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CCR Landfill Tategrity Tnspection. (per 40 CER §257.84)

1 Was bulging, sliding, Totational Inovement or-
Iocalized setilernent observed on the "
© |sideslopes orupper deck of cells contaiming

) CCRZ .

-2 ‘Were conditions observed within the cells
conmining CCR. or within the general Jandfil
operations thaT represent  potemial disruption

to ongoing CCR management operations?

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or |
within the general Jandfill operations that -
Tepresent a potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugifive Dust Taspection (per 40 CER. §257.80(b) (<)

4. |[Wes CCR recefved Guring the reporting
period? I amsweris 0o, no additons]
iformation required.

suppresants) prior to delivery to Iandf?

condiioned (werted) DIiOI T0 Tansportto
landfill working face, or was the CCR not

Was 211 CCR conditioned (by weling or dust } ’
susceptable to fugitive dust generation? /

Was CCR spillage observed at the scele oron
12ndATl access roads?

landfill? Tfthe answeris ves, describe

Was CCR fugittve Fust observed atthe
corrective action measures below

s.
6. Ifresponseto question 5 is no, was CCR.
8.

-ATe current CCR fugittve dust comrol
measures effective? Ifthe answerIs no,
describe recommended changes below.

9

L 7
10.  [Were CCR fagitive dustreiated chtfzen,
cornplaints recefved during the reporting

period? Ifthe answeris Jes, answer question
11 } Were the citizen complaints Jogzed?

A dditonal Notes-
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K—‘/— b/gs Inspector WQ NN

Date: E ( N

Q z < ,‘? eather Condidons: ?7 U MOAZ\X/

Time:
. I Yes , ]\729 I ) Notes

CCR Landfll Totegrty Fuspection (per40 CER 5257.34)

1. Was bulging, siding, Totarfonzal movement or
localized settlement cbserved on the
- [|sideslopes orupper declk of cells containing

to ongoing CCR management operations?
within the general Tandfll operations that
represent 2 potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCREugI&veDusﬁIn@ ecfion (per 40 CER §257.80(b)(4)
4. "Was CCR recelved. during the reporting /

period? Ifamswerisno, no additional

CCR7 .
-2 Were condifions observed within the cells
containing CCR. or within the general land Sl
operarions thar represent = potential disTaption
3. Were condifons observed within the cells or \/_//
Information required. /

‘J—\JN\lNQ

s Was all CCR condhiioned. (by wening or dust 3
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfl?

condidoned (weed) PTIOL TO Transportto
landfill workdng face, or was the CCR.ngt

6. Hresponseto queston 5 is mo, was CCR
susceprable to fughtive dust generation?

7. Was CCR spillage observed at the scale oron
landfill access roads? .

landff1? TFthe answeris ves, describe
corrective action measures below.

8. /Was CCR fughtve dust observed arthe / / i

meastures effective? Ifthe answeris ne,
describe recommended changes below.

10. Were CCR fugitive dustreiated Itizen
complaints recefved during the reporting

L S-  |are curent CCR fagitive dust comwol

period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer queston

L 11 ’Were the cifzen complaints logged? ’ T ’

-Addidonal Notess
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W]EEELY CO%}CO ON RE%IDUAL (CCRr ECIION ]RJEBE’ORI’
sg o %53 GI,AN:Dm
Date: (_7@ Inspecta

Z’D /gﬁfeather Conditions: . &C > GQKK ‘/\JM:

Time:

l Yes } No ’ Notes

CCR Landffll Totegrity Tuspection (per 40 CER 5257.84)
1. "Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or-
Iocalized settlement observed on the i
©  |sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

operations thatrepresent = potemtal disraption
o ongoing CCR manzgement operations?

MQ\JQ

3. "Were conditions observed within the cells or

withm the general Iandall operations that 3 ’
Tepresent 2 potential disruption of the safety of /

CCrz . ]
- Were condiffons observed ~vTthin the cells .
containing CCR. or within the general Tandfl

the CCR management operations. /

CCREugt&veDnstIn@ecﬁon (per 40 CFR.§257.80(p) ©) /
4. ‘Was CCR received duwTng the reporting /
period? Tfansweris no, no additional
information required.

S- Was 211 CCR. conditioned. Oy wening or dust :
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfl?

conditoned (wermed) DIIOL T0 TaiSpOrtTo
landfTll working face, or was the CCR not
susceprable to fugitive dust generation?

L - |Hresponseto gueston 5 is no, was CCR

7. ‘Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on -
Tandfll access xoads? .

landfill? Ifthe answeris yes, describe
corrective action mmeasures b elow.

9. -Ate current CCR fagitve dust comtrol
measures effective? If the answeris 1o,
describe recommended changes below:

L 8. /Was CCR fughtve dust observed at the / / -

10. Were CCR fagitive dustrelated citizen,
complaints recefved during the reportng
Derfiod? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

! 1L ’Were the citizen complaints Jo gged?

Addifonal Notes-
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- 2 Were condifions observed ~vithin the ;eﬂs'
containing CCR. or within the general Jandfll

LANDEICL. )

ﬂ QE/\/

=
. I Yes / No \JI ; Notes —[
CCR LandfMl Totepxity Tospection (per 40 CER 525784 ]

1. "Was bulging, sliding, rotatfonal movement or | -
localized settflement observed on the i
i " |sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing (/ '

CCR7 . . /

operations thaTrepresent a poteniial disTuption

0 ongoing CCR m=nagement operations? L/}/

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or 5
within the general landfll operations that -
Tepresent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

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

4. Was CCR received durfng the reporting

pefiod? Fanswerisno, no addifonal

Informarion required.

5. Was all CCR conditioned &y wening or dust _

suppresants) prior to delitery to landflz l I

6- Tfresponseto queston 5 is no, was CCR,

condifoned (weted) prior tw TEnsporT o

lendfll wordng face, orwas the CCR ot

susceptable to fagitive dust generation?

7 ‘Was CCR spillege observed ot the scale oron,

’landﬂl access roads?

Was CCR fugitve dust observed atthe

Iandfill? Tfthe answersis ves, descibe

corrective action measures below

-Ate current CCR. fugitive dust commol

measures effecive? Ifthe answer is no,

describe recornmended changes belos.

0- |[Were CCR fugitive dustxelatod citizen
complainTs recefved during the reporting
period? Tfthe answeris Jes, answer question

L 11 ’ Were the citizen cormplaints Jogged?

1
———— ]
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- W]E]EKLY COATL COWUSHOMS@U% fcm/HVSTJ@CHON REPORT
/‘w ) PaRNun AINST G L-ATFEILL, -
Dater N ]Q 6\3 h@wﬁf@"ﬂ%&b , e
/‘1 \ O A Wearher Conditfons: _\So—> i/\/\Qf )
. ! Yes ) No J ] Nozes

CCR Lanadfil Tategrity Taspection (per 40 CER §257.89 7

TIme;

i Was bulging, slidimg, rotational movementor:
localized settlement observed on the " ]
©  |sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCR7 . _ .
-2 Were condifions observed within the cells

containing CCR. or within the general Tandfll
operations thal represent a potendal disrupton
To ongoing CCR. mmanagement operations?

3. ‘Were condidons observed within the cells ox
within the general Jandfll operations that
Tepresenta potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCREugiﬁvaDustIns_p ection (per 40 CER §257.80 B @)
4. [Was CCR received Guring the reporting
period? If amswer is mo, no additional Q/
Informarion requited.
1 5 |Weas<ll CCR condtioned (oy eming or dust ’ i
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfN?
s Eresponseto question S Is 1o, was CCR,
conditioned (wetted) prior to TANSPOrTTo
landfll working face, orwas the CCR not
susceptable to Fagitive dust generation?
7 I'Was CCR spillage observed ar the scale or on
Iandfill access roads?
Was CCR fughive Fust observed atthe /

8

:
g

landfll? Tfthe answeris yes, describe

corrective action measures below.

-ATe current CCR. fugiive dust commol
measures effective? Ifthe answerisno,
describe recommended changes below:

0. [Were CCR fugitive dustreiated cltfzen
complaints received during the Teporting
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

11, [Werethe citizen complainrs Jogged?

9

-A.dditonal Notes
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