement operations?

3 ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that
represent 2 potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Fnspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(5)(4)

NS

4.  [Was CCRreceived dwing the reporting
period? Ifansweris no, no additional

1nformation required.

5. "Was 211l CCR conditioned (by weting or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfll?

— |

s- Ifresponseto queston 5 is no, was CCR.
conditioned (weted) prior to wansportto
landfill working face, or was the CCR.not
susceptzble To fugitive dust generation?

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

landfll? Ifthe answeris yes, describe

3. Was CCR fughtive dust observed arthe '
corrective action measures below.

S. Are cuxrent CCR fugitive dust control
mezasures effecitve? If the answeris no,
describerecommended changes below.

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

L 1L ! Were the citizen complatnts logged? j ,

Addidonal Notes:

I
]
N !

QN Waste Comccdons\lan.ﬁng\CCRZEJzn FInalWesldy Tnspection Foxh, 10 2015xlsx

' .



