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CCR Landfill Totegrity Tnspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)

/

"Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal mmovernent or - |
localized setflernent observed on the i
sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCR7 - -
‘Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general land Tl
operartions thaT represent = potential disruption
To ongoing CCR management operations?

‘Were conditions observed withm the cells or 3
within the general Iandfll operations that i
Tepresent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dast Taspection (per 40 CFR.§257.80(5) “@)

A

Weas CCR xeceived duding the reportng
period? IfanswerIs no, no additional

Information requited.

Was 21l CCR conditfoned. (by weling or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landll?

Ifresponseto gqueston 5 is no, was CCR.
conditioned (weted) prior o TTEnSporT o
landfill working face, or was the CCR.not
susceptable to fagitive dust generarion?

Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on.
Tandfill aceess xoads?

Was CCR fagitive dust observed. atthe
1andffl? IFthe answeris yes, describe
corective action measures below

-ATe corent CCR fugitive dust comrol
measures effective? Ifthe answeris no,
describe recommended changes below.

Were CCR fugitive dustrelated citzen
complaints recefved during the rep orting
period? Ffthe answeris Jes, answer question

11

Were the citizen, complaints Jogged?
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CCR Landfll Toteprity Tuspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)

1 Was bulging, sliding, rotational movernent or -
localized settlement observed on the i
©  |sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

] CCR7 .

-2 “Were conditions observed within the ée]ls‘
containing CCR or within the general Tand il
operations that represent z potential distuption

3. ‘Were condidions observed within the cells or X
within the gener=] Tandfll operations that i
represent a potental disruption of the safety of
the CCR managerment operations.

CCR Fugifive Dust Fnspection (per 40 CER. §257.80(b)(4)

/IIT/
0 ongoing CCR management operations? /’L

4. Was CCR received dufng the rep orting
period? Tfanswer is o, no additonal

s. Was 211 CCR. condiioned by wening or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landallz

information required.

6. Fresponseto queston 5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) PIiOI TO TRUSpOItTo
landfT! wordng face, orwas the CCR ot

susceprable to Thgitive dust generarion?
7. JWB CCR spillage observed at the scale or on

IandfT access roads?

landfill? Ifthe answeris ves, describe

‘Was CCR fuglttve dust observed at the .
corrective acfon measures below.

S -Axe current CCR fugittve dust commol
measures effective? Ifthe answeris o,
describe recommended changes below.

10.  |Were CCR fugitive dustreiated chtfzen
complaints recefved. during the rep ortiog
period? Ifthe answeris Jes, answer question.

L 11 lWere the cittzen complatnts Jogged?

Additonal Notess
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7 I Yes , o , IVozes

CCR Landfll Totegrtty Tuspection (per 40 CER 5257.88

Was bulging, sliding, rotarionzl Tnovernent or -
localized settlement observed on the I
- [sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

i CCRZ .

-2 Were conditions observed within the éel'[s‘
containing CCR. or within the general Jand&ll
operaiions that represent = potential dsruption

within the general Iandfill operations that
represent a potental disruption of the safety of
the CCR managernent operations.

CCR Fugitive Dast Taspection (per 40 CER. §257.30(b) @)

4 Was CCR received dwing the reportng
period? Ifansweris no, no additonal

o ongoing CCR management operations? l/f/
"Were condiions observed wirhim the cells or | V-{A

Infornaton required.
5. [Wesell CCR conditioned (by weting or dust I ’ i

suppresants) prior to delivery to landflz

condiioned (werted) Drior 10 TEnsport o
landfll workdng face, or was the CCR.not

6. Ifresponseto queston 5 is no, was CCR
susceprable to Tugitive dust generztion?

7. Was CCR spillage observed at the scale oron
1andfill access Toads?

8. Was CCR fugitive dust observed arthe R
Iandfili? ¥ the answeris ves, describe .

corrective action measures below.

Imeasures effective? Ifthe answeris no,

describerecommended changes below-

10. |Were CCR fughtive dustrelated citzen
complaints recefved dudng the Ireporting

L 9. -ATe current CCR fagittve dust coxrol

period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

L 11 ]Were: the citizen complaints Iogged? ( T ’

-Additonal Notess
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Date: %’ 2 - 5 Inspectoz \ m

Time: g : \5 Weather Conditions: S i M V\\
} Yes , No ] IVotes
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CCR Landfll Totegrity Tuspection (per 40 CER 525784
1 Was bulging, sidmg, rotatfonal mmovement or -
localized settlement observed on the "
©  |sideslopes orupper deck of cells contaming

) CCRZ i //L/
-2 Were condifions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general Jandmll ]
operarions that represent = potential disruption

T ongomg CCR rmanagement operations?

3. ‘Were condiions observed withm the cells or .
within the general Iandfll operations that 1
represent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugifive D‘ast]bs_p ection (per 40 CFR.§257.80(b)(9)
4. ‘Was CCR received during the reporting

=
)

1

period? Ifamsweris o, no additional
informarion required.

5. Wes 211 CCR. conditioned by weting or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landli?

6- Tfresponseto quesdon 5 is no, was CCR,

condidoned Gmemed) DIiOX T0 Transportto

landfill worldng face, or was the CCR oot

susceptable to fugitive dust generarion?

7 ‘Was CCR spillage observed ot the scale oron
Jland:ﬁ]l access roads?

Was CCR fughitve Fast observed at the R
landfll? TEthe answeris yes, describe .

corrective action measures below / 1

S -Are corrent CCR fugittve dust comrol
Ineasures effective? Ifthe answeris 1o,
describe recommended changes below.

10- Were CCR fugitive dustrelated cItizen
complaints recefved duting the Teporting
pediod? Ifthe answeris yes, ancwer question

! 11. ’Were the citizen complainrs Iogged?

Additfonal Notess
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