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- WEEELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL Cccr II\TSPECIION JREIE’OIRI

AINSTING A.NJD:E?[I,L
Dafe- if/ vg é%% Inggectz_ ; ' i/\-)’\

" Time: Z Ef) Weather Conditions-__~ LA ¢ J Z?i _'

, Yes l No I DNotes

CCR Landfll Integrity Tuspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)

L1

1. Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or - |

Iocalized settlement observed on the [
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing C/’

CCR7 -

-2 Were condltlons observed within the ce]ls
conmzining CCR or within the general landfill | —
operations that represent a potental disruption
o ongoing CCR managernent operztions?

1
3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or 3 .
within the general Jandfll operations that i l/
represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCRFu.gfﬁve])ﬁst]hspecﬁon (per 40 CER §257.80(b)(4)
4. Was CCR received Guring the reportng - ’
period? Tfamswer is no, no additional L/
Imformation required.

5. "Was 21l CCR conditioned. (by weting or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to Jandfill?

6. Ifresponse to queston S is no, was CCR.
conditioned (wetred) Drior To Tansportto
landfll working face, or was the CCR.not
susceprable to fagitive dust generation?

7. Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on

jlandfill access roads? i

landfill? Ifthe answeris yes, descrbe
’correcu’ve action mmeasures belovw.

L &. Was CCR fugitive dust observed arthe .

9. Are cuzrent CCR fagitive dust comrol
mmeasures effective? If the answeris 1o,
describerecommended changes belov.

10.  |Were CCR fogitive dustrelated citizen
corplaints received during the rep orting
peiod? Tfthe answeris yes, answer question

11. [Were the cifizen complatnrs Io gged? ’

Addifonal Notes:-

|
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- WEEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL cer) INSPECIION REP ORT

& LANDFEILL
Date:, %ﬁ 92; &S Inspectm

Time: 45.{‘06 ‘Weather Conditions:__- %U\h\\ ; / '
’ Yes / No ’ Notes

CCR Landfill Tategxity Tuspection (per 40 CER 5257.89

— |

1 Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or - |
Iocalized settlement observed on the [
sideslopes or upper deck: of cells containing y’j

CCR2? i _ .

-2 "Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR. or within the generzl landfill L/ L
operarions tharrepresent = potential disroption
o ongoing CCR managernent operations?

3. ‘Were conditions obsexrved within the cells or s
within the general landfill operations that i !/ L
represent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

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

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

s. "Was all CCR conditioned. (by weting or dust A
suppreszants) prior to delivery to Jandfill?

6. fresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR.
conditioned (wetted) DTiOT TO Transport o
landfll 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? X

8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed ar the -
landfili? Tfthe answeris ves, descbe .
corective action measures below. )

9. Are crrent CCR fogitive dust comtrol
measures effective? If the answeris no,
describe recommended changes below.

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

11.  |Were the citizen complaints logged?

Addidonal Notes:
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WE]E]K]LY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (Bl®i2q] JI\TSPECIION REP ORT
LATSING LANDEILL

Dater &~ /7 4 5 Inspectors -
Time: j /7 L{Z/ ‘Weather Conditions:__- /v (Jr f\—/j/; _
I Yes ] o l . Notes 7
CCR Lanafill Fategrity Fuspection (per 40 CER 5257.84) {
1. Was bulging, siding, rotational movement or L -
Iocalized settlement observed on the )
A ©  [sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing T
CCR? . ) - ]
-2 “Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR. or within the general landfll oL
operations tharrepresent a potental disruption L/

To ongoing CCR managernent operations?

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

represent 2 potenfial disruption of the safety of “U/
the CCR management operations.

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

4. [Was CCR received duwring the reporting
period? Tf answer Is no, no additional
Information requited L

5. Was 21l CCR conditioned. (by weting or dust . )
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill?

6. Ifresponseto queston S is no, was CCR
conditoned (wetted) prior To wansporto
landfdll working face, or was the CCR.not
susceprable to fugitive dust generation?

7. ‘Was CCR spillage observed atthe scale or on
Jlandfill access roads? )

8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed atthe -
landfill? Ifthe answeris ves, describe .
corrective action measures below. )

S. Are cuzrent CCR fugitive dust conmol
measures effective? If the answeris no,
descrbe recommended changes belosy.

10.  [Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints received daring the rep orting
pericd? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

11.  [Were the citizen complaints Io gged? ’ ’ ]

Additonal Notes:

e L (T
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Date:

- 7- 25

Inspector,

Weather Conditions: L\j ”’&

Time: E L A

| 7 |

CCR Landfill Tnfegrity Tuspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)

1

Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal mnovement or -
Iocalized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing

CCRZ . ) .

L

S—

‘Were conditions observed within the cells’
containing CCR or within the general Jandfill
operarions that represent a potential disruption
o ongoing CCR managerment operations?

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

CCR Fugitive Dust Tnspection (pex 40 CFR §257.80(5)(4)

4.

‘Was CCR received dwing the reporting
period? If answeris mo, no additional
Information requited.

Was 211 CCR conditioned (by weming or dust
suppresants) priox to delivery to landfll?

Ifresponse to queston S is no, was CCR
conditioned (werted) prior 10 wansportto
1andfll working face, or was the CCR.not
susceptable to fugitve dust generation?

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

Was CCR fugitive dust observed arthe
landfll? Ifthe answeris yves, describe
corective action measures below.

Are current CCR fagitive dust commrol
measures effective? Ifthe answeris no,
describe recormmended changes belosy.

10.

Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints received darng the rep orting
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer guestion

11

‘Were the citizen complatnts Jo gged?

A.dditfonal Notes:
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WEJEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCr) INSPECIION JR]EJPORI

%.NSH\T &L, DEILL.
Date: ? % - QLS Inspecto U-)fh_g—
Time: E ?? (f{ ?/Weather Conditions: % AT V\ 5 %/ _'

’ Yes ’ No I Notes

CCR Landffll Integrity Inspection (pex 40 CER 5§257.84

e

1 “Was bulging, sliding, rotational movermment ox - l
localized settlement observed on the i
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing

CCR?

\

-2 Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfll

operarfons that represent a potental disruption -
to ongoing CCR management operations?

AN

3. "Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general Jandfll operations that
represent 2 potenfial distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Faspection (per 20 CER. §257.80(b)(&)

4.  [Was CCR received during the reporting
period? If answer Is 1o, no additional
information required.

NIRAN
N

5. Was a1l CCR conditioned (by weting or dust N
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfll?

6. Ifresponseto queston 3 is no, was CCR.
conditoned (wetted) prior to TTAnSPOItto
landfll working face, or was the CCR.not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. 'Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
L |Iandfill access roads? B

8 ‘Was CCR fugitive dust observed atthe .
1andfill? Ifthe answeris yes, describe .
corrective action measures below. i

| 9. |Are current CCR fugitive dust comol
measures effecive? If the answeris no,
descdbe recommended changes below.

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

11.  |[Werethe citizen complaints Io gged? ’

Addidonal Notes:
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