’

- WEERLY COAT COMBUSTION RESIDUAT Cccr) Jl\TS:PECHON REPORT
SERB SIING L ANDELCL. -

Dates i!/’ 26~ 25 Tnspector; /SAM{(QA' W

T Time: JD 05 Weather Conditfons: - _
. [ Tes / Vo J WNVofes

{ CCR Landfm Tztegrity Tuspection (per40 CER. §257_84)
1 Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement or - ] -
localized setdement observed on the i
©  |sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

r
CCR7 - - M//
-2 Were condifions observed ~ithin the cells

containtng CCR. or within the Seneral Tand il

operarions tharrepresent o Ppotental dsrupion '

T ongoing CCR memagement operadons? N

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or .
within the general Jandfll operations that N
representa potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugifive Dust Taspection (per 40 CFR. §257.80() (@)
4 Was CCR recefved during the reporting
period? Fansweris 1o, no addmional g/
information required.
| 5-  |Wesall CCR conditoned (oy wening or dust ' i
L / Suppresants) prior to deli¥ery to landfnz /[

. Eresponseto queston 5 is o, was CCR. /[

R e

condidoned (weted) PTiOL TO TansportTo
l=ndflll working face, or was the CCR not M
susceptable to fugitive dust Seneraron?

7- /W‘as CCR spillage observed at the scale oron

12ndf1] access roads?

Was CCR fagfive dast observed atthe
Iandfill? FFthe answeris yes, describe
corrective action mmeasures Below.

describerecormmended changes below.

| Were CCR fugitive Gustreiated cIizen
complalnts recefved during the rep orting
period? Ifthe ansteris Jes, answer question,
fWere the citfizen complatars Io gged?

-Additonal Notes -
‘\N -
-~ i . - - -

QNWaste Com:cicns\lan.ﬁng\CCKEJzn I—.T:::xI\'W‘ccldy Taspecton Fordh, 10 2015 =~




Date: g’ié// f’ ¥ - ZS Tnspector: ] U=n
T Time: /i $/Wearher Conditfons:__ -

. , Yes , o 4[ ] Votes
CCR Landfill Toteertty Tuspection (pexr 40 CER 5257.349
1 Was bulging, siding, rotationzl movement or - -
localized settlement observed on the i L///
T |sideslopes orupper deck of cells contaiming r
) CCR7 ) .

- 2L ‘Were conditions observed wrthin the ;e]Is‘
containtng CCR. or within the general Iandffll
operarions ThaTrepresent = Ppotental dsruption

™ ongoing CCR management operations? /]l/\

‘Were condffons observed within the cells or .
within the general TandfTL operations that :
Tepresent 2 potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

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

L 4 Was CCR. recetved during the reporting

period? Ifanswer s mo, no additona]
Information required.

Wzs 2l CCR. conditioned &y wening or dust )
,@Preszzms) priorto delivery to landfll?
Iresponseto queston S is no, was CCR.
conditioned (weted) prior o TEnSport o
landifnl working face, or was the CCR.not
susceptable to fugitive dust generafon?
/W‘as CCR spillzge observed at the scale or on,
Iandfill access roads?

Was CCR fophiive dast observed atthe /

7.

5.
6.

8
1andfll? TFthe answeris ves, describe
correctve action measures below.

= -ATe current CCR. fugitive dast comxol

measures effective? IFihe answerisno,

describerecommended changes below.

10- [Were CCR fagtive duserelated cittzen

complaints recefved duting the rep orting
pericd? Ifthe answeris Jes, answer question

11 [Werethe citizen complaints logged?

A ddifonal Notes
] - - .
. = - " . -
i - - - . -
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- WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION KESIDUAL (CCR) Il\TS:PECHON REPORT

ANSING- T.ANDELL,
Dates_§/-/C — z5 Inspector: X M (CESIIN
" Tfme: Z o Weather Conditions:__ - i an N N
. / Yes ,/ Vo ] WNofes 7

ECRLER&@ Totegx ¥y Tnspeciion (pexr40 CER 5257.849)
1. "Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or- -
localized setdement observed on the i
©  |sideslopes orupper deck of cells contaning

i CCRZ . -

-2 Were condifions observed within the cells
containing CCR. or within the general Iandfll
operarions thatrepresent a Ppotential dsraption

© ongoing CCR management operations? /f
3. [Were conditions observed within the cells or i VIL

within the general Jandfill operations that
Lepresent 2 potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Taspection (per 40 CER.§257.80(b)(4)
4 "Was CCR received. Gwing the reporting

I
¢

period? Ifamswer Is mo, no addions]
information required.

I suppresants) priorto delfvery to landfll? I )
6. responseto questdon S is o, was CCR.
conditoned (wemed) PTior 0 tTEnsportTo )
landfll working face, or was the CCR not ,
L susceptable to fugidve dust generation?

7. !Was CCR spillage observed at the scale oron

s ,‘W‘as 2ll CCR conditioned (by welrng or dust

1andfTl access roads?

I1andfill? TEthe answeris yes, describe
corrective action easures b elowr

L ) -ATe current CCR fagitve dust comrol

Was CCR fugitive dast observed arthe / }

meastres effective? Ifthe answeris no,
describerecommended changes below:
10. [Were CCR fugttive dustrelated cifzen
complaints recefved, daring the rep orting
period? Ifthe answeris Jes, answer question
L 11.4]Were: the ciizen complaints Jogged?

A AT Tonal Notes
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'
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- WEEELY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) ]I\TS-ZE'ECHO

N REPORT

SING LATDEICL
Date: Mg/ ( - 2\5 Tnspecto M\‘\;\k\
T ST
Timae: qg i, Weather Conditfons: DV AN Lk _
; I Yes , No I ) Nofes

CCR Landfll Tategrity Tnspection (per 40 CER 5257.89)

1. "Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or -
localized settlement observed on the i
© |sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing
CCR? - -

iyl

-2 ‘Were conditions observed within the cells
containtng CCR. or within the Seneral Iandfill
operations thatrepresent a potential disrupton
To ongoing CCR rmanagement operations?

— L ]|

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

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

4. |Was CCR received during the reporting
pedod? Ifansweris mo, no additonal
Informarion required.

s
/1
M.

L]

s- "Was 2]l CCR. condftioned Oy weming or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfl?

6. Iresponseto guestion S is 1o, was CCR.
conditoned (weted) Drior To TEnsportto
landfll working face, or was the CCR ot
susceptable to fugitive dust generaion?

7. ‘Was CCR.spillage observed ot the scale or on
Tendfll] access xoads?

1andfTl? FFthe answeris yes, describe

8. Was CCR fugittve Fust observed atthe
corrective action measures below.

-ATe current CCR fugittve dust comrol
measures effective? Ifthe answeris o,
describe recommended, changes below-

10.  [Were CCR fugitive dustreiated citizen
complants recefved dnring the reporting
pefiod? Ifthe answeris Jes, auswer question

T

[ II;JWere the cltizen complatnrs logged?

A.ddIonal Notes-

hanih B TP S
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