o

- WEEELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
ANSING LANDFILL :

Dates, - 2 L L/ Tnspector: s

Time: A,S . 741[1/ Wearher Conditions: __- é"u\/\/\/‘x/ %/\7 _
’ Yes ’ No , INofes

CCR. Landfill Tutegrity Taspection (per 40 CER §257.84)

1]

1. "Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement or-

- Iocalized settlement observed on the [ /
- |sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCRZ

2 Were conditions observed within the cells

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

3. Were conditions observed within the cells or . '
within the general landfill operations that i L]
represent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

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

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

- information required.

5. Was a1l CCR conditioned (by wetming or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill?

6. Ifresponse to queston 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior t waNSPOItTo
landfill working face, or was the CCR not
suscepteble to fugitive dust generation?

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

8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed ar the
landffll? T the answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

oS Ate current CCR. fagitive dust conrrol
measures effective? If the answer is no,
describe recormmended changes below.

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

11 JWere the citizen complaints logged? [ ,

Addidonal Notes:
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Date:

s

- WEEELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL ccr II\TS-ZPECIION REPORT

SING LANDFILL

¥ - 24~ “H Tnspector; My

NG

Time: 4 ©L2S Weather Conditions: - A A2

~
;r.L/L‘

’ Yes / No ,

WNotes

CCR Landfill Fotegrity Tospection (per 40 CER §257.39)

1.

Iocalized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing

CCRY

"Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or- ]

]

‘Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general Jandfill
operations that represent a potendal distuption

to ongoing CCR management operations?

‘Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfll operations that
represent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

\

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

4.

Was CCR received during the reporting
period? If answer is no, no additional

information required.

Was all CCR conditioned (by weling or dust
suppresants) por to delivery to landfill?

Ifresponse 1o queston 5 is no, was CCR.
conditioned (wetted) prior to transportto
landfill working face, or was the CCR.not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

'Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
Iandf1l access roads?

Was CCR fugitive dust observed ar the
landfill? Tfthe answeris yes, descrbe

corxrective action measures below.

Are current CCR fugitive dust conmrol
measures effecive? If the answeris no,
describe recommended changes below.

10.

Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints received dudng the reporting
pedod? Ifthe answeris yes, answer queston

1I.

‘Were the citizen complaints Io gged?

Additdonal Notes:
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Date: g \6 Z'Lé

4

- WEEELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) H\TSPECHON ]RJEJPORT

W LANDFILL.
Inspector;, Uon

Time: z . L{qf ‘Weather Conditions: __- Sw "'\)
, Yes I No Notes 7
CCR Landfll Tntegrity Tuspection (per 40 CER. 5257.84 {
1. "Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or -
localized settlement observed on the [
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCRY . _ -
2. Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent a potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management operations?
3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or

within the general Iandfill operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR managerment operations.

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

Was CCR received during the reporting

4
period? If answer is no, no additional
informaton required.

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

6. Ifresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR.

conditoned. (wetted) prior_to Tansport o
landfill working face, or was the CCR.not

susceptable to fugitive dust generartion?

Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on,
Tandfill access roads?

8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed ar the
{lendfill? Tf the answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.
S. Ate current CCR fugitive dust conmol
measures effective? If the answeris no,
describe recommended changes belovr.
10. Were CCR fugitive dustrejated citizen
complaints received during the reporting
pedod? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question
11.  |Werethe citizen complaints logged? [ 1
-Additonal Notes:
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"

- WEEELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) _'ﬂ\TSPECTION REP ORT
SEB LANSING LANDFIOLL

Date:, ;\A“v‘k\ R IASY \ﬂs_pector C/

Time:__[< “«') 3 o ‘Weather Conditions: -C 1@ "/ii

] :
, Yes , No ’ ) Nofes

CCR Landfill Tntegrity Tnspection (per 40 CFR 5257.84)

1 ‘Was bulging, siding, rotational movement or
Iocalized settlement observed oxn. the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCRZ . -

2. “Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operarions thet represent a potental disruption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

3. "Were conditions observed within the cells or 5
within the general 1andfill operations that i
represent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

NENEAS

CCR Fugitive ]DtlstInspecﬁon (per 40 CER §257.80(b)(4@)

4.  |[Was CCR received during the reporting
period? If answer is no, 0o additional
Information required.

\
N

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

6. Ifresponse to gqueston 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior o transportto
landfll working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

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

8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed. ar the
|lan@fll? If the answeris ves, describe
corectve action rneasures below.

S Ate current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answerisno,
describe recormmended changes below.

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

11.  [Werethe citizen complaints Iogged?

Addidonal Notes:

i
- J
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" WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (s(eity) INS-PECIION REPO

S@ATS].N L ANDFIOLL
Date; {x"’% v -24 Tnspector: ! U;‘\V\’\

Time: ‘Zia Do Wearther Conditions: S e A

’ Yes ’ No I

WNotes

CCR Landffll Tntegrity Tuspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)

1. Was bulging, sliding, rotational moverent or
localized settlernent observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing

CCR7

S

1
2. “Were conditions observed within the cells
contaiumg CCR or within the general landfil \/
operatons thar represent a potential disruption
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 o
the CCR management operations.

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

4. [Was CCR received during the reporting M
period? If amswer Is no, no additfional

Information required.

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

6. I response to question 5 is no, was CCR.
conditioned (wetted) Prior to transportto
landfill workdng face, or was the CCR.not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

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

8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed atthe
[landfl? If the answeris yes, descdbe
corrective action measures below.

9. Are carent CCR fagitive dust conmol
measures effective? Ifthe answeris no,
describe recommended changes below.

10. |Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints received during the Ieporting
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

11.  |Werethe citizen cormplaints Io gged? [ ,

Addittonal Notes:
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