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Date:

Time: | . ”{ ? ‘Weather Condidons:
| . ’ Yes ’ No I Notes

CRIandﬁHIncegcztyIn@ecnon (per 40 CER 5257.84)

localized settflement observed om the
sideslopes orupper deck of cells contaiming

S
-

L "Was bulging, sliding, rotational xaovernent ori

CCRZ .
"Were conditions observed within the ce]ls“

containing CCR. or within the general Jandfll -
operarfons thal represent a porential distupdon

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

S ]

' CCRFUg:I’ﬁV&JDU—St]&IS_p ection (per 40 CER. §257.80(1) (@)

4. Was CCR received duing the reportme

w0 ongoing CCR meanagement operations?
3. [Were conditions observed within the cells or . i
within the general 1Tandf1l operations that -

period? If answerismo, no addimional

informaton required.
5. Was all CCR conditfoned (by wewing or dust ;
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfl?

condidoned (wetred) Drior 10 T=nsportto
landfll working face, orwas the CCR. not

6. Ifresponseto guestion 5 isno, was CCR
susceprable to fugitive dust generadon?

7. fWas CCR spillage: observed at the scale or on

Was CCR fughitve dust observed ar the
landTl? Ifthe answeris ves, describe

Iandfll access roads?
corrective acfon measures below. / / ]

-Are corrent CCR fugittve dust conmol
measures effective? Ifthe answeris o,
describexecommended changes below_

10.  |Were CCR fagittve dustrelated oz
complaiuts received daring therep ortmg
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

L 11 I ‘Were the citizen complaints Io £ged? ( ]

Addidonal Notes:

et (TYRN
'

- ;L.
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Time: 1O . (7T ‘Weather Conditions: &t

| e | | Notes

| COR Landsm Yategrity Tnspection (per 40 CER. 5257.54

'Was bulging, sliding, rotational moverment ori |
localized settlement observed on the 0
sideslopes orupper deck: of cells containing -

CCRZ . -
Were conditions observed within the cells

containing CCR. or within the genersl Jandfl -
operarions ThaTrepresent a potential dsrapton
Lo ongoing CCR. management operations?

“Were conditions observed within the cells or X
within the general ITandfl operations that -
represent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

LCCRFugiﬁveD'&stInsp ection (per 40 CFR §257.80(5)(4)

4.

Was CCR received dwing the reporting
period? Ifanswerisno, no addnional

E
‘/[

informarion requited.
‘Was 21l CCR condiioned. (by weting or duast
suppresants) priorto delivery to landfill?

] |

Ifresponseto question 5 is no, was CCR.
conditoned (weted) Drior T TENSport o
landfil]l working face, or was the CCR.not
susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

'Was CCR spillage observed ar the scale or on
1=ndfill access roads?

1andfTll? IEthe answeris ves, describe

'Was CCR fugiive dust observed at the ’
corrective action measures below.

Are camrent CCR fugittve dust control
measures effective? Ifthe ausweris o,

describerecormmended. changes below.

10.

Were CCR fugitive dustrelated cifizen
complaints received duting the Teporting
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

| 1z

jWere the cifizen complatnrs Iogged? /

Additfonal Wotes:
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Dates

- %UV\\-\ % (,4 )

Time: l 7 L( 5 ‘Weather Conditions-
IVofes

I Tes | o

fgcxlmamxufemh@ecﬁon (per40 CER 5257.34)

1 "Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement ori |
localized settlement observed on the .
©  (sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

T ongoing CCR meanzagement operations?

— 1 | ]

3. "Were condmions observed within the cells or X
wihn the general landfill operations that -
representa potential distuption of the safety of

CCRr7 -
-2 Were conditions observed within the ce]ls
containing CCR or within the geners] Jandfll - !
operations Thatrepresent a potential dIsropton.
the CCR managerment operations. C///

4. Was CCR received duing the reporting

’ CCR Fugifive D'&sﬁ]&:sp ecfion (per £0 CEFR §257.80(5)(4Q)
v /

period? Ifanswerismo, no addiional

|Inforrmanon required.
S. Was 2l CCR conditfoned (by weting or dust )
suppresants) prior to delfvery to Jand{ll?

conditoned Gwetted) PO TO Transportto
landfll working face, orwas the CCR not

L §.  |Erxesponseto question 5 is no, was CCR.

susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. ’Was CCR spillage: observed at the scale or on

landfll? Fthe answeris yes, describe

Iandfill access roads? :
corrective action measures below. / /

-Are corrent CCR. fugitive dast conmol
measures effective? Ifthe answeris o,
describexecommended changes 'below_

L 8. )Was CCR fughive dust observed aT the
L 9.

10.  |Were CCR fugittve dustrelated citis
complaints recefved dudng the Iep omg
pedod? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

L 11 IWcre: the citizen complainrs Io gged? I j

A dditfonal Notes:
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Dates

e -
z'.e35 Weather Conditions: - C[o v é\h Z 7

Time:

’ ‘ ‘ Yes I No I Nozes

@memmhspecﬁm (per 40 CER 5257.84)

1 "Was bulging, sliding, rotatfondl movement ori |
localized settlement observed on the N
- [sideslopes orupper deck of cells contammg

i CCRZ .

- Were conditions observed withn the ce]ls‘
containtng CCR or within the general Jandfll |
operarfons tharrepresent a poteniial disraption

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general Iandfill operations thet
Tepresent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

(g
To ongoing CCR menagement operarions? /I[

LCCRFugrtwe Dusf:Insp ection (per 4£0 CFR. §257.80(5) (D)

J

4 Was CCR received drng the reporting
period? Ifanswerisno, no addirional

information required.
5. Was 211 CCR. conditoned (by weting or dust I ) }

suppresants) priorto delivery to landfl?

conditioned. (wemted) prior to tansportto
1andfll working face, or was the CCR.not

L 6-  |Iresponseto guestion 5 isno, was CCR.

Susceptable to fugitive dust generation?

7. fWas CCR spillage observed. at the scale or on

Iandfll access rozads? .
landffl? Ifthe answeris ves, describe / / ] )

8. /Was CCR fugftive dust observed ar the

corrective action rneasures below.

L 9. |Are cumrent CCR fugittve dust commol

measures effective? Ifthe answeris o,
describerecormmended changes below.

10. Were CCR fugitive dustrelated cltizen
corgplaints recefved during the Teporting
pefiod? Ifthe answerisyes, answer question

ﬁ

L 11 }Were the citfizen complaints logged?

Addifonal Notes-
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INSPECITION REPORT

SJ%MWQLWML
Date: jfﬁg ﬁi" 2 Lﬁf Inspector; M ) tOif\%—’\ .
Y —
T Times ﬁ O L{ Wearther Conditions:__ - | C7 %h W _'
1 . ’ Yes ’ No I Notes —[
]

| COR Tanam Toteerity Taspection (per 40 CER 5257.89)

Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonsal mmovement or} ]
localized settlement observed on the o
sideslopes orupper deck of cells COnTaIning -

CCRZ - -
Were conditions observed withtn the cells

comtainmg CCR. or within the general Tandall "
operations thalrepresent a potential disruption
o ongoing CCR managerment operations? )

"Were conditions observed within the cells or X
within the general landfll operations that |
representa potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR managernent operations.

CCR Fogifive Dust Taspection (per €0 CER. §257.80(b)(S)

4

‘Was CCR received during the Teporing
period? Ifansweris no, no additonal

information required. ,
Was a1l CCR conditioned. (by sreming or dust
suppresants) priorto delivery to landfll?

Ifresponseto question 5 is mo, was CCR
conditoned (wetred) Prior o trEmsport to
landfll working face, orwas the CCR.not
susceptable to fiugitive dust generation?

IWas CCR spillage observed at the scale or on

Was CCR fugittve dust observed arthe
landfll? Ifthe answeris yes, describe

Iandfill access roads? :
correctve action measures below. /

s.

T T T

-Are cumrent CCR fugittve dust control
measures effective? Ifthe answeris no,
describerecormmended changes below.

‘Were CCR fugittve dustrelated citizen
complatnts received during the Teporting
period? Ifthe ensweris yes, answer question

L 11

I ‘Were the citizen complatmrs Io gged? [

-Addifonal Notes:
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