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- WEERLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) II\TS-PECHON REPORT
SING LANDEILT. -

Dates %A ) ”@3 Inspector Ww\f\},
T Time: 2. 5O Weather Conditions: - €O \ @)%{/ i? kl/ ¥ o3
. l Yes I No / ] WNozes 7

CCR Landill Intesrity Tnspeciion (per 40 CHR §257.84)
i Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement or - -
localized settlement observed on the j
©  |sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCR7 . _
-2 Were condifions observed. within the cells

comtaining CCR or within the Seneral Jandfl
operations thaT represent a potentdal disrupdon

w0 ongoing CCR management operaions? V’[

3. ‘Were conditons observed within the cells or X
within the general Iandfill operations that ‘
Tepresenta potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

I

]
?
7}_

5. Was 211l CCR. condiioned. by wening or dust

CCR Fugifive D&stIn@ ecion (per 40 CEFR §257.80(5)(4))
4. [Was CCR received during the reporting
pertiod? Tf answerisno, no additonal /{
Informadon required.

, Suppresants) prior to delivery to land{llz
L 6-  |Eresponseto queston 5 is no, was CCR

condifioned (weted) DIIOT T0 WaEnSportio
landfn working face, orwas the CCR.not
susceptable to fughive dust generarion?

7. Was CCR spillage observed at the scale oron
1andfil] access roads?

landfill? T the answerds vyes, descdbe
comectve action measures b elow.

L 9-  |Arecurrent CCR fugiive dust commool

measures effective? Tfthe answeris o,

8. /Was CCR foghtve dust observed at the / ’
describe recommended changes belov. /

10 ‘Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen,
cornplaints recefved doring the rep orting
period? Tfthe answeris JES, answer question
L 11 }Were the citizen comnplaints Jogged? ’
AddTonal Noress -
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- WEEELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) II\TS-PECIION REPORT

Dates % - LS 5 Tnspector; i SJ\S?;%I@E&L

T Time: j o1 Weather Conditions- '7"/‘& S C}(. _

i
. , Yes ’ No ’ Nozes

CCR Landfm Totegxity Tuspection. (per 40 CER 525789
i 'Was bulging, siiding, rotational movernent or-
localized setlement observed on the i
© |sideslopes orupper deck of cells contaming

CCRZ - -
-2 Were conditions observed ~vithin the cells

containing CCR. or within the general Jandfll

operations thatrepresent = potential disToption

o ongoing CCR mmanagement operations? ]

3. ‘Were conditons observed within the cells or X
within the general landfill operations that - v
represent a potentizl disruption of the safety of \d
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fuogifive Dust Taspection (per 40 CER. §257.80(b)(4)

4. [Was CCRreceived during the Teporting P
perfiod? If answeris no, no additionsal /
information required.

5. Weas 21l CCR. condiioned. &y wening or dust .
suppresants) prior to delivery to lendi? } J

conditoned. (wemed) prior to tensportio
1andfll workdng face, or was the CCR oot
susceptzble to fughive dust generarion?

7 Was CCR spillage observed at the scale oron
1andfill access roads?

L 6. |Eresponseto queston 5 is no, was COR,

8. Was CCR fughive dust observed atthe
landT1? Tfthe answeris Yes, descdbe

corrective acfon measures b elow.

L 9. |ATe cumrent CCR fugitive dust commal

meastres effective? Ifthe answeris no,

describe recommended changes below.

10 [Were CCR fugitive dustreiated citizen
complaints received Goring the rep orting

Deriod? Ifthe answeris Jes, answer question

L lI;JWcre the cItTzen complaints 1o gged?

A.ddfFonal Notess
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" Time: 2 - 3&
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Notes

CCR Landfll Integxity Fnspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)

1

Was bulging, siding, rotatfonal mmovementor - |
localized setilement observed on the i
sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCR7 -

‘Were condifions observed. within the cells
containing CCR. or within the geners] Tandfll
operartions thaTrepresent a poteniial disTaption
T ongoing CCR management operations?

‘Were conditions observed within the cells or .
within the general landfl operations that i
Lepresenta potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugifive Dust Taspection (per 40 CER. §257.80()(4)

4.

Was CCR received durimg the reporting
period? If amswer Is mo, no additional
information required.

Wes 2l CCR conditioned by wening or dust
Suppresants) prior to delivery to landinz

Eresponseto queston S is 1o, was CCR.
conditoned (wered) Drior o TEnsportTo
landfll working face, or was the CCR. ot
susceptable 1o fugitive dust generarion?

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

7.

Iandfili? TF¥the answeris yes, describe

Was CCR fugfitve dust observed atthe
corrective action measures b elow.

8

S

-ATe current CCR fugitve dust conol
measures effective? IFthe answeris o,
describe recommended changes below-

|
k
.

0.

‘Were CCR fugitive dustrelated cifzen
complaints received doring the Teporting
period? Ifthe answeris J&S, answer question

11

’ Were the citizen complaints Jogged?

L ddifonal INotes
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- WEEELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT

Date: %( ~H-z5 In@ectoz 8 Tﬁw

Time: /i ’2 < o Weather Conditions- 5‘-&/“ ‘”‘-'% W («@ ~
} Ye; I No I Nofes

CCR Landfll Tategrity Inspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)

i Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movernent or - |
localized settdement observed on the '
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing

CCR7 - -
-2 Were condifions observed within the cells
containing CCR. or within the general Tandfil L
operarions thatrepresent a potential disTuption
to ongoing CCR management operations? U

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfll operations that
Tepresent a potential distuption of the safety of |
the CCR managernent operations. //

CCR Fogitive Dust Faspection (per 40 CFR. §257.30(b) @)

4. T'Was CCR received during the reporting 8

period? If amswer Is mo, no additional V
Information required.

e S

5. ‘Was a1l CCR condidoned (by wetting or dust )
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfn?

6. Ifresponseto gueston 5 is no, was CCR.
conditioned (wered) Prior o wansportto
landfll working face, or was the CCR. ot
susceptable to fughtive dust generation?

1andfll access roads? i

7. ,Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on -

Was CCR fugittve dust observed ar the R
landfill? Tfthe answeris yes, descdbe .
corrective action measures below:

9. -A1e carrent CCR fugittve dust comrol
measures effective? Ifthe answeris no,
describerecommended changes below.

10.  [Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citzen
complaints recefved during the Teportng
pedod? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

L 11. ’Wer& the ciizen complaints Io gged? ’

-L.dditonal Notes:
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