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CCR Landfill Integrlty Inspectlon (per 40 CFR §257. 84):'

L

Was bulging, sliding, rotational movement or
localized settlement observed onthe
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing

1CCR?

X

"{Were conditions obsarved w11h1n he cells
jcontaining CCR or within the general Tandfill
{operations that represent a potential disruption

to ongoing CCR management Operations?

~ |Were conditions observed within the cells or
. |withip. the general landfill operations that

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

CCR Fugitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b)(4)) ..

4.

|Was CCR received duting the reporting
; pcriod‘7 If answer is no, no:additional

mformauon requlred

supprg;santb) pI‘lOIthO de_h.ve:y_. to landfxll?

_f ><f:,

If responise to question 5isno, was CCR-
conditioned (wetted) prior to transport to
landfill working face, or ‘was the CCR not

_ susceptable to fugltwe dust generatlon?

Lmdﬁ]] access roads”

| couectlve action meag

"|Was CCR fugitive dust obsewed at the i

landfﬂl? i§ the answer’ IS VES; descnbe
below. .

|Are current CCR fugitive:dust control

measures effective? If the answer is no,
descnbe recommended changes below.

10.

{Were: CCR fu gmve dust—related mtx?en

_‘,penod? If the answer is yes answer questlon

11‘

Were- the citizen complamts loggedv

4 > |

Additional Notes:




