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CCR Landf‘ 1l Integrity Inspectmn (per 40 CFR §25’7 84)

L

1Was bulgmg, slldmg, ‘fotational moverment or

localized settlement observed on the -
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing

{CCR?

v

IWere conditions observed within the cells

containing CCR or within the general landfill
operations that répresent a po_tcntial'disruption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

’

Were conditions obsetved within the cells or
within the general landfill operations that

represent a potential disruption of the safety- of |

the CCR management operdtlons o

CCRF uomve Dust. Inspectlon (per 40 CFR §257 80(b)(4))
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_ |information requited,

penod? If. answer is no, no a_c;idmonal
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|stippresants) prior to dehvery to. 1andﬁ11‘7

Was all CCR condmoned (by Wettmg or dust

If response to question _5v1,s.no, was CCR-
conditioned (wetted) prior to fransport to
landfill working face,-or'wasthe CCR not

susceptable (o fugitive dust generation?.

i 'Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
Tandfill ‘access roads?
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