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Notes

CCR Landfill Integrity Fnspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)

1 ‘Was bulging, sliding, xotational movement orr ]
localized settlement observed on the i
sideslopes orupper deck of cells contaiing

™0 ongoing CCR management operations?

3. “Were condiiions observed within the cells or .
within the general landfill operations that i
represent a potenfial disruption of the safety of

the CCR management operations. '

CCR Fugitive Dust Faspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b)(@)

CCR7 R _ \/L/
-2 “Were conditions observed within the cells
i contzining CCR. or within the general Jandfil’
operatfons that represent a potentizl disrapdon

4, ‘Was CCR received dming the reporting
period? If answerIs no, no addifonal

1nformation required

) 5. Weas 2l CCR. conditioned. (by weting or dust i
suppresants) priorto delivery to landfll?

R Ifresponse to question 5 is mo, was CCR.
conditoned (wetred) prior To transportto
landfll working face, or was the CCR. 1ot
susceptable to fugitive dust generarion?

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

1andfill? If the answeris yes, describe
corrective action measures below.

L 8. /Was CCR fughive dust observed arthe ) _

S. .Are current CCR fagldve dust comrrol
measures effecive? If the answeris no,
describe recommmended changes below.

10. [Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen,
complaints recefved during the TIeporting
period? Tfthe answeris yes, answer question

11.  |Werethe cifizen complaimrs Io gged? I ’

Addidonal Notes:
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Weather Conditions: % 5

Time:, \/1’ /(//

] Yes | v |

Notes

CCR Landffll Integrity Faspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)

——

1.

Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement OI' i
localized settlement observed on the .
sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCR7 -

Were conditions observed within the cells
containmg CCR or within the genera] landfil "
operations that represent a potential disrapion
to ongoing CCR management operations?

‘Were conditions observed within the cells ox
within. the general Jandfill operations that
represent 2 potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dusth@ ection (per 40 CFEFR. §257-80(0)(«©)

4.

‘Was CCR received during the reporting
period? IfanswerIsno, no addiional

Informedon required.

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

conditoned (wetred) Drior T0 wansportto
landfll working face, or was the CCR.not

Ifresponse to questdon 5 is no, was CCR
susceptable to fugitive dust generadon?

Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
1landfill access Toads?

landfill? Ifthe answeris yes, describe

‘Was CCR fugitive dust observed arthe )
corrective action measures below.

Are current CCR fugittve dust comrrol
measures effective? If the answeris no,
describe recommended changes below.

10.

Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
commplators recefved dudng the xeporting
pedod? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

| 1L

l ‘Were the citizen complainrs Io gged? ’

Addidonal Notes:
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Dates Cf "/ 2 "Zj Inspector:

’ V 6 ‘Weather Conditions: 6/[ C /(/'i U‘/é)

Time:/
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CCR Landfil Integrity Inspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)

1. ‘Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement o::r ]
localized settlement observed on the i
©  |sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCR7 ) _
-2 Were conditions observed within the cells

containing CCR or within the general Tandfill "

operatfons that represent a potential distupdon

o cngoing CCR management operations?

3. "Were conditions observed within the cells or X
withm the general landfill operations that -
represent a potential disruption of the safety of

the CCR management operations. '

4. ‘Was CCR received during the Teporing

CCR Fuogitive DustInsp ection (per 40 CEFR §257.80(D)(«)

period? Ifanswerisno, no additdonal
information requited

’ 5. Was 21l CCR conditioned (by weming or dust )
suppresants) priorto delivery to landfill?

6. Kresponseto quesdon 5 is no, was CCR.
condidoned (wetred) Drior 10 Tansport to
landfill working face, or was the CCR.not
susceptable to fagitive dust generarion?

7. lWas CCR spillage observed atthe scale or on ’ -

landfill? Ifthe answeris yes, describe
comecve action measures below.

Tandfill access roads?

Are corrent CCR fugitdve dust conmrol
measures effecive? If the answeris no,

descoberecommended changes below.

L 8. /Was CCR fugitive dust observed arthe /

Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complainrs recefved duting the reporting
period? Tfthe answeris yes, answer queston

L 11 [ ‘Were the citizen complaints Iogged? I I

Addidonal Notes:
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Datex qﬂj "Z—> Inspector:

- <2

Time: 3 : ‘7/ s Weather Conditfions:

= [ m T

CCR Landfill Integrity Inspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)

1. "Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement orv ]
localized settlement observed on the .
sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCR7 -

-2 Were conditions observed wwithin the cells
containing CCR. or within the general landfl”
operations tharrepresent a potential disruption
to ongoing CCR mnanagement operatons?

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or 5
within the general Jandfill operations that -
represent a potential disruption of the safety of

the CCR menagement operations. A

CCR Fugitive Dast Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b) ()

4. 'Was CCR received during the Ieportng
period? Tfamswerisno, no additfonal

informarion required.

"Wes 21l CCR conditioned (by weting or dust
suppresants) pdor to delivery to landfill?

Ifresponseto queston 5 is mo, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) Prior 10 TANSPOILTO
landfill working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

Jandfill access roads?

lapdfill? Ifthe answeris ves, describe

L 7 IWas CCR spillage observed atthe scale oron
L corrective action measures below.

/Was CCR fugttive dust observed arthe

-Are cument CCR fugitive dust control
measures effective? Ifthe answeris no,
descoiberecommended changes below.

10. [Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citizen
complaints recefved daring the reporting
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

[ 1L [Were the citizen cormplaints Iogged? ( ;

Addidonal Notes:
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