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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 2008: DOE/NV--1103

This letter serves as the post-closure monitoring letter report for the above Corrective Action
Unit (CAU) for the period October 2006 - September 2007.

Quarterly inspections were conducted on December 20, 2006; March 29, 2007, June 13, 2007,
and September 27, 2007, 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 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 second inspection was conducted on March 29, 2007. Signs, fencing, riprap, monuments,
and monitoring well covers were in excellent condition. No cracking, erosion, or subsidence was
observed on the covers. Vegetation that was observed to be growing in several locations on the
cover was the only identified concern, for which removal was recommended. Vegetation was
removed on May 24, 2007.

The third inspection was conducted on June 13, 2007. 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 27, 2007. 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 wer¢ recommended.



Tim Murphy, Chief -2- JAN 30 2008

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 Kevin Cabble, of my staff, at (702) 265-5000.

John B. Jones
Acting Federal Project Director
ERP:3830.JR Environmental Restoration Project

Enclosures:
As stated



Tim Murphy, Chief -2- JAN 30 2008

cc w/encl. (uncontrolled):

C. D. Andres, NDEP, Las Vegas, NV

Public Reading Facility Coordinator, SNJV, Las Vegas, NV (electronic copy)
Northern Nevada Public Reading Room, Carson City, NV (1 ¢lectronic copy)
Southern Nevada Public Reading Facility, Las Vegas, NV (2 electronic copies)
Department of Natural Resources & Federal Facilities, Pahrump, NV (electronic copy)
Technical Library, NNSA/NSO, Las Vegas, NV (electronic copy)

NSTec Document Production (electronic copy to OSTI)

R. J. Poderis, NSTec, Las Vegas, NV

G. Richardson, NSTec, Las Vegas, NV

A.J. Silvas, NSTec, Las Vegas, NV

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

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

R. F. Boehlecke, SNJV, Las Vegas, NV

EM Records, AMEM, Las Vegas, NV

K. J. Cabble, ERP, NNSA/NSO, Las Vegas, NV

cc w/0 encl, via e-mail:

D. C. Loewer, DTRA/CXT1, M/S 645, Mercury, NV
W. R. Griffin, SNJV/DTRA, M/S 645, Mercury, NV
NSTec Technical Information Officer, Las Vegas, NV
FFACO Group, PSG, NNSA/NSO, Las Vegas, NV

E. F. Di Sanza, WMP, NNSA/NSO, Las Vegas, NV
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CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Inspection Date and Time: /2 / 20 Z 0 Reason for Inspection: Quanerly
L
Date of Last Post-Closure Inspection: ?Z/ ’% Reason for Last Post-Closure Inspection: Quarterly
7 I{

Responsible Agency: Bechtel Nevada Environmental Restoration

Address: Nevada Test Site, Mercury, Nevada

Responsible Agency Official: Jeftrey L. Smith, Project Manager

Chicf Inspectos: é']/fhﬂ Z?ip!‘quSo “ Title: _.-—7--:‘_s k M““ QS Organization: Environmental Restoration

S
Assistant Inspector: Title: = E / Orgamization: Environmental Restoration
P S,(qqun Eru?&‘cn E(//ngrﬁ?«/ é(i?
v 7

A. GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS
1. All checklist items must be completed and detailed comments made to document the results of the site inspection. The completed checklist is
part of the field record of the inspection,  Additional pages should be used as pecessary (o ensure that a complete record is made. Attach the
additional pages and number all pages upon completion of the inspection,

- Any checklist line item marked by an inspector ina SHADED BOX must be Jully explained ar an appropniate reference to previous reports
provided. The purpose of this requirement is 1o provide a written explanation of inspector observations and the inspector’s rationale for
conclusions and recommendations.  Explanations are 1o be placed on additional anachments and cross-referenced appropriately.
Explanations. in addition to namative, will take the form of sketehes, measurements, and annotated site maps.

3. The site inspection is a walking inspection ol the entire site including the perimeter and sufficient transects to be able 1 inspect the entire

surtace and all features specifically deseribed in this checklist,

4. Field notes tken to assist in completion of this cheeklist will become part of the inspection record. No form is specified for field notes:
however, they must be legible and in sufficient detail 1o enable review by succeeding inspectors and the responsible agency.

- This unit will be inspected quanterly with formal reporting to the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done anpually. The
annual report will include an excentive summary, this inspection checklist with ield notes and photograph log attached, and
recemmendations and conclusions.

(&)

h

o |

B. PREPARATION (To be competed prior to site visit) YES | NO | EXPLANATION

. Has the Post-Closure Penuit been reviesed?

e

3. Have the site as-buikk plans and site base map been reviewed?

2. Have the desigi basis documents been reviewed? \/

oy

. Have the previous inspection reponts been reviewed?

inspections?

a. Were anomalies or irends detected on previens i ‘/
b. Was maintenance performed? /

n

Have the site maimtenance and repair records been reviewed? l/

4. Has site repair resulted in a change from as-built -
conditions? \A

b. Are sevised as-built plans available that reflect repair

changes? A/ Aq

C, SITE INSPECTION PREPARATION

Assemble the following, as needed, 0 conduct inspections:
a. Camera, hilm, and baneries
h. Keys 1o locks
¢. Chipboard
d. Tape measure
e. Radio, pager, etc.
Previous Post-Closure Repon, Inspection Checklists, repair records, and as-built plans
£. Other miscellancous support equipment

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

D. SITE INSPECTION YES | NO | EXPLANATION

1. Adjacent off-site features:

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

b. Are there any new roads or teails?

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

d. Has there been lateral excursion or erosionddeposition of
ncarby washes?

v, Are there new drainage channels?

<

f. Has there been a change 1 the surrounding vegetation?

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

&. 15 there a break in the fence?

h. Have any posts been damaged or their anchoring
weakened?

¢. Does the gate show evidence of tampering or damage?

AN AN R ANIANIANIANIANIAN

d. Was the gate locked? /

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

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

g Have any signs been damaged or removed?
{Number of signs replaced: )

ANANAN

h. Other? A{/A

3. Monuments and otlier permanent features:

a. Have survey markers. boundary monuments, or monitoring
stations been disturbed?

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

ANIAN

¢. Is there excessive vegetation around the survey markers,
boundary monuments, or monitoring stations?

d. Other? . /'/[A

4. Waste upit cover:

a. s there evidence of setibing?

b. Js there evidence of cracking?

. Is there evidence of erosion (wind or water)?

2]

d. Is there evidence of animal burmowing?

¢. Is there vegetation growing on the cover?

g. Other (including trash, debris, etc within fenced arca)?

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

E. FIELD CONCLUSIONS

I. 1s there an imminent hazard to the integrity of the unit? 4
(Immediate report required)

Person/Agency to whom report was made:

2. Are more frequent inspections required? l/
3. Are existing mainlenance/repair actions satisfactony”? l/'
4. s other maintenance/repair necessary? /

5. Field conclusions/recommendations: 7 AC SI'g n ch > '{r}’ﬂcz}; G4, @ *&/ WO kil ﬂ-/.’i “h e e

J 7 -
jooa/ couc/r'!fon. —ZZ(*‘( wWas  Ae z/g:’j?cvlﬂ'/tbn jré‘u/?&é o 7146
Cover, fi’er« // 61'/\e Co-w/f'/:'on-r are dﬂ(n—v‘é.

F. CERTIFICATION

I have conduction an mspection of CAU 112, Area 23 Hazardous Waste Trenches, in accordance with the procedures of the Post-Closure Permit (including
the Post-Closure Plan} as recorded onllhis checklist, attached sheets, ang field notes.
- < P

“hief Inspector’s Signature: l ate:
Chicf Inspector’s Signature Date /.Z/Zﬁlaé
77—

Printed Namc: g/ 7 [ Title:
) nn Z;c ar¢/56H T '7;—5'4 /%hfager
S
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CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Reason for mspection: Quarterly

Inspection Date and Time: ’
II'SPLLHOII ale an me 3 2 ?/0 7
7

|

Reason for Last Post-Closure lnspection: Quanterly

Date of Last Post-Closure Inspection: IZ/ 20 /0 A
7

Responsible Agency: Bechtel Nevada Environmental Restoration

Address: Nevada Test Stte, Mercury, Nevada

Responsible Agency Official: Jeffrey L. Smith, Project Manager

Organization: Environmental Restoration

Chief Inspector: g/(’nn ?'CL“NZ\G" Titler - 74.5/é /%M‘ qcr
o
Assistant Inspector; ?pé Etum{r'#

Title: . ‘/ Orgamzation: Environmental Restoration
Frel. o Tl Lea i

A. GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

1. All cheeklist items nst be completed and detailed comments made to document the results of the site inspection. The completed cheeklist is
part of the field record of the inspection. Additional pages should be used as necessary to ensure that a complete record is made. Attach the
additional pages and number all pages upon completion of the inspection.

9

. Any cheeklist line item marked by an inspector in a SHADED BOX must be fully cxplained or an appropriate reference to previous reports

pruvided. The purpose of this requirement is 10 provide a written explanation of inspector observations and the inspector’s mtionale for
conclusions and recommendations.  Explanations are to be placed on addinional attachments and cross-referenced appropriately.
Explanations. in addition to narrative, will take the form of sketches, measurements, and annotated site maps.,

3. The site inspection is a walking mspection of the entire site including the perimeter and suflicient tanseets 1o be able to inspect the entire

surface and all features specifically described in this checklist.

4. Ficld notes taken 1o assist in completion of this cheeklist will become part of the inspection record. No {orm is specified for field notes:
however, they must be legible and in sufticient detail to enable review by suceeeding inspectors and the responsible agency.

w

. This unit will be inspected quarterly with formal reporting to the Nevada Division ol Environmental Protection to be done annually, The

annual repont will include an executive summary, this inspection checklist with field notes and photograph log attached, and

recommendations and conclusions.

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

YES

NO | EXPLANATION

I. Has the Post-Closure Permit been reviewed?

Have the design basis documents been reviewed?

1l

Have the site as-buiht plans and site base map been reviewed?

.

. Have the previous inspection reports been reviewed?

a. Were anomalics or trends detected on previous
inspections?

b. Was maintenance performed?

NANIANA

A\

w

Have the site maintenance and repair records been reviewed?

. Has site repair resulted in a change from as-buikt
conditions?

b. Arc revised as-built plans available that reflect repair
changes?

\

7

C. SITE INSPECTION PREPARATION

Assemble the following, as needed, to conduct inspections:

a.
b.
. Clipboard

d. Tape measure

. Radio. pager, ¢tc.

Camera, film, and battenies
Keys to locks

Previous Post-Closure Repurt, Inspection Cheeklists, repair recordds, and as-butlt plans

. Other miscellaneous suppont equipment
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CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

D. SITE INSPECTION

YES LNO

EXPLANATION

I. Adjacent oli=site teatures:

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

b. Are there any new roads or trails?

¢. Has there been any change in the position of nearby

washes?

d. Has there been Jateral excursion or erosionfdeposition of
nearby washes?

¢. Are there new drinage channels?

f. Has there been a change in the surmounding vegetation?

SO

N/

ta

Access roads. fences, gates, and signs:

a. Is there a break in the fence?

b. Have any posts been damaged or their anchoring
weakened?

¢. Does the gate show evidence of tampering or damage?
d. Was the gate locked?

¢. Is there any evidence of human intrusion onto the cover?
f. ls there any evidence of large animal intrusion onto the
cover?

. Have any signs been damaged or removed?
{Numbher of signs replaced: }

6]

h. Other?

N

N

NS KON

3. Monuments and other permanent features:
a. Have survey markers, boundary monuments, or monitoring
stations been disturbed?

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

c. Is there excessive vegetation around the survey mirkers,
boundary monuments, or momtoring stations”

d. Other?

NSO

4. Waste unit cover:
a. Iy there evidence of seitling?
b. 1s there evidence of cracking?
¢. [s there evidence of erosion (wind or water)?

d. Is there evidence ol animal burrowing?

g

ts there vegetation growing on the cover?

g. Other (including trash, debris, ete within fenced area)?

NIAIANIAN

t/(rfa-fwn jrow#: *7¥] Jns"[/c'f/ " Jﬂ'r’}(r(r;/

Areas on e cover

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

E. FIELD CONCLUSIONS

1. Is there an imminent hazard to the integnty of the unit?
{Immediate report required) : l/

Person/Agency 1o whom report was made:

2. Are more frequent inspections required? 1/

3. Are existing maintenance/repair actions satisfactory”? /

4. Is other maintenance/repair necessary”? v

5. Field conclusions‘recommendations: T he Signasc, '/)E"C m9 , an 0/ Hion umzn;é}' were ;o

1 AV o A
jaorf condidon.  We oI5 covered rejc/‘-/l'... j,-a..z.//,‘n ‘/4‘/\/}*(,17[
arcas  on _Fde corer.  TAc VfJ?C-/A7/r'o°t wrll be et isved Mf?%g
40 /A’yg,

F. CERTIFICATION

1 have conduction an inspection of CAU 112, Area 23 Hazandous Waste Frenches, in accordance with the procedures of the Post-Closure Permit (ineluding
the Post-Closure Plan) as recorded on g!is checklist, auacly_.'*d sheets, mldJ;lcld notes.

Chief Inspector’s Signalure: | Date: 3/2 q /37
- - - > 7
Printed Name: ;) [ Tithe: %
i i é,/e"r‘ ic ara/‘°~t ° —7;4 anaaclt
[ 4
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CAI] 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Reason for Inspection: Quarterly

Inspection Date and Time: 6 /3/0 7 3:00PM
4 7 hl
Date of Last Post-Closure Inspection: Reason for Last Post-Closure Inspection: Quartetly
29/¢
3/23/07

Responsible Agency: National Security Technologies - Envirorunental Restoration

Address: Nevada Test Site, Mercury, Nevada

LRcsponsible Agency Official: Jeffrey L. Smith, Project Manager

Chief Inspector: d 4 Title: Organization: Environmental Restoration
pector é%'h” Z:C qrdson —775/4 /%naqg 8 i
Assistant Inspector: . Title: N . Organization: Environmental Restoration
PO Kivin llsen Deputy Field Cps Managed O
T v 4 =

A. GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

1. All checklist items must be completed and detailed comments made to document the results of the site inspection. The completed checklist is
part of the field record of the inspection. Additional pages should be used as necessary to ensure that a conplete record is made. Attach the
additional pages and number all pages upon completion of the inspection. -

2. Any checklist line item marked by an inspector in a SHADED BOX must be fully explained or an appropriate reference to previous reports
provided. The purpose of this requirement is to provide a written explanation of inspector observations and the inspector’s rationale for
conclusions and recomnmendations. Explanations are to be placed on additional attachments and cross-reterenced appropriately.
Explanations, in addition to narrative, will take the form of sketches, measurements, and annotated site maps.

3. The site inspection is a walking inspection of the entire site including the perimeter and sutficient transects to be able to inspect the entire
surface and all features specifically described in this checklist.

4. Field notes taken 1o assist in comnpletion of this checklist will becorme part of the inspection record. No form is specified for field notes;
however, they inust be legible and in sufficient detail to enable review by succeeding inspectors and the responsible agency.

5. This unit will be inspected quarterly with formal reporting to the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done anaually. The
annua] report will include an executive summary, this inspection checklist with field notes and photograph log attached, and
recommendations and conclusions.

T
B. PREPARATION (To be competed prior to site visit) ‘LYES NO | EXPLANATION

1. Has the Post-Closure Permit been reviewed?

9

. Have the design basis documents been reviewed?

3. Havc the site as-built plans and site base map been reviewed? \/

4. Have the previous inspection reports been reviewed?

a. Were anomalies or trends detected on previous
inspections?

]

Vegetation woticed Tn variens Places on 7o) |
of fhe cover wWaS rewmoved on 5{2.‘/107.

b. Was maintcnance performed?

5. Have the site maintenance and repair records been reviewed?

a. Has site repair resulted in a change from as-built
conditions?

d

b. Arc revised as-built plans available that reflect repair
changes?

- . MZ/’

C. SITE INSPECTION PREPARATION

Assemble the following, as needed, to conduct inspections:
a. Carmera, filn, and batteries

b. Keys to locks

c¢. Clipboard

d. Tape ineasure

e. Radio, pager, etc.

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

g. Other miscellaneous support cquipment
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CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

D. SITE INSPECTION YES | NO | EXPLANATION

1. Adjacent off-site features:

a. Have there been any changes in the use of the ad)jacent
area?

b. Are there any new roads or trails?

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

d. Has there been lateral excursion or erosion/deposition of
nearby washes?

e. Are there new drainage channels?

f. Has there been a change in the surrounding vegetation? =

ANANIANANANIAN

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

a. Is there a break in the fence?

b. Have any posts been damaged or their anchonng 2
weakened? )

NN

¢. Does the gate show evidence of tampering or damage?

(43

Was the gate locked? ) / -

e. Isthere any evidence of human intrusion onto the cover?

N

f Is there any evidence of large animal intrusion onto the
cover?

g. Have any signs been damaged or removed?
(Number of signs replaced: ___)

h. Other? - ” P

3. Monuments and other penmanent features:

a. Have survey markers, boundary monuments, or monitoring
stations been disturbed?

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

\

c. Is there excessive vegetation around the survey markers, foe s
boundary inonuments, or monitoring stations?

d. Other? - N,/A

4. Waste unit cover:

a. ls there evidence of settling?

b. Is there evidence of cracking?

¢. s there evidence of erosion (wind or water)?

d. Is there evidence of animal burrowing?

e. Is there vegetation growing on the cover?

AEANANIANIA

e

. Other (including trash, debris, ctc within feneed area)?
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CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

E. FIELD CONCLUSIONS

1. Is there an imminent hazard to the integrty of the unit?
(Immediate report required)

Persow/Agency to whom report was made:

2. Are more frequent inspections required?

3. Are existing maintenance/repair actions satisfactory?

4. Is other maintenance/repair necessary?

5. Field conclusions/recommendations;____ ZZQ éfi rnea ? [4 J-é 2L n ? , _An (/ & ZDVC irokh e/ 200 hrth s
q'rua/

are s C""‘/‘/Wl . /’/“’ , Hhere wre e «5"7“15 oA&zczc'/Mén Grou,
Srhece -/’i /asaz pemoval au//w;/v . //Iy 2007

F. CERTIFICATION

/—Ihave conduction an inspection of CAU 112, Area 23 Hazardous Waste Trenches, in accordance with the procedures of the Post-Closure Permit (including

the Post-Closure Plan) as recorded on this checklist, attached sheets, and field notes.

Chief Inspector’s Signature: ) Date: ’
pecors g ) |2 ¢/13/07
’ 7 7

Printed Name: é’/(”" BCZ“""/-“‘" ]ii(le: _7:_;[ Mﬂdﬂr
Kz



Inspection Requirements: Quarterly

POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES - CAS 23-21-02: Area 23 Haz. Waste Trenches (RCRA)

Inspection Date and Time: 1/2_ 'Ll/ﬁ" J2:09 PM Reason for Inspection: 4“‘*#"/}1

Date of Last Post-Closure Inspection: Reason for Last Post-Closure Inspection: y
6/13 /07 Bverte-fy
7 7

Responsible Entity: NSTec Environmental Restoration, Nevada Test Site, Mercury, Nevada

Responsible Facility Owner: Jeffrey L. Smith, Deputy Manager, Environmental Restoration

Chicf Inspector; A Title: Organization: Envirommental Restoration
P g/f’"l Z:tl-ﬂ't/!-\ 75/{ Mﬁn-dgtr e
Assistant Inspector: Mq,m'o VQ}’«. cz Title: [g 5‘4 A é Organization: Environmental Restoration
L T

A. GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS
1. All checklist items must be completed and detailed comments made to document the results of the site inspection, The completed checklist is part

of the field recond of the inspection. Additional pages should be used as necessary to ensure that a complete record is made.  Attach the
additional pages and number all pages upon completion of the inspection.

2. Any checklist linc itemn marked by an inspector in a SHADED BOX must be fully explained or an appropriate reference to previous reports
provided. The purposc of this requirement is to provide a written explanation of inspecior observations and the inspector’s mtionale for
conclusions and recommendations. Explanations are to be placed on additionat attachients and cross-referenced appropriately. Explanations, in
addition to narrative, will take the form of sketches, measurements, and annotated site maps..,

3. The site inspection is a walking inspection of the entire site including the perimeter and sufficient transects to be able to inspect the entire surface
and all features specifically described in this checklist.

4. Ficeld notes taken to assist in completion of this checklist will become part of the inspection recond. No form is specified for ficld notes; however,
they must be legible and in sufficient detail to cnable review by succeoding inspectors and the respansible agency.

5. This unit will be inspected quarterly with formal reporting to the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done annually. The annual
report will inelude an executive summary, this inspection checklist with field notes attached, and recommendations and conclusions.

B. PREPARATION (To be competed prior to site visit) YES | NO EXPLANATION (required if shaded box is checked)

1. Has the Post-Closure Permit been reviewed?

2. Has the Post-Closure Permit application been reviewed?

3. Has the Post-Closure Plan been reviewsl?

4. Have the site as-built plans and site base map been reviewed?

5. Have the previous inspection reports been reviewed?

ANIANIANEANIAN

2. Were anomalies or trends detected on previous inspections? I/

Vg—eiq‘v‘.u rCuiova/ Qckivities were t""fT?‘(
o1 5/14/o7 &5 a reswll af the fash nspechivnd

AN

b. Was maintenance performed?

If maintenance was performed, has a copy of the NA 4
maintenance records been obtained?
6. Have the site maintenance and repair records been reviewed? ‘/L
a. If so, has site repair resulted in a change from as-built NA |
conditions? V]
b. If yes (to 6a), are revised as-built plans available that reflect NA‘/’
repair changes?
C. SITE INSPECTION PREPARATION
Assemble the following, as needed, to conduct inspections:
a. Camera, film, and batteries ¢. Radio, pager, ctc.
b. Keys to locks f. Previous Post-Closure Report, Inspection Checklists, repair records, and as-built plans
¢. Clipboard g. Other miscellaneous support equipment

d. Tape measure

Page 1 of 3



Inspection Requirements: Quarterly

POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES - CAS 23-21-02: Arta 23 Haz. Waste Trenches (RCRA)

D. SITE INSPECTION

I. Adjacent off-site features; YES | NO | EXPLANATION (required if shaded box is checked)

a. Are there any new activities or features in the vicinity that o
could potentially affect the site (c.g., activities that change Lo I/
the flow of surface water or are encroaching the unit)? o

2. Fences, gates, and signs (East Fenced Enclosure): YES | NO EXPLANATION (required if shaded box is checked)

a. Ts there damage te or a break in the fence?

N\

b. Have any fenceposts been damaged or their anchoring
weakened?

¢. Is the gate intact and functional? II/

d. Does the gate show cvidence of tampering or damage? v

¢. Was the gate locked? l/

f. Are any of the usc restriction signs damaged or missing? |/

g. Arc all use restriction signs legible? V/

h. How many usc restriction signs need to be replaced? 7

i. QOther? . N’:/'

3. Monuments: YES | NO EXPLANATION (required if shaded box is checked)

a. Have landfill monuments been disturbed? o

b. Do natural processes threaten the integrity of any landfill
monuments?

<. Is there excessive vegetation around the landfill
monuments?

NIANIAN

= NA
d. Other? ; o

4. Waste unit cover: YES ) N

@]

EXPLANATION (required if shaded box is checked)

[

. Is there evidence of sctiling?

b. Is there evidence of cracking?

SIS

c. ls there evidence of erosion (wind or water)?

d. Is there evidence of human intrusion onto the cover?

]

. Is there evidence of large animal intrusion onto the cover?

f. Is there evidence of animal burrowing?

T

SUSS

g. Is vegetation growing on the cover?

h. Other (including trash, debris, et within fenced arca)? . NA L

Page 2 of 3




Inspection Requirements: Quarterly

POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

CAU 112: AREA 23 HAZARDOUS WASTE TRENCHES - CAS 23-21-02: Area 23 Haz. Waste Trenches (RCRA)

S. Photograph Documentation (optional): YES | NO | EXPLANATION
a. Have photographs been taken of the site? l/
If yes, how many photos were takegn?
If yes, has a photographic log been prepared? Log number:
E. FIELD CONCLUSIONS YES | NO EXPLANATION (required if shaded box is checked)
1. Are more frequent inspections required? h Ve
. . A . [
2. Are exisling maintenance/repair actions satisfactory? /
3. Is other maintenance/repair necessary? M
4. Is there an imminent hazard to the integrity of the site? L
(limmediate report required) l/

Date reported:

Person/Agency to whom report was made:

5. Ficld conclusions/recommendations: ﬂtrc a3 Mo CV:‘/(& c¢ o"lC U(‘r]f /4‘/'9‘1 on 74(
cever, 7Z¢ :hqqs‘ v[cnc,n}}, g-/ Mon«.qeu'/.t [P Sk 4 thooo/
;n\a/f:on.. / Ar.r-c are Me /r.flq.f; OFr CohClras a_vlfja/z: 5)/4'.

F. CERTIFICATION

{ have conducted an inspection of CAU 112, Area 23 Hazardous Waste Trenches, in accordance with the procedures of the Past-Closure Penmit (including
the Post-Closure Plan) as recorded on this checklist, attached sheets, and field notes.

B —

Chief Inspector’s Signature: Date: j
- 9/27/07

Printed Name: 1/ /2( Lorofson Tte 7" b Mavager
v 4

Attachments (check if attached):
[} Field Notes
[1 Maintenance records
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