N —

Date: i

Time:

WEEKLY COAL COM.BUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Tnspector: e —

Weather Conditions: ///

CCR Landfill Integrity Tnspection

1.

Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
Tocalized settlement observed oo the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR1 )

(per 40 CFR §257.84)

Yes No Notes

Wero conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent a potential disruption
to ongoing CCR menagement operations?

Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations. :

CCR Fugitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CER §

257.80(0)(4)) ,

4.

Was CCR received during the reporting
petiod? If answer is no, o additional
information required.

Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
suppresants) prior t0 delivery to landfill? .

If response 10 question 5 js no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior fo transport to
landfill working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fogitive dust generation?

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

Was CCR fugitive dust obgerved at the
landfill? If the answer is yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? I the answer 18 10,
describe recommended changes helow.

10.

Were CCR fogitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the reporting
period? If the answor is yes, answer question

11

Were the citizen complaints logged?

Additional Notes:

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosemount\CCR Plan Binal\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015.%lsx



WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) TNSPECTION REPORT
SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Dater_ _ - - — - — Inspector: _ . -

Time:__ _

‘ECR Landfill Tntegrity Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)

1. |Wasbulging, sliding, totational movement or
localized settlement obsexved on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR1 )

Weather Conditions: . — - - -

— ——

2.  |Were conditions Sbserved within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent 2 potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management 0p erations?

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

represent & potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations. -

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

CCR Fugitive Dust Tuspection (per 40 CFR §257 80(b)(4)

5, |Wasall CCR conditioned (by wetting of dust
suppresants) prior t0 delivery to landfill?

6. Tf response 1o question 5 is 00, Was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior fo transport to
landfill working face, or was the CCR tiot
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. |Was CCRspillage observed at the scale or on
landfill access roads?

8. |was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? Yf the answer is yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

9. Ao current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is no,
describe recommended changes below.
10. |Were CCR fugitive dnst-related citizen
complaints received during the xeporting
period? If the answex is yes, answer question

11, |Were fhe citizen complaints logged?

Additional Notes:

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosemount\CCR Plan Tina\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015.xlsx
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N WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT

p j % SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

y

Date: Tospector: _—— — —

e

e

i

CCR Landfill Integrity Tuspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)

1. [Wasbulging, siding, rotational movement or ~
Jocalized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
. CCR? ) ‘
3. |Were conditions Chserved within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
: operations that represent & potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management operations?
: 3. [Woere conditions cbserved within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that
; represent 2 potential disruption of the safety of
L fhe CCR. management operations. :
, ¢ '
' 4,

Time: Weather Conditions:

CR Fugitive Dust Tnspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(0) 4

Was CCR received during the reporting .
period? If answer is 1o, no additional
N information required.
i 5. |Wasall CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
7 suppresants) prior o delivery to landfill? . -_
! 6. | responseio question 5 is 10, Was CCR
' conditioned (wetted) prior fo transport to
-+ llandfill working face, Of was the CCR tiot
susceptable to fugitive dust generation? :
\— 7. |Was CCRspillage observed at the scale or 0B -—
landfill access roads?
—Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the :
landfill? If the answer is Yo, describe
corrective action measures below.

Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is 1o,
describe recommended changes below.

10. |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the Tep orting
period? If the answer ig yes, answer question
11.  [Were the citizen complaints logged? -

e

Additional Notes:

Q:\Waste Connections\RosernounfiCCR Plan FinaliWeekly Inspection Form 10_2015.xlsx
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- WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
1- SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Dater_ . Tnspector:

—_—

Time: Weather Conditionst R —

Yes No Noles

CCR Landfill Integrity Inspection (per 40 CEFR §257.84)

1.  [Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement OF

localized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR1? )

5. |Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general Tandfill
operations that represent 2 potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management opetations?

3. [Were conditions observed within the cells or

‘ within the general landfill operations that
tepresent a potential disruption of the safety of

the CCR management operations. : i

CCR Fugitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257 S04
4. [Was CCR received during the reporting
petiod? If answer is 10, O additional

- information required.
‘ X 5 |Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust \
) suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill?
o 6. |If response to question 5 s no, was CCR :

conditioned (wetted) prior to transport to
{andfill working face, or was the CCR ot
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. |Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on

landfill access roads?

8. ‘Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the

landfill? Xfthe answer is yes, describe

corrective action measures below.

9. Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is 1o,

describe recommended changes below.

10. |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen r

complants received during the reporting :

period? If the answer 1S yes, answer question

11, |'Were the citizen complaints logged? l

Additional Notes:

-

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosemount\CCR Plan Final\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015.x1sx%



= WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
! SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Date:___ Inspector:

e — - —_—

Time:__ Weather Conditions: ’/’——//
— |

\_ﬁs . No L, Notes ]

CCR Landfill Integrity Inspection (per 40 CFR §257 84)
1. |Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
localized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR1? )

5. |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 landfill operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations. L

CCR Fugitive Dust Tuspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b)4))
4. |Was CCR xeceived during the reporting
period? If answer is no, no additional
information required.
! 5. |Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
; suppresants) prior t0 delivery to landfill?

? 6. | response to question 5 is no, was CCR
' conditioned (wetted) prior to transport {0
‘, : landfill working face, or was the CCR riot

susceptable to fugitive dust generation? :

7. |Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or o1

landfill access roads?

8. |Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the

landfill? If the answer is yes, describe

corrective action measures below.

9. |Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is no,

describe recommended changes below.

10. |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen

complaints received during the reporting

period? If the answer 1§ Y68, answer question

11. |Were the citizen complaints logged? 4L*~’___”___,J

Additional Notes:

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosemount\CCR Plan Tinal\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015.xlsx




e WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
I- SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

/ ) '
‘ , Date: ! 6 - &4’ =N Inspector:
s s .
Time: [ b1 Weather Conditions: _—i_//”'—

CCR Landfill Integrity Tuspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)
1. [Wasbulging, sliding, rotational movement OF
Jocalized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR? )
2,  |Were conditions chserved within the eells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management opetations?
3 [Woere conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Tuspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b) 4y
4. |Was CCR received during the reporting ,
period? Tf answer is no, no additional )(
Y information required.
! 5 |Was all CCR conditioned (by wettmg ordust |
) suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill?

! 6. If response to question 5 is 10, Was CCR
’ conditioned {wetted) prior to transport t0
landfill working face, or Was the CCR niot
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. |Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on r
landfill access roads?
8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? If the answer is yes, describe
corrective action measures below. J
9, Ave current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is no,
describe recommended changes below. |
10. |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen ~
complaints received during the rep oxting .
period? If the answer is yes, answer question
11. IWere the citizen complaints logged?

e

Additional Notes:

-

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosemount\CCR Plan Final\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015.x51s%




Date:

Time:__  __. .

WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPOR'T

SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Tospeetor: . - —————————

Weather Conditions: I —

e

Yes No

Notes

CCR Landfill Tntegrity Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)

1.

‘Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
localized setflement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR? )

T

Wero conditions observed within the colls
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent a potential disruption

to ongoing CCR management operations?
Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of

the CCR management operations.

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

4.

‘Was CCR received quring the reporting
period? If answer is no, no additional
information required.

Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
suppresants) Prior to delivery to landfill? .

Tf response to question 5 jsno, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior to transpott to
landfill working face, or was the CCR niot
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

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

Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? Xf the answer is yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is no,
describe recommended changes below.

10.

‘Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the repotting
period? If the answer is yes, answer question

11

Were the citizen complaints logged?

Additional Notes:

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosemount\CCR Plan FinaliWeekly Inspection Form 10_2015.x1sx
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Date: Ingpector:

Time:

WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

CCR Landfill Integrity Inspection (per 40 CER §257.84)

1.

localized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR? )

PR

Weather Conditions: —’///

No | Notes

Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement 0T ‘

Wero conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent 2 potential disruption

to ongoing CCR management 0p erations?
Tore conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that
tepresent a potential disruption of the safety of

the CCR management operations.

4.

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

Was CCR received during the reporting
petiod? If answer is no, no additional
information required.

T ]

o

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

Tf response to question 5 js no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior to transport to
landfill working face, or Was the CCR niot
susceptable to fogitive dust generation?

landfill access roads?

Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? If the answer is yes, describe
corrective action meastres below.

Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on r

e —t—]

Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is no,
describe recommended changes below.

10.
|complaints received during the reporting

Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen

period? If the answer is yes, answer question

11.

Were the citizen complaints Jogged?

Additional Notes:

-

-

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosemount\CCR Plan Final\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015.x1sx
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| ‘.1 = WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
! SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

£ !
i Date: B Tnspector: L -
Time: Weather Conditions: e —
| Yes No
CCR Landfill Integrity Inspection (per 40 CFR §257 .84)
1.  |Wasbulging, sliding, rotational movement 0
localized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or uppex deck of cells containing
CCR? ) J
2,  |Were conditions ohserved within the cells
containing CCR or within the genexal landfill

operations that represent 2 potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

3 [Wore conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Tuspection (per 40 CFR §257.80 ®YD)
7. [Was CCR received during the reporting .
period? If answer is 1o, no additional
o information required.
! 5 |Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
: suppresants) prior {0 delivery to landfill? .

! 6. |If response to question 5 is no, was CCR
’ conditioned (wetted) prior to trapsport 0
landfill working face, or was the CCR 1ot
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?
7. |Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or o
landfill access roads?
8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? If the answer is yes, describe
corrective action measures below.
9, Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer isno,
describe recommended changes below.
10. |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the reporting

period? If the amswes is yes, answer question
11.  |Were the citizen complaints 1o geed?

Additional Notes: e —

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosermount\CCR Plan Final\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015.xls%




e WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
! SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Date: Ingpector:

o

Time: Weather Conditions: . —— //"/

Yes No - Notes

CCR Landfill Integrity Tnspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)

1. [Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement Or ~
Tocalized settlement observed on the

sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR? )

2, |Were conditions ohserved within the cells
containing CCR or within the genexal Jandfill
opexations that represent a potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management opetations?

3 [Wero conditions observed within fe cells or
within the general Jandfill operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

erauos.

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

4. |Was CCRreceived during the Teporting

petiod? If answer is no, no additional

. information required.

! 5, |Wasall CCR conditioned (by wetting of dust

) suppresants) prior €0 delivery to landfill? .

7 6. If response to question 3 18 N0, Was CCR

’ conditioned (wetted) puior to transport to

landfill working face, or Was$ the CCR iot

susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. |Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on

landfill access Toads?

8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the

landfill? If the answer is yo8, describe

corrective action measures below.

9. Are current CCR fugitive dust control
_ | measures effective? If the answel is no,

describe recommended changes below.

10. |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen

complaints received during the reporting

period? If the answer 1§ 5, answer guestion |
11. |Were the citizen complaints 10 gged?

Additional Notes:

Q:\Waste Connections\RosernountiCCR Plan Final\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015.xlsx
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~=

WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Date: . Inspector: —

Time:

1. [Wasbulging, sliding, rotational movement O
Tocalized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR? )

92, | Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general Jandfill.
operations that represent a potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

-

Weather Conditions: __————— /,/

Notes

No

CCR Landfill Integrity Tuspection (per 40 CER §257.84)

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

2. |Was CCR received during the reporting ,
period? If answer is no, no additional
information required.

R Fugitive Dust Tuspection (pr 40 CFR §257500)C)

5, |Wasall CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
suppresants) prior t0 delivery to landfill? .

6.  |If response io question 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior to transport to
landfill working face, Or Was the CCR niot
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

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

3. |Was CCR fugjtive dust observed at the
landfill? If the answer is yes, describe
corrective action measuIes below.

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

10. |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the reporting

period? If the answer is yes, answer question

11. |Were the cifizen complaints logged?

Additional Notes:

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosemount\CCR Plan Final\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015.x1s%



e WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
‘- SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Date: — Tnspector:__— —————————"

Time:____ Weather Conditions: "_/’/

CCR Landfill Integrity Tnspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)
1.  |Wasbulging, sliding, rotational movement Or
localizod settlement observed on the

sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR? )

5 |Wero 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 landfill operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

_ S I
CCR Fugitive Dust Juspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b) 4))
4. |Was CCR received during the reporting .
period? If answer i no, no additional
N information required.
1 5 |Was all CCR conditioned (by weiting or dust
~ suppresants) prior t0 delivery to landfili? .

/ 6.  |fresponse to question 5 is no, was CCR
' conditioned (wetted) prior to transport 0
landfill working face, or was the CCR 1ot
susceptable to fogitive dust generation?

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

3. |Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? If the answer is yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

9 Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is no,
describe recommended changes below. \
10, |Wewe CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the reporting

period? If the answer 1S yes, answer question

1. |Were the citizen complaints logged? L 7 \

Additional Notes:

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosemount\CCR Plan Final\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015.xlsx
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e WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
‘- SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Date: Ingpector:

e

e —_—

e R

CCR Landfill Integrity Tuspection (pex 40 CFR §257.84)

1. [Wasbulging, sliding, rotational movement of -
Jocalized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
| CCR? )
5 |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 landfill operations that
represent 2 potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

.?JER Fugitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b) 4)
4. |Was CCRreceived during the reporting .
period? If answer is 110, o additional
- information required.
' 5 [Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
\ suppresants) pror delivery to Jandfill? .
! 6. If response 10 question 5 is no, Was CCR
) conditioned (wetted) prior to transport to
landfill working face, ot Was$ the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?
7. |Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or oD
landfill access roads?
8. |Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? If the answer is yes, describe
\_' corrective action measures below.
9

Time: Weather Conditions:

Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is no,
describe recommended changes below.
10. |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the Tep orting

period? If the answer is yes, answer question
11. [|Were the citizen complaints 10 gged?

Additional Notes:

|
i

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosemouut\CCR Plan FinaliWeekly Inspection Form 10_2015.51s%
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Date:

Time:___ _

WEEKLY COAL COlV.[BUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Tospector: . — -

Weather Conditions:

CCR Landfill ntegrity Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)

1.

No Notes

ceesere—]

Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement oI
Jocalized setflement observed on the

sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR? o

Y

Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the genexal lapdfill
operations that represent a potential disruption

to ongoing CCR management 0P erations?

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

CCR Fugitive Dust Iuspection P

er 40 CER §257.80(b)(4)

4.

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

Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill?

If response to question 5 is 10, Was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior to transport to
landfill working face, or was the CCR 1ot
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

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

Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? Yf the answer is yes, describe
corrective action MEasures below.

Ate current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer isno,
describe recommended changes below.

10,

Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the reporting
period? If the answex is yes, answer question

11.

Additional

Were the citizen complaints log ged? L—

Notes:

Q:\Waste Connections\RosemountiCCR Plan Final\Weekly Inspection Form

10_2015.xlsx
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Lo WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Date: Inspector:

Time: ‘Weather Conditions: __’/____4_.__,-——’—/

Yes No Notes

CCR Landfill ntegrity Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)
1. [Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement Of
localized setilement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR1 T
3. [Wero conditions obseryed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent & potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management 0p erations?
3. |Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that
tepresent a potential disruption of the safety of
j the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Tuspection (per 40 CER §257.80(h)(4))

4. |Was CCR received during the reporting

period? If answer is no, 1o additional

o information required.

o 5. Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
’ } suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill? .

Tf responss to question 3 is 00, Was CCR

conditioned (wetted) prior to transport to

landfill working face, or was the CCR 1ot

susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

‘, 7 IWas CCR spillage observed at the scale oron

; landfill access roads?

8. |Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the

landfill? If the answer is yes, describe

corrective action measures below.

9 Are current CCR fugitive dust control

measures effective? If the answer isno,

describe recommended changes below.

10. |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen

‘ complaints received during the reporting

: period? If the answex ig yes, answer question

: 11, |Were the citizen complaints logged? \

N

o

p Additional Notes:
|

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosemount\CCR Plan Rinal\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015.xlsx%




= ) WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
! SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Date: Tnspestor:

- — | —

Time:

Weather Conditions: //——/’/

Notes

CCR Landfill Fntegrity Tuspection (pex 40 CEFR §257.84)
1. |Wasbulging, sliding, rotational movement or
localized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR? T

5. |Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

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

CCR Fugitive Dust Inspection (pex 40 CER §257.80(b)(4))
4 TWas CCRreceived during fhe reportiog - T
period? T answer i¢ 1o, o additional
information required.
S |Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
) suppresants) prior {0 delivery to landfill?

/ 6. |If response to question 5 is 10, Was CCR
' conditioned (wetted) prior to fransport 0
{andfill working face, or was the CCR ot
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

77 |Was CCR spillage observed af the scale or on
landfill access roads?

3. |Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? If the answer is yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

9, Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is 1o,
describe recommended changes below.

10, |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the reporting
period? If the answer ig yes, answer question
B 1. |Were the citizen complaints Jogged?

Additional Notes:

-

e ——————

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosemnount\CCR Plan Final\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015.x1sx
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WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT

SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Date: o Tnspector: [
Time: Weather Conditions:
Yes No Notes
CCR Landfill Tntegrity Tuspection (per 40 CER §257.84)
1. [Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
localized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR? o
5. [Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent & potential distuption
to ongoing CCR management operations?
3. |Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that
represent a potential 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. If response to guestion 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior to transpot to
Jandfill working face, or was the CCR 1ot
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?
7. |Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
landfill access roads? A
3. [Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? If the answer is yes, describe
corrective action measures below.
9. Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is 1o,
describe recommended changes below.
10. |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the reporting
period? If the answer ig yes, answer question
11.  [Were the citizen complaints logged?
Additional Notes:
Q:\Waste Connections\Rosemounf\CCR Plan Final\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015.x1sx
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WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT

SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE FACILITY

Date: Tnspector: . —.

Time: Weather Conditions:

Yes

No

Notes

CCR Landfill Tntegrity Iuspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)

1. [Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
Tocalized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR? o

5. [Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent 2 potential disruption
to ongojng CCR management operations?

3. |Were conditions observed within the cells or
within fhe general landfill operations that
represent 2 potential disruption of the safety of
the C'CR management operations.

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

4. |Was CCR received during the reporfing
period? If answer is no, no additional
information required.

5. |as all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill? .

6. If response to question 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior to transport to
landfill working face, or was the CCR riot
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

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

3. [Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? If the answer is yes, describe
cortective action measures below.

9. Are current CCR fugitive dust control
meastres effective? If the answer is no,
deseribe recommended changes below.

10,  |Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the reporting
period? If the answer is yes, answer question.

11. [|Were the citizen complaints logged?

Additional Notes:

Q:)\Waste Comnections\Rosermnount\CCR Plan Final\Weekly Inspection Form 10_2015 Xlsx.
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Date:

WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT

SKB ROSEMOUNT INDUSTRIAL WASTE

Inspector:

Time: Weather Conditions: ___

FACILITY

Yes

No

Notes

CCR Landfill ntegrity Iuspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)

1.

Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
localized setflement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR? )

Wero conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that represent a potential disruption

to ongoing CCR management operations?
Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust uspection (per 40 CER §257.80(h)(4))

4.

Was CCR received during the reporting
pexiod? If answer is no, no additional
information required.

Was all CCR conditioned (by wetting or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill? |

Tf response to question 5 18 no, was CCR
conditioned {wetted) prior to transport to
landfill working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

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

Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfill? If the answer is yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answer is no,
describe recommended changes below.

10.

Were CCR fgitive dust-related citizen
complaints received during the reporting
period? If the answer is yes, answer question

11.

Were the citizen complaints logged?

Additional Notes:

Q:\Waste Connections\Rosernount\CCR Pl

an Final\Weekly Inspection Form 10_20 15.x1sx




