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CCR L=ndfll Tategrity Tnspection (per 40 CER 5257.89)

1 Was bulging, sHding, Totatfonal moverment or -
Iocalized setdement cbserved on the i
- [sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing

CCRZ N -
-2 Were conditions observed <within the cells

containing CCR. or within the general Tan Il
operations thatrepresent a potential dsruption
o opgoing CCR management operations?

3. ‘Were condidons observed within the cells or .
within the general Iandfill operations that i
Tepresenta potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugifive Dust Faspection (per 40 CER. §257.80(5) (<)

4. |Was CCRreceived duing the reportng
period? If answeris no, no additional
Informanion required.

’ 5. Was all CCR condidoned (by Wening or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to Iandfl?

8. Ifresponseto queston 5 is mo, was CCR
condiioned (wered) Drior o wensportto
12ndfl working face, or was the CCR. ot
susceprable to fughive dust generation?

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

Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the
landfll? Tfthe answeris ves, describe

corrective action measures below.

8.
S -ATe cumrent CCR. fugitive dust commwol
0.

desciberecommended changes below.
1 ‘Were CCR fugitive qustrelated ciizen
comnplaints recefved during the Teporting
period? Ifthe answeris Yes, answer question,

L measures effective? Ifthe answeris 1o,
E L

1 IWere the cittzen, complaints logged?
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CCR Landfll Tntegxity Inspection (per 40 CER 5257.84

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

CCR7 -

-2 Were conditions observed within the cells
conmining CCR or within the general Jandfll
operarions thar represent a potental disrupdon
To ongoing CCR management operations?

3. ‘Were conditions observed within the cells or
within the general Jandfill operations that
represent 2 potential distuption of the safety of
the CCR menagement operations.

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

4.  [Was CCRreceived dwing the reporting
period? Ifamswerisno, no additional

{Informaton required

i

s. Was 211 CCR conditioned. (by wetdng or dust
suppresants) prorto delivery to landfill?

6. responseto queston 5 is o, was CCR
conditoned (wetred) prior to tARSPOITTO
landfll working face, or was the CCR mot

L susceptable to fugitve dust generarion?

7. "Was CCR spillage observed atthe scale or on
Izndfill access xoads?

landfll? Ifthe answeris yes, descobe

8. Was CCR fughive dust observed arthe
correctve action measures below.

S. .A1e coorent CCR fughdve dust contol
measures effective? If the answeris no,
describerecommended changes below.

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

L 11 }Wer& the citizen complatnts Iogged? ’ J
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CCR Landfill Foteertty Tuspeciion (per40 CER §257.82

1 Was bulgins, sliding, rotatfonal rnovement or - -
localized settlement observed on the i
} sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing r

CCR7 - -

-2 ‘Were condifions observed within the cells
containing CCR. or within the general Tandfil
operations thaT represent a potential dsrupdon
w© ongoing CCR managernent operaions?
‘Were condidons observed within the cells or )
within the general Jandil operations that
Tepresent 2 potential disruption of the safety of

the CCR managemenrt operations.

—M\J\J\J\J

CCR Fuogifive Dust Faspection (per 40 CER §257.80()(Q)
4 [Was CCR received during the reporting
period? Tfanswerismo, no addiional —]
Information required
5. Was 211 CCR. condiioned by wetting or dnst B
, SUppresants) prior to delifery to landfl? l
Iresponseto gqueston 5 Is no, was CCR.

condifioned (wemed) DLiOT 10 Tramsportto
landfill working face, or was the CCR oot
susceptable to fughtive dust generation?

Was CCR spillage observed at the scale oron
Iandfill access roads?

:
i
i

7.

Was CCR fagtitve dust observed arthe
Iendff17 TFthe answeris ves, describe
corrective action measures below.

-ATe current CCR fagittve dust comrol
measures effective? Ifthe answerIsno,
describerecommended changes below.

‘Were CCR fugitive dustrelatod chtizen.
Complaints recefved daring the reporting
period? Ifthe answeris Jes, answer gquestion.
L 11 I Were the citizen commplainrs Jogged? {
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Time:

7 ’ Yes l No ’ - Notes

L1

CCR Landfll Infegrity Tnspection (per 40 CER 5257.34

1. "Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement: ori |

localized settlement observed on the .
sideslopes orupper deck of cells containing / I

) CCRZ . - -

-2 Were conditions observed within the cells
containtng CCR. or within the general landfll”

operations that represent a potentizl disruption 1
To ongoing CCR management operations?

3. "Were conditions observed within the cells or X
(within the general Iandfill operations that i /
represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CER §257.80(0)(4)

4 "Was CCR received dwming the reporting /
period? Ifanswerisno, no additional

mnformanion required.

| 5. Was all CCR conditioned (by weming or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery to landfll?

6. Ifresponse to queston 5 is no, was CCR.
conditoned (wetted) prior to TANSPOItTO
lan@fill working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable to fugitve dust generatdion?

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

Was CCR fugitive dust observed arthe ' B
landfTl1? Ifthe answeris ves, descabe .
corrective action neasures below. i

S are curent CCR fugittve dust conmol
measures effecve? If the answeris no,
desciberecommended changes below.

10. |Were CCR fogitive dnstrelated citizen
commplaints recefved during the Tep orting

period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer guestion

[ 11.  [Werethe citizen complainrs logged? [ ,
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Date:, ﬁ

Time:

l . Notes

CCR Landfill Totegrity Tuspection (per 40 CER 5257.39)

1.

"'Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement ori |

Jocalized settlemnent observed omn the
sideslopes orupper deck of cells contatning

CCR7 -

-2

Were conditions observed within the cells
contalning CCR. or within the general landfll’
operations that represent 2 potentiel disrupon.
w0 opgoing CCR management operations?

3.

“Were conditions observed within the cells or
withn the general Iandfill operations that
represent a potential disruption of the safety of
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive D"&sﬁ]ﬂnsp ecfion (per 40 CEFR §257.80(b)(Q@)

4

Was CCR received during the reporting
peod? IfanswerIs 1o, no additonal

information required.

Was 21l CCR condittoned (by weldng or dust
suppresants) pdorto delivery to landfll?

Eresponse to queston 5 is no, was CCR.
condidoned (weted) Prior To ansSpPOrt o
landfll working face, or was the CCR not
susceptable o fugitve dust generatdion?

Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
1andfill access roads?

landfll? Ifthe answeris yes, describe

Was CCR fugittve dust observed arthe
correctve action measures below.

Are corent CCR fogitve dust conmol
rmeasures effective? Ifthe answerisno,
descbe recommended changes below.

10.

Were CCR. fugitive dustrelated citizen.
complaints received dudng the repordng
period? Ifthe answeris yes, answer question

| 1

] ‘Were the citizen complainrs Iogged?

I

Addidonal Notes:
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