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Yes No , Notes

CCR Landfill Integrity Inspection (per 40 CER 8257.34)

1. “Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
localized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCR? . -

2. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells
comtaining CCR or within the general landfll
operations that represent a potential disruption
0 ongoing CCR management operations?

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general Iandfl operations that
Tepresent a potential disroption 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
mformation required.

NIANEASS

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

6. Ifresponse 1o question 5 is no, was CCR.
conditioned (wetted) pror to tramsport to
landfill working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitve dust generation?

7. ‘Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or om
Jandfll access roads?

8. 'Was CCR fugitive dust observed ar the
1and@fill? If the answer is yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

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

10.  |Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints received during the Teporting
period? If the answer is yes, answer question

11 Were the citizen complaints logged?

Additional Notes:

|
g |
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Notes

CCR Landfll Integrity Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.34)

i

Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
Iocalized settlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells contaiming
CCR7 - -

L

‘Were conditions observed within the cells
containfng CCR or within the general landfll
operations that represent a potential disruption

0 ongoing CCR management operations?

M.

‘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 CFR §257.30(5)(4)

4.

‘Was CCR received during the reporting
period? If answer is no, no addifional
Information required.

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

Ifresponse 1o question 5 is no, was CCR -
conditioned (wetted) pior o Tansport 1o
landfill worldng face, or was the CCR not
susceptable o fugitive dust generation?

‘Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
landfl] access roads?

‘Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfili? Ifthe answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

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

10

| {Weze CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen

" complaints received during the Teporting

period? If the answeris yes, answer question,

11

Were the citizen complaints logged?

Addidonal Notes:
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/ Date; %/gﬁ}’/}& @E Inspectfg?:iétg'SH\T:L
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’ Yes ’ No ’ Notes

CCR L2ndfll Tntegrity Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.34)

i Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or

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

—

CCR7

2 ‘Were conditions observed within the cells
containtng CCR or within the general landfll
operations that represent a potential distuption
© ongoing CCR management operations?

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or

Tepresent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

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

4. ‘Was CCR received during the reporting
) period? If answer is no, no additional
- Information required.

Vﬂ
withio the general landfill operations that ' U\
\/

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

6.  |Ifresponseto question 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) pnor TO ansport 1o
landfill working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. Was CCR spiflage observed at the scale or on
IandfTl access roads?

8. ‘Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfili? If the answeris yes, describe
corrective action rmeasures below.

9. Are current CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? If the answeris no,
describe recormnmended changes below.

10.  [Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints received during the Teporting
L period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

L 11.  |Were the citizen complaints logged?

A.dditonal Notes:-

I
. 4"
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Notes

CCR Landfll Integrity Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)

1.

Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
localized setlement observed on the
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
CCRY -

|

L]

‘Were condfaons observed within the ce]ls'
containing CCR. or within the general landfll

o ongoing CCR management operations?

operations that represent a potential disruption

'Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that

the CCR management operations.

represent a potential disraption of the safety of

CCR Fugitive Dast Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(5)(4)

4.

'Was CCR received during the reporting
perzod? If amswer is no, no addifional
mformation reguired.

Was 2l CCR conditoned (by ‘weling or dust

suppresants) prior to delivery to landfill?

Tesponse 10 question 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) Drior 10 transportto
landfiMl workdng face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust geperation?

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

"Was CCR fugitive dust observed ar the
landfili? Ifthe answeris yes, describe

corrective action measures below.

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

10.

Were CCR fugitive dust-related citizen
complaints received durng the Teporting
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question.

| 1L

Were the citizen complaints Io gged?

Additional Notes:

~

1
1
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/ Date; j/ Q @’9@9_5 ___Inspector:. Wﬁﬁ% O . ) %
T:?me:q?{ 642 @ ﬁ@%%fea&er Conditions: WQ" m "’ % “@\ i/\:\* _' )E%@ 'w e
J Yes ’ NoJ 5 Notes

CCR Landfill Tntegrity Tuspection (per 40 CFR 5257.834)
1 'Was bulging, sliding, rotational moverment or
- localized setlement observed on the i \//
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing I
CCR? - B -
2 ‘Were conditions observed within the cells
contzinfng CCR or within the general landfll

L

operations that represent a potential disruption . \/
to ongoing CCR managerment operations?

3. |Were conditions observed wwithin the cells or |, ) j
within the general Iandfill operations that i &/

Tepresent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.80 ®©®)
4 ‘Was CCR received during the Teporing ‘

) period? If answer is no, no addifional V

- mformation required.

| 5. Was all CCR conditioned (by wemting or dust

suppresants) prior to delivery to landfll?

6. Ifresponse 1o question 5 is no, was CCR.

conditioned (wetted) pdor o {ransporcto

landAll working face, or was the CCR.not

susceprable to fugitive dust generation?

7. ‘Was CCR spiflage observed at the scale or on

landfill access roads?

8. ‘Was CCR fugitive dust observed ar the

landfi1i? Fthe answeris ves, describe

corrective action measures below.

9. Are current CCR fugitive dust conrrol

measures effective? If the answer is no,

describe recommended changes below.

10.  |Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen

commplaints received during the Teporting

| period? Hthe answer is yes, answer question .
! 11 ’Were the citizen complaints logged? ! i T
Addidonal Notes:

!
- . +
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