Tim Murphy, Chief

Bureau of Federal Facilities

Division of Environmental Protection
1771 E. Flamingo Road, Suite 121-A
Las Vegas, NV 89119

SUBMITTAL OF FINAL POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION LETTER REPORT FOR
CORRECTIVE ACTION UNIT 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES,
NEVADA TEST SITE, NEVADA, REVISION 0, JANUARY 2007

This letter serves as the post closure/monitoring letter report for the above CAU for the period
October 2005 - September 2006.

Quarterly inspections were conducted on December 12, 2005, on March 23, 2006, on
June 20, 2006, and on September 19, 2006, to observe the condition of the gate, use-restriction
warning signs, monuments, fencing, trenches, soil covers, and monitoring well covers.

The first inspection was conducted on December 12, 2005. Signs, fencing, riprap, monuments,
and monitoring well covers were in excellent condition. No cracking, erosion, or subsidence was
observed on the covers. No issues or concerns were identified, and no corrective actions were
recommended.

The second inspection was conducted on March 23, 2006. Signs, fencing, riprap, monuments,
and monitoring well covers were in excellent condition. No cracking, erosion, or subsidence was
observed on the covers. No issues or concerns were identified, and no corrective actions were
recommended.

The third inspection was conducted on June 20, 2006. Signs, fencing, riprap, monuments, and
monitoring well covers were in excellent condition. No cracking, erosion, or subsidence was
observed on the covers. No issues or concerns were identified, and no corrective actions were
recommended.

The fourth inspection was conducted on September 19, 2006. Signs, fencing, riprap,
monuments, and monitoring well covers were in excellent condition. No cracking, erosion, or
subsidence was observed on the covers. No issues or concerns were identified, and no corrective
actions were recommended.



Tim Murphy, Chief

The post-closure inspection checklists for CAU 112 are attached. Photographs and field notes
taken during site inspections are maintained in the project files.

Please direct comments and questions to Sabine Curtis, of my staff, at (702) 295-0542.

Wilhelm R. Wilborn,
ERP: Acting Federal Project Director
Environmental Restoration Project

Enclosure:
As stated

cc w/encl. (uncontrolled):

D. R. Elle, NDEP, Las Vegas, NV

Southern Nevada Public Reading Room
Las Vegas, NV (2 electronic copies)

Northern Nevada Public Reading Room
Carson City, NV (electronic copy)

Public Reading Facility Coordinator, SNJV
Las Vegas, NV (electronic copy)

David Swanson, Department of Natural
Resources & Federal Facilities, Pahrump, NV

Tachiiaal Tileam, NN a Vago Y
1elnmnicdi viorary, }\LVTSIA\/I\VTSO, Las V Cgas, NV (Cl

cctronic copy)
NSTec Document Production (electronic copy to OSTI)
J. L. Smith, NSTec, Las Vegas, NV
R. F. Boehlecke, SNJV, Las Vegas, NV
EM Records, AMEM, Las Vegas, NV
S. T. Curtis, ERP, NNSA/NSOQO, Las Vegas, NV
R. J. Poderis, NSTec, Las Vegas, NV
G. Richardson, NSTec, Las Vegas, NV
A.J. Silvas, NSTec, Las Vegas, NV

T. A. Thiele, NSTec, Las Vegas, NV

cc w/o encl:
D. C. Loewer, DTRA/CXT1, M/S 645, Mercury, NV



Tim Murphy, Chief

T. A. Lantow, DTRA/CXT1, M/S 645, Mercury, NV
W. R. Griffin, SNJV/DTRA, M/S 645, Mercury, NV
K. A. Hoar, AD/AMSP, NNSA/NSO, Las Vegas, NV
E. F. D1 Sanza, WMP, NNSA/NSQO, Las Vegas, NV
FFACO Group, PSG, NNSA/NSO, Las Vegas, NV
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CAU J12: AREA 23 1TAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Inspection Date and Time: /}/ / | Reason for Inspection: Quarterty
2/t /35 P

15 O

Lhade of Lust Post-Closure Inspection f Reason (o5 Lest Post-Closure Inspection: Quarterly

Respensible Ageney: Bechlel MNevada Eavironmental Restoration

Address Nevada Test Site, Mercuey, Nevada

Responsible Apency Official Jetirey 1. Smith, Preject Manager

Chi:.“lnspcct(n':m}’(c /’/Zof/j Title: /[-/ Y Q//o,( Qrganization: Environmental Kestoration

Assistant Inspector: P e ) Orgamzation: Environmental Restoration

A GENERAL INSTRUCTTONS
I Al cheeklist ftems must be complcted and detailed comments made to document the results of the site inspection. The completed cheeklist is
paccof te ficld recerd ofihe inspection. Additonal pages should be used as pecessary 16 ensure that a coniplete secord is made, Attach the
additional pages and number all pases upan completion of the inspection.

- Any checklistine e marked by an iaspector in a SHADED BON mst be fully explained or an appropriate reference to previous reports
provided. The purpose of this requirement i to provide a wnien explanation of inspector observations and the ingpector’s rationale for
conclusions ond tecommendatio Explanations are to by placed on additiona! sitachments and cross-referenced appropriately,
Txplanations, i addition o narrative, will take the form of sketches, measucainents, and unnotated sile maps.

3. The sie inspeclion is i widking nspection ol the entiee site inchuding the porimceter and suthicient transeets 10 be sble 10 inspeet the cotire

surface and all features specificaliy described in this checklist

4. A standand set ol color photographs is reguited. Ty addition, all anomajcus features or new features (such as changes i adjacent area ind use)

are 1o be photographed. A photozraph log entry will be made for cach photegraph tiken

3 Field wotes taken o assist in completion of this checklist wiil become past of the inspection record. No form s speailicd for field notes;

however, they most be fegible and in snfiicient detail e enable review by suceeeding inspectors and the respousible ageney.

o This wmtwill be inspected quatterly with formal reporting te the Nevads Division of Eavirenniental Protection to be done anueaily. The

amual report will inciude an exesutive sumniary, g imspection cheeklist with field notes and photograph loz ateched, and
recommendations and cenclnsions.

[

B. PREPARATION (1o be computed prics to site visit) YIS | NO | EXPLANATION

L Has the Post-Closure Permit been revicwed?

3. Have tiwe site as-built plans and sie base map been reviewed?

2. Have the desien basis documents been reviewed? !/

- Have the previows inspection reparts been reviewed?

W Were anomalics or trends detected on previous
inspections?

b. Was maintenance performed? A

5. Have the site mamtenance and repair iccords been reviewed?

a Fa site repanr resifted inoa change from as-built ) ‘-//T
conditions?

b. Are revised as-boilt plans available th refleet repair / P
changes? )

C. SETEINSPECTION PREPARATION

Assemble the following, as needed, o conduct ingpestions:

a. Camera, film, and hatteries

b, Kevs 1o locks

. Clipboard

Tape measurs

Radio, pager, cte.

Previous Post-Closure Ieport, Tnspection Cliecklists, repair records, and as-huilt plans
. Oiher miscellancous support cquipiment .

=0 0
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CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTLE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

D. SITE INSPECTION } YES | NO | EXPLANATION

1. Adjacent ofT-sile features:

a. Have there been any ehanges in the use of the adjacent Sk
area”

b Are there any new roads or rails”

¢ Has there been any change i the pesition of aearby
washes?

nearhy wishes?

¢ Are tiere pew drainage chameds?

¢ Has there been fateral excutsion or erosivnddeposition of IR L/
!

\
!
!
. Has thure been a chiange it the surrounding veectation? e l
i

~

20 Access roadds, funees, pates, and sipns

i Bs there wobreak i the fenee? . 1

b. Have any posts been damaged or their anchoring

weakened?

do Was ihe gate focked? e

¢ s there any evidence of human intrusion anto the cover™

f.Is there any evidence of Jarge animal intrusion onto the
cover"

¢ Does the gate show evidenct of tampering or damage? R /
e

g Haveany signs been damaged or removed?
{Ninber of signs replaced: )

o Othey? 2 . :,l/A

30 Nonwmens and ot permeanent fentores:

i Have sarvey markers, boundiry nonuments, or monitoring
statians beeny disturbed?

marker, boundary monument or monioring stution” ST

c. 1§ there excessive vegetation aronnd the survey markers,
boundary monuments, ¢r menitering stations?

b, Do nutoral processes threaten the integnily of any sunvey B /

d. Other?

4 Waste vt cover;

a [s there evidence of settling?

b. Is there evidence of cracking?

¢ s thiere evidence of erosion {wind or wider)!

d. 18 there evidence of animal burrowing?

¢, s there vegetation growing on the cover?

oo Oiher (including trash, debns, ete within fenced area)”
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CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

. FIELD CONCEUSIONS

{Iinmediate report required)

1. 15 there an mminent hazard w the integrity of the unit? : o

Persen/Agency to whom teport was mude;

2. Arc more frequent inspections required?

3. Ase exisling mainlenance/repair achions satislastory?

4 s ether maintenimcefepair necessary?

o

50 Field conclusionsaecommendatons:

54.{:’6/ U)Rg /%Vh/ 7o [3~€» /r:v_j&’—/

_Conalirtep  pre S5 ees ox Concimrs | (Cormim lie Ceyelie
sCAerle fe AN ECT e s ]

FoCERTHACATION

I bave condustion a mspeclion of CAU
e PPosi-Closine Pian) as recorded on this LhC\ khst /19,1.1,. heets hLiu nojes ph(;(f\"ruplh and phutograph logs.

Arca 23 Hazardous Waste Trenehes, in accordance with the procedures of the Poat-Closure Permilt (including

]
Clief Inspector’s Sig n(num% / M Dale: /ﬁ/ &I/ —
L s

I'rinted MName: A, 'L‘/C /é‘/@é ‘ Titie: /2_// 2 / Y
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CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Inspection Date and Tine:

7 SEAM

Reason for Inspection: Quarterly

3/23 /06
7 7

Date of Last Post-Closure Inspection:
P /2/12 /05
- /

Reason for Lust Post-Closure Inspection: Quanierly

Responsible Apency: Bechtel Nevada Environmental Restoration

Address: Nevada Test Site, Meieury, Nevada

Responsible Agency Official: Jeftrey L. Smith, Projeet Manager

{ Title:

Chicef [nspector: é/("" ?{4‘( ra{(‘cn

7’_45/4 /%mzqcr'

Organieation; Environmental Restoration
3

Assistunt Inspector: B . /</ ‘/
R~ onr«

J
Titic: .
. pf{/’k 7{'/ /(/o/eps /%ﬂyc

Qrganization: Environmental Restoration

]

A, GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

recommendations and conclusions.

1. All checklist itcins must be compleied and detatied comments niade to document the results of the site spection. The completed cheeklist s
part of the fickd record of the inspection. Additional pages showld be used as necessary to ensure that a complete record 18 made. Attach the
additional pages and number all pages upon conipletion of the inspection

2. Any cheekhist line item marked by an inspector in a SHADED BOX must be fully explaned or an appropriale reference to previous reports
provided. The purpose of this requirement is to provide a writien explanation of inspector observations and the inspector’s rationale for
cenclustons wnd recommendations. Explianations arce to be placed on additional 2itachinents and cross-referenced appropriately.
Explanations, in addition (o namrative, will take the form of sketchies, measurements, and annofated site maps.

3. The site nspeetion is a walking iuspection of the entire site tneluding the peritneter and sufficient trunsects to be able Lo inspect the entiee

surface and all teatures specifically descabed in this checklist.

. Ficld notes taken to asstst in completion of this checkhst will become part of the inspection record. No form is specified for licld notes;

however, they must be Jepible and in sufficient detail to enablereview by succeeding inspuctors and the responsible agency.

5. This umit will be inspested quanerly with format reporting te the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done annually. The
annual report will include an executive summiary, this jnspection cheeklist with field aotes and photograph log atched, and

B. PREPARNTION (To be competed prior to site visit)

YiS

NO EXPLANATION

L. Has the Post-Closure Permit been rovicwad?

2. Have the design basis documents been reviewed”?

3. Hove the site as-built plans and site base map ben reviewed?

J\\ N

a  Has site repair resulted in a ehange ftom as-built
conditions?

b, Arc revised as-built plans available that 1eflect repotr
chinpes?

N

.
4. Iave the previous inspecuon repotts been reviewed? '
a. Were anomalics o trends delected on provious
nspections? v’
b. Was maimenanee performed? l/
5. Have the site maintenance and repair records been reviesved?

AN

M/A

C. SITE INSPECTION PREPARATION

Assemble the following, as needed, to conduct inspections:
a. Canera, filin, and butteries
b Keys to locks
¢, Clipboard
d. Tape measure
¢ Rudio, pager, ele.

o}

Other misecliancous support equipment

{. Previous Post-Closure Report, Inspection Checklists, repair records, and as-built plans
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CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURLE INSPECTION CIHECKLIST

D. SITE INSPECTION YES NO EXPLANATION

. Adyacent off-site features.

Have there been any changes mn the use of the adjacent
area?

NN

b. Are there any new roads or trails?

¢. Has there been any change in tie position of ncarby
washes? -~

d. Has there been bateral excursion or erosion/depasition of

nearby washes?

X

Arc there new dramage channels?

I

AIANEANIAN

I Hashere been a change in the surrounding vegetation?

}‘

2. Access roads, fences, gates, and signs:

a. Is there o break s the fence?

b Haveany posts been damaged or their anchoring
weakened?

\\_J

c. Does the gate show evidence of tampering or diumnage?

d Was the gate locked? /

¢ Is there any evidence of buman intrusion onto the cover”?

. s there any evidence of farge animal intrusion onto the
cover?

Haveuny signs been damuged or removed?
{Number of signs replaced: &)

h. Other?

MNIANIANIAN

3. NMoenuments and otlier permanent teatures:

s Have survey markers, boundary monuments, or montoring
stations been disturbed?

b. Do natural processes threaten the mtegrity of any survey
marker, boundary monument or monitoring station”

C s there excessive vegetation around the survey markers,
boundary monuments, or mouitoring stations?

X

d. Othey?

NIANIANIANE

4. Wuste umit cover:

a. I there evidence of settling?

L. Is there evidence of cracking?

iz there evidence of erosion (wind or wader)?

o

d. s there evadence of amimal burrewing?

Is there vegeration growing on the cover?

o

NEAEANEANIANIAN

L g. Other (including trash, debris, ete within fenced area)?
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CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHLS, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

E. FIELD CONCLUSIONS

L. Is there an imminent hazard 1o the integrity of the unit?
(Jnmedate report required) /

Person/ Agency to wham report was made:

2. Are more {requent inspections required? ' l/
3. Arc existing maintenance/repair actions satisfactory? ‘/
4. s other maintenance/repair necessary” /

3. Ficld conclusions/recommmendations: __ e

7705 wWeas  po gy;‘o/Cncc a'p V{/wv(a//ou on 'f_{(icaver. 77:.‘
. J‘;j,ium_i__éﬂ_fﬂfj_h{tﬂ“ ’n fﬂo/ Q.am/ /fom —

F. CERTIFICATION

! have conduction an tnspection of CAU 112, Avca 23 Hwardous Waste Trenches, i aecorduncee with the proveduores of the Post-Closure Pennit finctuding

the Post-Closure Plan) as recorded m! this cheekiist, attached shieets, nn,dﬁﬂc(d nolus.

Chief Inspecior’s Signature:

b Zdot | ™ 3/29 foc
Pranted Name: g/dnh 2&4*"0/:‘ ” Tt ﬁb’ /é /%"799(»*-
74




Page 1 of 3

' CAU 112 AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCIIES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Inspection Date andd Time: L"/go ol

=3

o

Reason fer [nspection; Quarterly

Date of Last Post-Closure Inspection:

Reason for Last Post-Closure Inspection: Quarterly

Responsible Agency: Beehtel Nevada Environmental Restoration

address: Nevada Test Site, Merenry, Nevada

Responsible Agency Official; Jeffrey L Smith, Project Manager

Chiel Tnspeston el Tile: 7= Orgamzation: Levitanmental Restoration
PSP S s Kutatod JEcr Lead gamza anmental Restonatior
Tule: Orgamization: Eoviromnental Restoration

ant nspector: i /\‘]C"}f‘\‘/”bso/\.’

Tasw. Mo

AL GENERALINSTRUCTIONS
1. Al cheekhist ilems must be completed and detailed conninents made 10 document the resulis of the site inspection, The completed checklist 1z
part of the field record of the imspection. Additional pages should be used as necessary o ensure that o complete record is made. Attach the
addditional pages and number alf pages upon completion of the inspection.

i 2. Any checklist Hoe fiem mnked by an inspucior in a SHADED BOX must be fully explained or an appropriate reference to previvus seports
provided. The purpose of this requirement is to provide a written explanation of inspector observations and the inspector’s rationale for
conclusions and reeommendations. Explanations are to be placed vn additional attachments and cross-referenced sippropriately.
Explanations, in addition to narrative, will take the form of sketches, measurements, and annotatzd site maps.

3. The site inspection s a walking inspection of the entire site including the penmeter and sufticicnt transcets te he able 1o inspect the entie
surface and all features specifically deseribed in this cheeklist.

4. Fichd notes taken 10 assistin completion of this cheaklist will become part of the inspection record. No form is specified for field notes)

; however, they must be legible and in sutficient detail 1o enable review by succeeding inspectors and the responsible agency.
{ 5. This unit will be nspected quarterly with formal reportng 1o the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done annually. The
! amnual report will include an excewtive swintnazy, this inspection cheeklist wath field noes and photopraph Jog attached, and
; recommendations and copelusions.
i
| B, PREPARATION (To be competed prior to site visit) YES | NO | EXPLANATION
. Has e Post-Closure Permt been revicwed? X
2 Hove the design basis documents heeo reviewed? X
3. Flave the site as-built plans and site base map been reviewed? X
4. Havue the previous inspecticn reports been reviewed? X

. \Were anomalies or trends deteeted on previous
inspections?

b Wag maintenance performed?

5. Iave the site maintenance and 1epair records been reviewed? »

| i Hlas site repair resalied in achange from as-built L
. AT '
conditions? Do X

b. Arc revised as-built plany available that reftect repair
changes?

MN/4

C. STTE INSPECTION PREPARATION

Assemble the Jollowing, as necded, 16 conduct inspections:

. Camera, film, and batteries

b, Keys to locks

c. Clipbourd

d. Tape measore

¢. Radio, pager, cte.

 Previous Post-Closure Report, Inspection Cheeklists, repair records, and as-built plans
o, Other niisceilancous support equipment
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CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDDUS WASTFE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

N, SITE INSPECTION

YES

i
NO _! EXPLANATION

L 1 Adjacent ofl-site features

a Have there been any changes in the use of the adjacent
tirea?

B Are there apy new roods of traihs?

23

. Has there been any change in the position of ncarby
washes?

d. HMas there been tateral exarsion or crosion/deposition of
nearby washies?

¢. Arethere new draiage chinnels?

i weakened?

¢. Docshe gate show evidence of tampering or damage?

d. Was the gare Jocked?

¢. 13 there any evidence of human intrusion onto the cover?

{ Is there any evidence of large animal intrusion onto the

i
i cover?
|
g 1ave any signs been damnged or gemoved?
(Number of cigns replaced: @)
. Qiher?

[. Has there been a change 1n the surrounding vegetation? X
2. Access roads, fences, gates, and signs:

a. Iy there o break in the fenee? 1%

b. Hiive any posts been dumaged or their anchoring X

3. Monuments and other permanent features:

stations been disturbed?

b. Do natural processes threaten the integrity of any survey
marker, boundary snonument or monitoting station?

¢ Is there exeessive vegctation around the survey mnkers,
houndery monuments, or monitoring stations?

o Other?

a. Have survey markers, boundary monuments, or monitoring

4, \Waste unib cover:
a, Is there evidence of sctiling?
h. Is there evadence of cracking?
¢ Is there evidence of erosion (wind or water)?
. Is there evidence of animal burowing?
¢ Is there vegetation growing on the cover?

¢ Other (including trash, debris, cle within fenced arca)?

AN 1nSIgRIFILL Tt
UG alresrved on Hie eove .

AWl of  vzgefzdTor
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CAU112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

E. FIELD CONCLUSIONS

1[5 there an iovnunent hazaid (o the mtegrity of the viit?

: 3 4l : 5
(Immediate report required) . X
Personf/Agency 1o whom report was made:
2. Are more frequent inspections required? X

3 Arc existing mantenanceepair actions satisfactory?

4. 1s other mmanteniaeelrepair necessary”?

X

/UQ 155G - (;.:(;cé.u.«'_.vf Coroid T-‘D,‘J.

/Un fﬁUluw‘{.nqu,)L"s—lg c._‘.t—“ 4Lis \)—( ,:.(;, .

3 Field conclusions/reenmmendations

F. CERTIFICATION

I have conduction an inspection of CALN 172, Area 23 Hazardous Waste Trenches, in accordance with the procedures of the Post-Closute Permit (including
the Pust-Closure Plan) os recorded en tins checklist, attached sheets, and field notes.

Chiel Inspector’s Signatre ] A ) Date: 7
el Inspector's Stgnature D,Iwz( /\ J!)'»«rwa ~ ate é/ Ja//oé

Tde:

ninted Niame: <7, . - — . E - T -
Printed Name: S (RS 1ha) A guﬂ_m Soal i Suonr” TEeh [LEab
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CAUT12: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Reason for inspection; Quarterly

Date of Last Post-Closure Inspection: C@ — c;lo _ OU

Inspection Date snd Time: q - )q - OC,O 8] 20 pm

Reason for Last Post-Closure Inspection: Quarterly

Fesponsible Agency. Bechtel Nevada Environmental Restoration

Address: iNevada Test Site, Mercury, Nevada

Responsible Apency Official: Jeflrey Lo Smith, P'roject Manager

(lln’cfInspcctnghau S{}\h ﬁb\k?‘n_iﬁo\" Tide \:"‘ﬁ\d —\—Lécb \\QQ;C\. ' Organtzation: Enviconmental Restoration
Assistant Inspector: o Title: | Osganization: Epvironmental Restoraton
ke Floydl ™ Fiedd Tech bead |

|

A, GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

recommendanons and conclusions

b Albchecklistitems must be compleled and detailed comments snade to document the resufts of the site inspection. The completed checklist is
part of the ficld record of the inspection. Additiona) pages should be used as necessary to easure thata complete record s made. Atnch the
additiona) pages and number all pages npon completion of the inspechion

2 Any checklist line item marked by an inspeetor ina SHADED BOX must be fulty explamed or an appropriaie reference to previous reports
provided. The purpose of this equirement is to provide a wrilten explanation of inspector observations and the inspecior's mnonale for
conclustens and reconmendations. Explanations are to be placed on adiiiunal attachmrents and cross-referenced appropriately.
Explanations. in addition {o narratve, will taky the fornm of sketches, measurements, and annotaled site maps.

3. The site inspection is a walking inspection of the entire site including the pesimeter and sufficient transeels 1o be able to inspect the entire
surface and all featuses specifically deseribed in this checklist

9. Field notes taken to agast in completion of this checklist will become past of the inspection recerd. No form s specified for field notes;

however, they must be egible and i sitficient detail to coable review by succeeding mspectors and the responsible ageney.

- Thasunit widl he mspected quanedy with formal reporting 1o the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done asnually. The

annual ceport will include an exeeutive sunmary, this inspeetion checkhist with ficid netes and photograph jug atached, and

T
i
|
i
1

| B. PREPARATION (To be competed priof o site visit)

NO

EXPLANATION

1. Hasthe Post-Closure Permit been revicwed?

2 Have the design basis decuments been reviesved”

5 Huve the site as-binht plans and sie base mag been reviewed?

4. Have the previous mspection reparts been reviewed?

a Were anomalies or treads detected on previous
inspections?

L. Was muainienance perfonmed?

5 Have the site maintenance and repiy secords been reviewed?
a. Has site repair resulted in a chanue from as-buill
conditions?

b, Are tevised as-built plans available that reflect repair
changes?

C. SETE INSPECTION PREPARATION

Assemble the following, as necded, 10 conduct inspections:
4. Camery, ftlm, and batterics

b Kevs to locks

¢ Clipboard

d. Tape measure

c¢. Radio, pager, etc.

f.

1

g Other miscellancous support cquipment

. Previous Post-Closure Repont, Inspection Checklists, repair records, and as-built plans




CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

DL SITE INSPECTION

YES

NGO

EXPLANATION

I Adjacent eif-site feature

a. Have there been any changesan the use of the adjacent
area”

b, Are there any new mads o trails?

o

Has there been any change n the posinon of nearby
washes?

d. Haz there been Jateral excursion oy crosion/depasition of
neatby washes?

Are tiere now drainage channels?

. Has there been achanze in the surrounding vegetation?

20 Aceess roads, funees, gates,

und signs:

G Juthere @ break mthe fenee?

. Have any posts been damagert or their anchoring
weakened”

¢ Dous the gate show evidence of lnnpernig or damage?

loxcked?

o Was g gate

i v i there any evidente o human intrusion onlo the cover?
‘ {8 there any evidence of large aniesl intrusion onto the
| cover?
¢ Have sny signs been damaged or removed?
i (Humber of siang replaced: 1

. h Othes?

I Il s e <

S 30 Moenvmenis and other peamanient features:
a. Have survey markers, boundary menuments, ¢ monitonng
stations been distubed?

b. Do natural processes threaten the integrity of any survey
marker, boundary monument or monitoring station?

¢ s there excessrve vegetation around the survey markers,
boundary monuments, o monitoring stabong?

G, Other

WA HK A

4 Wasie uni cover:

a, s there evidence of sctthng?

b. s there evidence of cracking?
i ¢ s there evidence (\fcto.\vi(‘:n (wind or witter)?
| d. Js thete evidence of animal burrowing?

I

[s there vegetation growing vn the cover?

| g Dther (including trash, debris, ete within fenced area)?
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CAU 112 AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

L. FIELD CONCLUSIONS

I, 15 there an imaunent hazaed to the ntegrity of the unit?
(Iimmediate report required)

Person/Agency 1o whom report was madc:

20 Are more frequent inspections required? N X
30 Are existing maintenance/repais actions sausfaciory? ><
4. Is other mainienance/repar necessary”? e ><

[

. Ficld conclnsionsirccummcndalions;IE]_LSvj‘}_']\:‘ﬁ'__;,s“ . _WQJ"#_OOHA F+P Or) _ﬂlﬂ
enuments, cight and ne eracks wiere

seen: 1€, ancgﬂghsmco ver need no repair s
and _no_isswes_were__idemifred.

¥. CERTIFICATION

I have conduction an inspection of CAU 112, Arca 25 Hazardous Waste Trenches, in accordance with the procedures of the Post-Closure Fermit {(including
the Post-Closure Plan) as recorded en ting checklist, attached sheets, and ficld noles

Chief Inspector’s Signatuce: y ; - Jate: /
1ef Inspector’s Signatuce Q \ [\V g ~—— Date L7/ (‘i/LooQ

Pimed Name: S Gaens A BuA;U\SDAJ e Fect, Suppent Teaw Liad






