A. Site inventory

Date: , Time:

Inspector:

LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR:

AGID: FARM NAME: A+ £ éysjnw 0

Completed by: e

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

Zl| WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

Weather: o i ol

Temperature: =

Soil surface: moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snhow covered
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O NRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

2
Was the WSP mo
| individual?

(SSIF -10/10)

3 Date design of modification
.

| Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

| Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
| place at the time of construction?

Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Wik

Name:

Den’ MECaA

Signature: . \ """\)(w /742_%«/
p

S =

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
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\OJ NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Damage from burrowing animals?

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? /

Présenceof trees or woody vegetation?

‘Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
marked? If not required then n/a.

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

NS R RK

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? ‘ - /

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? ‘ e

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? v

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 : June 2012
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| @j NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for boncern, possible extent of damage, identify options to

repair, stab

7

ilize or address in the REPORT section.

Liner type: [None ({|Compacted Clay}| Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment]
\ (Circle One) - 7

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? o

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked? ' vV

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or

™
o

\/

\/

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement? o
\/

near the toe? G

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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\Q,NRCS o | (SSIF -7/10)” =

SITE AND STRUCTURE»_INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

S

1 WSP InSIde Top Average Width (ft) . (ch ' m ,,Jr
2; "~WSP—ln51de Top - Average Length (ft) B \LgD %/X'Ly
3. WSP Storage Capacny (cu ft) »' 272 Y 28 el B Z 0 mtﬂm
4. Embankment - Inside 8S (X:1). ‘ " 2
5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) | 2
: 6. Embankment - Top Width (ft) | S o 4
7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Irside )~~~ . lc;"*'
|8 Embankment - Maximun Fill Height (f) ~ -
[9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) o 12
' |10.Total Pond Depth () R ECE
11.Liner Type and Thickness (in) - . ey
12.1 InIetType and Location C e o - P;tﬁl @ GPS -
13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z; 1) » . nla
1 | 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well( ) | )R’ & .}.[3’@ \ 5“
15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads@V_a'tw I
il Course
116. Emptymg Feature is provided to protect agamst acc:dental
release ((yesjno) If yes please describe in the note section. | levas ?
17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) 3200 | dep-t—
-}18. Dtstance to Nearest Water Course (ft) '

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 ' o June 2012
Page 17 of 37




A. Site inventory

Date: , Time:
Inspector:
LANDOWNER:
OPERATOR:
AGID: FARM NAME: /Z\'*C 6
| | yshina 472

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
E WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:!

Weather: SM\/\&/

Temperature: L’F

Soil surface:/dry, \moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



@j N RCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Was the WSP modification designed by a qualified
individual? ‘ : '

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

DeScription of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? ' o
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

4

Name: o C o S JAA
va\ M /-(&/
' 1
Signature: ’J’\ ‘‘‘‘‘ > W %’/ ‘ Date:
- ~ —_— v ) ,
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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&QI NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FQRMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of loéation and identify O & M task to improve management in
REPORT section. : : . : A

Damage from burrowing animals?

Evidence of overtopping of embankment? - PLOE L

Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment? 4 /

Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? g

Presence of trees or woody vegetation? ‘- "

‘Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
marked? If not required then n/a. . . S

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? ’ i
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? : g/
General erosion of liner material? v
Damaged liner material (holes, tears, Searhs)? ' L
All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? _ : _ v

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? o

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? a

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 : June 2012
Page 19 of 37



| \O_) NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for Concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

- v

Liner type: [None (|| Compacted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendmenf
= i 2 -

(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales?

\

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked? ' g

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment siope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankmént?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

A EAERYARAYANAN

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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ONRCS

S
(SSIF -7/10)

SITEAND STRUCTURE‘INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

-|1- WSP - Inside Top - Average Wdth (ft) ZOOr | __zq,@,_/\ \/( )

12 -'WSP-Inslde Top - Average Length (ft) | Z(oD' - %

13, WsP storage Capacity (cu ft 5544 105 P Wém on

|4. Embankment - Inside 8S (X:1) - 4l

6. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) T

|6, Embankment - Top Width (ft) R

{]7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Iriside SS) - & R

-|8: Embankment ~ Maximuny Fill Height (ft) S
9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) 3 ) .
10. Total Pond Depth (ft) 12
11. Liner Type and Thickness (in) d« ¢ :
12.Inlet Type and Location (7t Dc SRAS
13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) 5|

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well’(ff)‘ | 3&,0‘

15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads, Water
Course ﬂ/

16. Emptyin

, Feature is provided to protect against accidental
releas %n

. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section.

17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft)

18 Dlstance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37
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DAIRY WASTE

D= STORAGE

13 TAVERAGE AREA

LAGOON/POND S= SIDE SLOPE 2[:1 A & C Sytsma Dairy Il
CALCULATIONS L= LENGTH 195 143|INSIDE LENGTH
W=WIDTH 150 98|INSIDE WIDTH
i |[AREA=FT?| 29,250 169|AVERAGE LENGTH
N 124|AVERAGE WIDTH
POND #1 FT AVERAGE 20,956
CUBICFT | 272,428
- GALLON CAPACITY | 2,037,761
ACRE FEET 6.3 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON

D= STORAGE -

13 AVERAGE AREA

LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS

S= SIDE SLOPE 2[:1
POND #2 L= LENGTH 300 248|INSIDE LENGTH
W=WIDTH 190 138/INSIDE WIDTH
AREA=FT*| 57,000 274|AVERAGE LENGTH
164|AVERAGE WIDTH
] FT AVERAGE 44,936
CUBICFT | 584,168 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON B
GALLON CAPACITY | 4,369,577 LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS
ACRE FEET 13.4
D= STORAGE 0 AVERAGE AREA
POND #3 S= SIDE SLOPE 0f:1
L= LENGTH 0 0[INSIDE LENGTH
W=WIDTH 0 0|INSIDE WIDTH
AREA=FT? 0 0|AVERAGE LENGTH |
| ' 0|AVERAGE WIDTH |
B FT AVERAGE 0
CUBICFT | 0 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON
GALLON CAPACITY 0 LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS
ACRE FEET 0.0

D= STORAGE

AVERAGE AREA

0
POND #4 S= SIDE SLOPE 0|1
L= LENGTH 0 ~ O[INSIDE LENGTH
W=WIDTH 0 " O|INSIDEWIDTH
- AREA= 0 0|AVERAGE LENGTH
I f 0|AVERAGE WIDTH
FT AVERAGE 0
,,,,,,,,, CUBICFT | 0 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON
. GALLON CAPACITY 0 LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS |
ACRE FEET 0.0

SURFACE AREA =

TOTAL

|

182,080 FT2

6,407,338 GALLONS

" 182,080

Page 1




A. Site inventory
Date: Tuesday April, 7, 2015 ' Time: 9:00:00 AM
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Aaron Prins
AGID: 17 FARM NAME: Double P Dairy

Completed by: EE I Acency DNMP/WSDA
CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELQW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: Gl

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE: S

Weather:

Temperature:

Soil surface: dry, moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Vo ) /‘&‘S . VA
\ (\’3;&’@“‘ /
\y‘* } y&l’ I - o
- \ \. l
2T ;
7z =\
({%’9 N & !
= }i Page 1



\oj N RCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) A PQ‘\ NS

AICD

BT Was the WSP modification designed by a qualified
individual? , '

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

: Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in -
place at the time of construction?

: Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: : JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
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@j NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND'STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) "

D ————

TEINVEN

Damage from burrowing ammals?

oy o e e e Lty o Gl -

Evidence of overtopping of embankment’7

A PRAES SRR

‘ € access-is fenced and properly S fn [ S
marked? If not requnred then n/a. tope gty ke e nailglizes(

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? )(

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material? \/
Damaged liner material (holes; tears; seams)? vfc

-All-pumps-and-transfer-pipes-are fqnqtignal?

<

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was an\/ abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If \/
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practlce would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 , June 2012
' Page 19 of 37



ONRCS .

SITE AND STRUCTU'RE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

)1 "‘.'~

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for ‘concem,v possible extent of damagye, identify options to.
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section. _

NTORY: G vf;":‘-l.": | YES I\

( ¢ N /
Liner type: |None || Compatted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment
~ . /
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? 5[ !

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or /<
! blocked? -

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepége at the toe of the embankmént?.

RS ENE N

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
| near the toe?

WIND N :
Interior erosion due to-waw& action? /

v

Interior erosion from rainfall?

-

mbankn

bl BAST. QW00 OF. LAGOON AWTDLOR. 1686 96 WINO
S - A L 17 (Vs | O A ST
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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ONRECS

(SSIF -7/10)

SITE'AND STRUCTURE jlﬁ'VE?N?r’”o?RYi«FoRMs’ (SSIF) -

- |1.. WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (f)... ... ... ... .

A naon) P
N\Act /\)

A
R
Vraid SRy

J?QVM% e

e

|2 Wsb - Inside Top —Average Length () " TSTEAT T ) o5

3. WSP Storage Capacnty (cu ft) _ 324, ool /2 %O ‘{SD\

14 Embankment - Inside SS X:1) 5 T

§ 6. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) - ) § A [ / g =

(|6. Embankment - Top Width (ft) G ‘ ‘ﬂ T
Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside $8)° =~ =

8- Embankment = Maximur Fill Height (7

w.....p\,.,k NI P A s TR S <38 T S

'] 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

3 ey &

b il D Ll T T Ry S S U SIS 0 S S

9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) ) s

10. Total Pond Depth (ft) TS Te e e |
i 11. Liner Type and Thickness (in) = 3 " Eeto b adinsr (g / n,” -
i 12. Inlet Type and Location G 6580 25G 7VC SAD VBRI AR T E ’}JO‘ BiLiza 510
g 13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z 1) . _ " /><_ _ ?.}
| | 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) lq ' -] )
{| 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Roads Water ‘ o :
| Course ; i3 it V\ eLzs
; 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agamst acmdental 0 U\?
! release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectron : ;
1] 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) E T S :

- = = ]

4 Eooror Cocow rsrbfied

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Tuesday April, 7, 2015 Time: 10:30:00 AM
Inspector:CS :
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: John Banks, Jr
AGID: 50 FARM NAME: Riverview Ranch

FARM ADDRESS: 1220 Vance Rd, Mabton, WA

Completed by: P : Agency DNMP/WSDA
CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: SR IE

N SP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE: R0 RRRa

Weather:  Dy-0 r A<T

Temperature: 4 8° ¢

Soil surface:@ moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\Oj N RCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) 'Ek;/" /2

af
Yo = lmw\ )

B \Was the WSP modification deS|gned by a quallﬁed
individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in.
place at the time of construction?

| Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: : JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



@J NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO" make not'
REPORT sectié"n i

ITE INVENTORY

Damage from burrowing animals?

Ve Ay s o o - d - g ] LTGEn » A NPRAERY

Evidence of overtopping of embankment? - e B VAR

d aceess-is fenced and properly | - -]
marked? If not required then n/a. B B RIS 10 (10
Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? \/
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? v |
General erosion of liner material? v i ;
Damaged liner material (holes] tears; seange)?: 1 O 2rf e iBglibe } bitl SE
—All-pumps-and'transfer‘pipesare__functipgal?»; e 7[ X *(WH* L

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

------- e 3 -’-Y“-f---mltmﬂ.-.fvO.E‘Q_Q.___@.Q_____ __me, A)(th_

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If %
yes then answer 1 and 2 below): i

1. Minor repair or change in practlce would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 19 of 37



\0} N RCS (SS.IF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concem ‘possible extent of damage identify options to
repalr stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

Liner type: [None || Comp}éted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Ben%mte Amendment]
4 (Clrcle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? N4

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or ' W
4 blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the erhbankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlemént?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankme'nt?>

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe? ‘

W (N
Interior erosion due to-wave actlon’7 )(

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 ‘ June 2012
. Page 18 of 37



\OJNR S £ | (SSIF -7/10)

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY-FORMS (SSIF) -

WeRJiow/

: on A«
N o A T A IS M e sl W e SO e M S Y L:—A(f/..@ DL e -
g > hoen 5 » e T AR <o dy > Bae 3 3 AL - .

t
r
K =T,
- |1.. WSP - Inside Top - Average Width (ft)_. . .~ " Fgg X
2. 'WSP - Inside Top ~Average Length (ft " : (gg T"fﬁ_, |

3. WSP Storage Capacuty (cu ft) ) I (,,59, ( [ ﬁg Mz&b
|4 Embankment - Inside SS (X:1) e \
‘|5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) 4 N b\ “i
-|6. Embankment - Top Widith (ft) | A H, o A
1|7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside'S8)* "~ D _
|8 Embankment — Maximum Fill Height el
/|9 Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) et Iieiebalii
' |10. Total Pond Depth (ft) b : ’f,_.
-] 11. Liner Type and Thlckness in ol NBMINNE TG S0 N AUEUEE Y RAGRT Y] g al
i 12. Inlet Type and Locatlon TG GRUQNIE 223G i PGS REG BT o B
13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z 1) o retitean toaners s bouNBe iR 3 ) 03
i1 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) '[q e / \5 0' b m ; ::3 :
: 1 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads, Water “
Course ‘ o bRy wT / Ftu LO 2
: | 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst accndental ¢ ’
! release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon PorP S
.| 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) o ‘ ‘f P Mw‘é'

18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

................. % miussrpz LCONERT RN RETTU N BASIN. £ 18] R ALY i G
...... uuo O RXPALZ. —. &»1___.«_&.)@_ 0n ML 200
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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A. Site inventory
Date: Tuesday April, 7, 2015 Time: 10:30:00 AM

Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: John Banks, Jr
AGID: 50 FARM NAME: Riverview Ranch

gfl IONES

FARM ADDRESS: 1220 Vance Rd, Mabton, WA

Completed by: NS,  Agency DNMP/WSDA
CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: I

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE R

~ Weather: Oyie kT

Temperature: H&° F

Soil surface: @ moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

PSS




\oj N RCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)
TPpR? il

).

S ~R\J BRI aw

NDoloWwW

[ Was the WSP modlﬁcatlon deS|gned by a quallﬂed
| individual?

| Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

o Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practlce standard in
place at the time of construction?

| Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

: Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

VVSE Inveniony ympietea . py

Name: . JAA
Signature: Date:

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
) Page 20 of 37



P

\Q/ NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND'STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)" '~

pond-access-is fenced-and pfeperiy ot s S
marked’> If not required then n/a. LD IS nIau2 10_noitgoabdd]

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? 7(

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material? 4
Damaged liner material (holes; tears;seanis)?: "« = | 1o - i

~All‘~pumps'and-transfel“pipes'gre. functional? - - - X“ ‘"‘*‘ '*“ .

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? ‘ )[

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If >(
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practlce would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 : June 2012
' Page 19 of 37



| \oj N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concem possible extent of damage, identify options to.
repair, stablllze or address in the REPORT section.

Liner type: |None IICompépfed Clay || Flexible MembraneJ[Bentonlte Amendment]

(Circle One) 7 WRLS STANDA
Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? 4
If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or V%

‘ blocked?

| Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at thé toe of the embankme.nt?‘

7\-\7«*47\3&&

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe? .

. - TR . :
Interior erosion due to wawe action? ‘ ?[ -

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
. Page 18 of 37



\.OJ NRCS . | (SSIF -7/10)

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY-EFORMS (SSlF)
KAV "‘(Lu')(\\) _\Ow\\ \ \/A il

o ?DMO 2

i

i |-1.. WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft). . . . 0 LR N Sl eea
|2/ 'WsP - Inside Top - Average Length (ft) U T );ﬁ 7
3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft) | Z.'_}olfj\_{g /1 150 44_3
|4, Embankment - Inside S R R Bt |
i 6. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) " el o o 2
{ |6. Embankment — Top Width (ft) e ] Moo - om0
7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + lﬁéfde-"éé)‘-”" e wInIned 1A HigRINds T _ |
|87 "Embankrment = Maximurm Fill Height (ft) e }93' - """"‘“" i "'”"f“f""’" ” o
9. Maxnmum Excavation Depth (ft) :0”( S :
10.Total Pond Depth (ft) RN L et ;m
11. Liner Type and Thickness (in) AL L] PREACPEG Sp A D o
112, 1nlet Type and Locatlon tadd G5O 2 3G Lo e S0 Lo I 3;4»*!
13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z1) L R O (O )
1| 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) 7/4 / \ D" “ E
15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads Water ' DK*J \,o*r /y:\ aﬂ
Course . v L
16 Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst accndental »QDW\\‘P :
| release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section. ;
!]17.Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) A T g ; '
; 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft) / 2 MILE ‘{Méwu’r R \/é‘L
5 COMMENTS i

.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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A. Site inventory

Date: Tuesday April, 7, 2015
Inspector:CS

LANDOWNER:

Time: 11:30:00 AM

OPERATOR: Arturo Perez Salazar
AGID: 59 FARM NAME: Familia Salazar Dairy

”. .: 3 :

pleted by: 0 G (R LR R
CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
E/WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: (RS

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE: i S R

Com Agency DNMP/WSDA

=

Weather: Oyrb CAL+t

Temperature: _ - 2°

Soil surface@ moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

— L ' 4

W)

Page 1




\Q} NRCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) s

AT |
BN

T Was the WSP modlﬁcatlon de3|gned by a quallﬂed
individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction?

2 Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

WSP Inventory. Completed b

Name: : JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



\Q} NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND'STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) '~

If any boxes ¢ch ked N
REPo}zT secua’n A

_“vDamage from burrowing anlmals?

Evidence of overtoppmg of embankment’?

‘ ’cess-is fenced-and properly -~ | : AR i

marked? If not required then n/a. DRI ananUle 10 Nokg 1( (ATl

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? \/ N

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? : ¥

General erosion of liner material? e _

Damaged liner material (holes; tears{'seams)? =~ = | =7 conEnigdom o ol oy S

-All-pumps-and transferpipes-are functional? -~ |-~ Y | e
L % L ESad Rk Bt ind :

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? 7Z :

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was ariy abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practlce would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
' Page 19 of 37



\Qj NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concem possible extent of damage identify options to
repair, stablllze or address in the REPORT sectlon

/ ) :
Liner type: [None || Compacted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment
{ . '
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? \[

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or {
| blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankmént?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or

V4
<
Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm? )/
near the toe? >“/

\WNp 2 e
Interior erosion due to Vw\)ave action? \,[

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
. . Page 18 of 37



SITE‘AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

T S 8.

(0[ \O e (

(SSIF -7/10)

WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft) .. ... 0.~ | "

‘WSP - Inside Top ~Average Length (ft)‘ R “ g R JS"’[‘ ‘ A}
WSP Storage CapaC|ty (cu ft) ZRO | , ;! ( 28¢ 98 Z\
Embankment - Inside SS (X 1) | 1.5 ]

Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1)

CIAiTsUIVY

®~N[o[olslw N> (SR

Course

; Embankment — Top Width (ft) o ”'% ¢ B}VJ ‘pcwoi X

3 Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside'$3)~ an Al i

*- “Embankmient —Maximum Fill Hefght (ft) "~ « ‘
'19. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) ksl Ny :
'[10. Total Pond Depth (f) | | | P 3l
; 11. Liner Type and Thlckness (in)  “agole @ K Gl ‘/“CLA\/” )
é 12.Inlet Type and Location .«-.Q £ 0T § Spges '
1| 13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1), NA 3
, 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depthin well(ft) XgO ! J ‘
: ] 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Roads Water :

e \tAdLO

16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst acmdental

?\)A/\?53?‘5 :

17.Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft)

¥ release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon '

| SO

18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



. Site inventory
Date: Tuesday April, 7, 2015 Time: 11:30:00 AM
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Arturo Perez Salazar
AGID: 59 FARM NAME: Familia Salazar Dairy

LAGOO

Phones:

FARM ADDRESS: 1070 Buss Rd, Mabton, WA

{5 L :, :'A;:'»,“‘"_ op of Embankment or Spillway Elevatior
d by: B, ~gency DNMP/WSDA

Complete

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: SAENaas

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE: (SE e
Weather: S I NY
Temperature: $3°

Soil su_rface:@ moist, wet, saturated, _standinq water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



O NRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

(SSIF -10/10)

CALK 24N (*O’\)O :?{Z

compiele

BT Was the WSP modification designed by a qualified
individual? : '

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction?

Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

ompieted p’

JAA

Name:

Signature: Date:

* ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 20 of 37




\Q} NRCS ‘ (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

DA

If any boxes chepked "NO” make not

REPORT section. e - S Rt L
| Damage from burrowing akimale? - PURe= TR R N e . )
Evidence of overtopping of embankment? -~ =~ < | o
, egce fsqg@e q%r gully on embankment? . el
nd T pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? vl 1
ssenc ‘ » ody-vegetation? -~ ‘T,“'f"““,”?é,"' -t RSt e. ol
ste é“f’é Xﬁ n *aé ss-is fenced-and properly - B RS D—— VAR T
marked? If not required then n/a. LT U 10 Doig: 7<
Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? ' )5
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? /( ;
General erosion of liner material? ><f
Damaged liner material (holes; tears; seams)?. ~ =0 =7 { e oo 2 Sl DASLS
-All-pumps-and transfer-pipes-are functional?- -~ - q{"' i‘:f;,f't'fj;? e fre—
All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? ; %
Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? )(
L 3] 0 Ry ey a
NOTES:
........ ;.------..Am:A,L ﬁ/\)-_{.-J.Mx,[:t:_--!s.v.,;:iks.--&&m) Sm u,&-- ¥:.--..c,\.z.‘:).ﬂ.\_q-)__--------

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /<
yes then answer 1 and 2 below): 9

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compllance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
Page 19 of 37



\Qj NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

/ .
Liner type: [None |[Compatted Clay |[Flexible Membrane ] [Bentonite Amendment
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? <

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or ,(
blocked? -

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankmént?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or

Y
X
X
Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm? - \/
(v
Y
near the toe? X

. . N ' '
Interior erosion due to ‘ﬁ/éue action? ‘ )/

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
- . Page 18 of 37



(SSIF -7/10)

SITE-AND STRUCTURE INVENT’C)"'RY'FORMSf(*SVSIF) s
c

,,,,,

r@m“

15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Roads, Water
Course s ;

Lamw wr \MY—D

¢ |1.. WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft)... . .. . A 22 S

|2 ‘WsP - Inside Top — Average Length (ft) e ) b o

,YM 3. WSP Storage Capacnty (cu ft) 1|30 <3 WL
|4. Embankment - Inside SS (X:1) L ;
‘5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) L
6. Embankment - Top Width () R

1|7 Combined Side Siope (Outside SS + mgidés'é)*"‘f"”“‘ e

§"8‘ “Embankment = Maximun Fill Height (fty =~~~ i/ "
; 9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) S (b |
| 10. Total Pond Depth () g i
é 11.Liner Type and Thickness (in) = i-'c ~ ol QAR 1z g pore i L
12.Inlet Type and Location 146 G010t 256 o BGos e cERaRIT b 5
! 13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z 1) o . Y. . 3
i | 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) gD ' ar
| — -

16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accndental

’ release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon i JN\ 5
1| 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) ' ' | &O o

’: 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

=10 ;‘i\:‘,h'”;jl,n*"l

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Tuesday April, 7, 2015 Time: 9:00:00 AM
Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Jacob Veldhuis )
_(\ E\O e

AGID: 2003 FARM NAME: ia Dairy LLC
LAGOON ID:  KlowPe Z - (vest Latt NYG 21271 Long: L A
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 2371 Stover Rd, Grandview, WA

REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: __4/iu i5

MANURE/EFFLUENTLEVEL: T & %
TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: _ 15 FT.
Completedby: [ Je.  4° . Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

““-:[ [ WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

) /
Weather: Swwey [ W indy

/

Temperature: SZ2°F

. ol : .
Soil surfacey dry, /moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

\

Page 1



O NRCS SSIF-1010)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

as he S diﬁcatlon desined y aqualid
individual? B : '
Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

Deécription of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? ' o
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: N CofC JAA
‘ l
Signature: ﬂh\\) /747 %7/ ‘ Date:
. — e é/;// )
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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\Ql N RCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Rery e a8 st o e i) B st S Lo DA S T chiskia cuadend ol

If any boxes checked “NO” make notes of Iocatlon and |dent|fy O &M task to improve management in

REPORT sectlon

Damage from burrowing animals?

v
Evidence of overtopping of embankment? - [/
v

| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

j Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? v

| Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
marked? If not required then n/a.

| Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

General erosion of liner material?

7
v
v
| Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? : 4
| v’
i

i Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If =
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 : June 2012
' Page 19 of 37



| \Q/ NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

[
g.

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for boncern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

e e O
Liner type: [None |[Compacted Clay |[Flexible Membrané] [Bentonite Amendment
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales?

%

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked? ™ -4

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

| Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

\i\'\\:\\\

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



SN

\OJNRCS | (SSIF -7/10) | \

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

WSP - Inside Top - Average Width (ft) .

13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z: 1) PR FE T
14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) : e \/AS '

o I
2 {WSP Insrde Top - Average Length (ft) e C(o( \/C(S o ,B’dto‘
13. Wsp Storage Capacrty (cu ft) - _& 5,14&% 4Q(§
14 Embankment - Inside ss (X1) ‘ S q.;(

5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) | 3 '

6 Embankment — Top Width (ft) R 5 B

7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + lﬁéi‘dé"SS)‘~"‘ R N

8. "Embankment = Maximum Fill Height (ft) Yo

19. Maxrmum Excavation Depth (ft) : B

10.Total Pond Depth (ft) = R ‘y) "

11. Liner Type and Thlckness (m) B O

12 Inlet Type and Location o ,;': : R Praz (o (PS

» 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Burldln@ Roads, Water

: Course , v . '

:116. Emptying Eeature is provided to protect agalnst acmdental «

‘ release (yes /no) If yes please describe in the note section. Yoy o

‘ 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) | 2. wt% o

‘118 Dlstance to NearestW ter Course (ft)

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
‘ Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Tuesday April,-7,-2015 Time: 9:00:00 AM
Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Jacob Veldhuis

AGID: 2003 FARM NAME: Frieslandia Dairy LLC
LAGOON ID: | . Lat NHB . 714,y Long: o 19, q(, 15
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 2371 Stover Rd, Grandview, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: L{/ f‘-( / el

~ MANURE/EFFLUENTLEVEL: =~ 4@ %
TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: |  FT.
Completed by: i e R Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
\( WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: I W zgili‘;“

I_—_IT WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:

Weather: iy / Wiady
7 [

—
Temperature: 20 F

-

Soil surfacT./drv, )moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered
e
\//

Page 1



\Ql NRCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

| Wés the SP modification designed by a qualified
individual? A '

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

" | Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

| Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
| place at the time of construction?

| Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Name: N ¢ JAA
‘})ﬁ/\ /l/l ~ /A/—Lkz/
[
Signature: A —-.\_)’A L, 247 ''''' Date:
S - il
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



\Q/ N RCS - (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

ittt SN s i o e LR ST . e e |

If any boxes checked “
REPORT section.

NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to improve management in

Damage from burrowing animals? | il
Evidence of overtopping of embankment? ‘ v
| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment? - g

| Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? v~

Presence of trees or woody vegetation? =g

| Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
| marked? If not required then n/a. Vv

| Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

/
L/
General erosion of liner material? v~

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? v

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? v

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? /

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 : June 2012
Page 19 of 37



| @j N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for éoncern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

e

= O
Liner type: [None( || Compacted Clay] [ Flexible Membrane |[ Bentonite Amendment
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? /

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or /
blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidénce of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankmént’?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

A NAY AR

Interior erosion from rainfall?

R

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



N | R
\Q/NRCS (SSIF -7/10)

\
SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

1. WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft) \v—,{’ B %

2. 'WSP - Inside TOp Average Length (ft) 55@‘ —-% ;.“{Tiy CJ o
- 13. WSP Storage Capa_c;ty (cu ft) ' v LQZR cg‘gx (n Qv
|4, Embankment - Inside 8S (X:1). LR \

:|5: Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) - 2 N
|6 Embankment - Topwidth(fy z() o
‘ 7. Combined Slde Slope (OutS|de SS + Inside SS) B g( '

? 8: “Embankment — Maximum Fill Height (ft) e )

’ 9. MaXImum Excavation Depth (ft) | R S’ S"(

10. Total Pond Depth (ft) R % g/(

3 11. Liner Type and Thickness (in) = el

l12 lnlet Type and Locatnon | | . -};\ e@ v'(i;'%":@:‘:: I

:| 13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) R Y e

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth'in weIl(ft) 155‘ go s
+115. Failure Impacts; Farm Bundm@ Roads, Water A R

Course 3

:116. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agamst accndental

‘|__release. qﬁs/no) If yes please describe in the note section. B s

|| 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) S S L 59,97{-6 o

_ Y
-] 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft) 5/‘

22

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 17 of 37




A. Site inventory
Date: Tuesday April, 7, 2015 Time: 9:00:00 AM

Inspector: DM
- LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Jacob Veldhuis

AGID: 2112 FARM NAME: Klompe Dairy (Veldhuis Dairy)
LAGOONID: | - Eadt Lak Jdp .t Long: w (|19, A, 957
Phones: Cell: '

FARM ADDRESS: 650 Hornby Rd, Grandview, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: il |5

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: 90 %

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: | FT

Completed by: :Dw\ wie ‘ ' Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
\ WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: ulwmlis

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or~éarly fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:

Weather: ok i / W }N\\,
T 7 :

Temperature: 57

Soil surface: (drv,‘f‘a moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered
A

Page 1



\Q} N RCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

| Was the WSP modification designed by a qualified
| individual? | . |

Date design of modification

| Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

| Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? ' '
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume.

Name: N Y ye JAA
Den’ MEardy
I
Signature: ﬁ‘{> /747 - Date:
\" PSR A e
| L -
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37




\Q} NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

O A i R s
If any boxes checked “
REPORT section.

NO”; make notes of location and 'identify O & M task

to improve management in

BV e e

burrowing animals?

| Damage from

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? e

| Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

» Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
| marked? If not required then n/a.

: Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

: General erosion of liner material?

v
i

v

: Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? : vl
P

~ | Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /
yes then answer 1 and 2 below): ’

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 ‘ ' June 2012
Page 19 of 37



ONRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

(SSIF -8/10)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern p033|ble extent of damage identify options to

repair, stabilize or address in the _REPORT section

(Clrcle One)

Liner type: |None /H/Compacted CIay]I Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendmenti

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales?

v

:; If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
| blocked?

/

| Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

| Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

: Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

| Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

| Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

OISR SNV R RN

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 18 of 37



ONRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft) .

— A

(SSIF -7/10)

\ @/) v//(é _ 4“&4"\0‘

"WSP - In’s'i“de Top - Averége Length (ft)

6(3 \/c(; 280

WSP Storage Capamty (cu fty

= L4, |2 U«&\rk‘

P INJo oA LN

T

Embankment - Insidé SS X)) | | F|
Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) A q [
Embankment - Top Width (fty o B 7" '_
Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + |r%éi'dé¥*§é)"~'5?’ N
- Embankment = Maximury Fill Height (ft)" —
9. Maxnmum Excavation Depth (ft) ; 11‘
|10.Total Pond Depth () @ A

18.~D|stance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

11.Liner Type and Thlckness (xn) ay

12 lnlet Type and Locatlon ot e .'.; s L -.9‘.{;& o Py
13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z () B e U//\ ,
14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) L. Sp s
{ ; P = o s o A
: 115, Failure Impacts; Farm Bu1ld|n@Roads, Water

Course \ I I o
116. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accidental '
release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon be
'|17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) o '150 s
’ !

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37
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%
A. Site inventory

Date: Monday April, 6, 2015 Time: 8:00:00 AM [
N, « 49 FH0

Inspector: CS/DM ‘

LANDOWNER: ’ IZ 0 0. xl(ge 2o 19308
| _ Jar Tz 0B Wz

OPERATOR: Tom DeVries W 120 .19 3,2

AGID: 2020 i

N T e R —

11111

LIC .:—-byv" atiol

y: R R RSN G. Agency DNM

Completed b P/WSDA

2 WA kST %l

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW: B M Ful
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)
DATE: VSIS
WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,

depending on operation management)

DATE: SESRRESE R

Weather: /_, »u O+ S e g

Temperature: H|° F

Soil surface: dw,%wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered
= =7

Page 1



\oj NRCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) ) E\/M\ﬁ

\
N

adari o) Ve

JEC LS

B Was the WSR modification designed by a qualified
individual? ' . ‘ 4
Date design of—mo&ﬁgﬁen 2000 /
e Designer (If applicable)\ MADR <A LEh
Date of medification const'ru\cQon ey

‘ Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
: place at the time of constructibn? - '

8 Describe impact of the modification on structural infggrii:
‘ / | N

/ N\
7 BRI oy

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

/
A\
\

Name: : JAA
Signature: ‘Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



\Q} NRCS » (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Damage from burrowing anlmals?

L vTne—— 2V DN NSNS e R R Ay Lo o

Evidence of overtoppmg of embankment’? C e - )[ '

: coE swsfenoed and properly - i, B SR A _W o
marked’? If not required then n/a. BRI AR 10 DORGHK >( : L)

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? ,< 4
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? : e |
General erosion of liner material? Y :
Damaged liner material (holesf‘tE'a‘rs;"-Se‘aﬁfs)?- it IS g samen rosssHiborm o bi !
-All-pumps-and transferpipes-are functional? - -~ - - % p .

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

N e = =

Was aﬁy abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If \(
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into comphance wrth
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
Page 19 of 37



\OJ NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for -con'cem,‘ possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section. .

Liner type: [None _|[Corfipacted Clay | [ Flexible Membrane || Bentoriite Amendment
~ w
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales?

X

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
| blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas? -

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankmént?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe? ’ :

Interior erosion due to wave action?

AR e A

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
. Page 18 of 37



i ' @JNCS - (SSIF -7/10)

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY- FORMS-(SSIF) -

% 1. Wsp- Inside Top - Aver;agerdth(ft) s ,r 60 ? —upd-er 2V
1 P 3 LAZ TR FETHER ilv) ¢l Jat
§ 2! ~'WSP Inside ‘l{op Average Length (ft) 3 : ;Du e S / ) ‘
’ 3. WSP Storage Capacnty (cu ft) PN " ) oq(oy'ggb\ ng qh}
|4. Embankment - Inside SS .45 PR e
g 5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) o 27\ 5‘
(|8 _Embankment-Topwidth(fy T FFT T i
7. Combined Side Slope (Outside ssHﬁéide-"'sé)'-“'” e M v = gE
" |87 Embankment = Maximur Fill- Height (ft) I '“i‘—}“‘"" ":""‘"'”““_f"““ “ 1
9. Maxsmum Excavation Depth (ft) . o ZQ' s o '
110. Total Pond Depth (ft) haabad s 25 . |
11.Liner Type and Thickness (in) ‘ R g Dﬁ?}m&u 7 *“1, 3 oélb%p .
‘ TAIT RUANGR %
| 12 InletType and Locatlon i1 Ot 2 ety é (C‘?“QDW 3o 7%5232,
3 13.WSP Interior-Outiet Ramp Slope (z:1) s it 3 o, 3 IR
i 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) ﬁDO ,:K;D, I;f:?m”;fa"" = f* :
1| 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Roads Water FPet & sTrmAM / (NTOQM T T su‘Tx
g Course ¥ s e B '-'
i | 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst acmdental Pome TR0 C&WS . e :
f release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon T T4 ng ,
§ by > VN - =
i 17.Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) 5’4{ MAULE
'] 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft) - 3sA ' TS V‘/m(a‘/&r
s
‘w
1

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: ©4.06-1 S~ Time: & an~
Inspector: €<
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR TS e DeVEA?S

AGID: FARM NAME: {2\ &< Fam et FAR A
2020

i D\ &

=6

Completed by: [N Agency DNMP/WSDA
C-HECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
' WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: EESR R

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE R G EaEas

Weather: _C oDy / S b

Temperature: b{ lo =

Soil surface: dry, \_o_iﬂ wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1






Nen toND
%)e ﬂé: ‘Lﬁ‘;‘_g’lf;;;:_ @JNRCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Deeies

individual? ‘
Date des\rqn of modification

Designer (Ifapplicable)

| Date of modiﬁca(ion construction

] Description of structural modification:

N
N

Did the modification meet the N practlce ndard in .
place at the time of constructlon

| Describe impact of the modification oh, st?étural integrity:

/N
/AN

| Describe impact of the modiﬁ;étion on storage degthgnd storage volume:

/ LN R
/ . &

1D Inviantar “nlntad b
Vo 2 [nventon ompiete )\

Name: : ' JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 ' June 2012

Page 20 of 37



\OJ NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND;STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Damage from burrowing animals?

Evidence of overtopping of embankment? ﬁ )1
LY. ik
B -
S SR U SRS GPL S
ess-is fenced and propery |- g s 4

| marked? If not required then n/a. Ten g Loy e 1 NOoI

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? \

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? : . 4

General erosion of liner material? .4

 Damaged liner material (holes; tears;seants)? *~ < [ e orsdibns o

-Al-pumps-and transfer-pipes-are functional? -~~~ - - \“[ "

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

Was arfy abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If
yes then answer 1 and 2 below): . X

1. Minor repair or change in practlce would bnng the WSP into compliance wrth
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 19 of 37



\Oj NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTU-RE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concem possiblg extent of damage, identify options to

repair, stablhze or address in the REPORT section.

ESTIONS

l

|

L S RN Sy SR A R R Iy S T
- . eereoemes

Liner type: |None lL(mp’actecTGJay || Flexible Membrane lLBenwﬁ te Amendment
) ,,/ (Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? X

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or <
| blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe? |

Interior erosion due to wave action?

~
Vi
X
Y
| X
| Evidence of seepage at the toe of the’embankmént? N
V4

Interior erosion from rainfall?

................................................................................................................................

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 ' June 2012
. Page 18 of 37



el

R Ty )
i { | B
| |

ONRCS

(SSIF -7/10)

SITE’AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY-FORMS (SSIF) -

',“:OQGQA.A.w- - -

COMMENTS
............. Aca 1P.a.«.».»t‘.--um&{“chn-_‘.m_"_sm;m;,..mQﬁ--ﬁ'&.-&&.ﬁ@-ﬁgz—“
......... =4 vw‘ﬁ,otapa\l%»/\?tu&\

1. WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft)... B el =Y 2 T

2. 'WSP - Inside Top - Average Length (ft) ‘“ b ’rz (’E" g

3. WSP Storage Capacnty (cu ft) | Lt tq an C?) 2 0"}’2

4. Embankment - Inside SS (X 1) LK \

é 6. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) NTL 1 ‘“

§ 6. Embankment - Top Width (ft) i e R - %
7._Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside'$8) '+~ | 7177 UL T

i 8. Embankment =~ Maximun Fill Height Ry —— """ ”“W" - o N ”‘“‘;‘f &
9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft gyl o ‘
10. Total Pond Depth (ft) 7 MEEIgIE ﬂj
11. Liner Type and Thickness (in) LEE NI i, i Al

12.Inlet Type and Location oty 5 YR et San oy ?VM—VS( ¢ ENENT I\XNNCQI- "

|| 13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) A 1 e N al -
14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in weII(ft) _ggg' M A:\ M ) o 53 :
15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads, Water y N p

| Course , t e bt megz to emmehi

i ] 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accndental OV €V Fppadi TE AAA '3.

¢ release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon o e

17.Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) : 37/(4 WL{ o

'[18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft) e\ w aToh A L2

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: 6L Ob (S Time: 8 ann
Inspector: C.C
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: T D€J wES

AGID: FARM NAME: Dc\jp,\gg Famiut Faein
2028 |

=)
HRORES

FARM ADDRESS:

(eltilo avel BE )

{

3) A ] Waliop ottembankment orspiliiway. Elevation
Completed by: Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CQ_N_I_)ITION\BELOW:
' WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE RGN

Weather: oV 04 /8&{0/\)&08

‘Temperature: _ U (° -

Soil surface: dry, @ wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Pagé 1



“



ceveee o ONRCS S

W 12018308
SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Dc\"ue")

A

res= comij “througn o Deiow)

B Was the WSP modification desi
individual? ' :

Date design of ﬁ\Qdiﬁcation

gned by a qualified

Designer (If applicéb!g)

| Date of modification co\ns\tfuction

Description of structural msgiﬁcation:

\\ o
Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in .
place at the time of construction? ’ '

| Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

/ N
7

Describe impact of the modifi¢ation on storage depth and storage volume:

/. ST N
7 e e

WSE Inventory Compiete

Name: JAA \
\
Signature: ‘ Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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\Q} NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND'STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) '~

YPER
J o = o

if any boxes checked
REPORT section. -

| Damage from burrowing animals? __ - |
Evidence of overtopping.;embankment? ' 1 ‘
idence ofisoilerosion-or gully on embankment? ik
| is clear and unobstructed? )( )
vegetation? : e T G
ss-is fenced and properly | St T
| marked? If not required then n/a. Loy ininuye do noilglioadtl 4
Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? Y —1 |
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? - . 4 ;
General erosion of liner material? V4 ;
Damaged liner material (holes) tears; 'seams)? : e i nofsabort o et S g '
-All-pumps-and-transfer-pipes-are ~funqtip[_)al? Y " ; l, » ‘ ‘ oy |
All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? _ ¥
Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? %

ompleteinvent

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If K
yes then answer 1 and 2 below): )

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 A June 2012
Page 19 of 37



\Q} NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for éoncerh, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

‘ N R
Liner type: [None || Compacted Clay || Flexible Membrane | [ Bentonite Amendment
e (Gircle One) —

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? X

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or »
| blocked? b4

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankme-nt?v

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe? :

Interior erosion due to wave action?

ko Khx.?&&ﬂ&_&&

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
: Page 18 of 37



ONRCS

(SSIF -7/10)

SITE‘AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) -

= COMMENTS

| S K61 - PO AN B MO0 N To Alav gae

| 2 AATRGTNEN . PO e

|1, WSP - Inside Top - Average Width (fty. . .~ | 4o

2. éWSP-Inéii:Ie ’E*Op ‘-:'*Ave‘r‘;?ge'lv_‘-eng_th’(ftv) >, SO ’3l<“ :TT-':“ el .
: 3. WSP Storage:- CapaCIty (cu ft) & 12, 2% /3‘33,"339 mum;\)
|4. Embankment - Inside SS (X:1) bkl s i

5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) - e S Z

6. Embankment - Top Width (f) : e TR R

7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + n%"s‘idé*ss')*"“ S

8: “Embankment — Maximurt Fill Height (fty" e e R o

9. MaXImum Excavation Depth (ft) | {a[.‘ - |

10. Total Pond Depth (ft) e '

11. Liner Type and Thickness (in) " LSPE T Nk 7 |

12.Inlet Type and Location iad (195 TIRTARPIR | S iy »*

13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z 1) N I s

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) S Nk G ‘3 ‘

15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads, Water ' {( .

Course IR T . FERPE——
16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst accndental DOV e m,ouf) Q?dN\U‘\
release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section. |-, s:MB 10 MALN) u')S?P

17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) L,/ U wmie

‘i 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Monday April, 6, 2015 Time: 3:00:00 PM
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: John Prins
AGID: 2052 FARM NAME: John Prins Dairy #2

o B =\Y/~ - - \J! I ' 3 |
auid Level B )¢ bank

Completed by: Agency DNMP/WSDA
'CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW: |

WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE: (IR e

Weather: Su oY

Temperature: (. >°

Soil suﬁace@ moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

!f\\_\_v__ ---------- —— 4,_/\

Page 1




@/ NRCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) +, - o

Yos’ ¢ ‘;I",‘Vull.'.:‘ii y "!")'.4"':1.:!\_,-7/"‘ S5 below)
Was the WSP modification de
individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? ' ‘

| Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

WSPE Inventory Completed b

Name: : JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



© NRCS \ (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

r~,v._~...,.__‘_‘.»,.__m..-__v.__._*,v._ S ——

i

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes
REPORT section. S

| Damage from burrowing animals? 0 > > n e
Evidence of overtopping of embankment?
i ion or gully on embankment? j v X
is clear-and unobstructed? SR e
: vegetation®— - - —— ~* \(( - e
rage pond access-is fenced and propery - - ~ - -t LB
| marked? If not required then n/a. wislebgm fswtoude 1o noigf 2< o Y
Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? e
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? 5(
General erosion of liner material? 4 i
Damaged liner material (holes; tears; ?§éaﬁfé)?_ 101 2 YA g 1mem o )F( *
-All-pumps-and transfer-pipes?re_-ﬂmgtiggal?*’_’ S bl S il
All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? }(
Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

ompletelinventorv a

Was ari‘y abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If %
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
| Page 19 of 37



\Qj N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTU-RE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for bon‘cerh, possiblg extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

7 -
Liner type: [None |[Compaéted Clay|[Flexible Membrane || Bentonit&’ Amendment]
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? \[

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of seepage at thé toe of the embankme-nt?.

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

'

£

4

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement? | X
\/

<

Ve

Interior erosion from rainfall?

NOTES: X (4o £Rodind FoR. CESTUNG,. 24 VNOER.  CEMENT .
-----;----AEL&E:{_.\A)A\.{.,_...-------.-.----_--.-..-----------..---.----..---.-----..--.---..‘ .............................
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

. Page 18 of 37



ONRECS

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

(SSIF -7/10)

8
4. WSP - Inside '[op Avetgge Wdth (ft)~ I - A
2. ‘WSP - Inside Top = “Average Length (ft S EORAE o
3. WSP Storage Capacnty (cu ft | I, (2. 200.062 ﬁ/k\
4 Embankment - Inside SS. X:1) Seciie i - ﬁ
'|5. Embankment - Outside S8 (v:1) ENA &1
6. Embankment - Top Width (fty i /,.8 . e
[ 7. combined Side Siope (Outside SS + Iside 88)° -
é_ 8-~ Embankment —Maximum Fill Height R ” - -,...,_.\.gw.i,_ A
'|9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) '3 ¥
[10.Total Pond Depth (it o ;;'*f
;.11 Liner Type and Thickness (in) | E | U Kin e 306D SONG, a £
12. Inlet Type and Locatlon s e iy { B (55T TR
13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z1) - . X
i | 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) s ‘ ~ o
o 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Roads Water "(b RECARED .
Course : - ELD_S
: | 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agamst accudental S
f release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section. vy V\?)
‘ 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) Soo!
18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

OMMENTS

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015 Time: 9:00:00 AM
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Art Mensonides

AGID: 2056 FARM NAME: Mensonides Dairy LLC MESISIR - ‘*;\ N
LiAJC V7

LAGOON ID:lj\\"/)C\;,_rL\J Lat YL« 18602 Long: |\ 1.921812,

Phones:  +V'At Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 305 S Fisher Rd, Mabton, WA

REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: _64.08. 1S

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL.: leo> %

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment oi;épiu@_lil(g;{aﬁeﬁ: Y FI.

Completed by: Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

| | WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:
Weather: Ovol. caT
Temperature: USaf

Soil surface: dry) moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\oj NRCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

)\J\ AN PK)“D

x4 S 2L A e S R L YR T

[ Was the WSP modification designed by a QUallﬂed o
| individual?

| Date design of modification

| Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

| Description of structural modification:

| Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
| place at the time of construction?

| Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: : JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 ‘ June 2012
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@j NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

\'f

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to improve management in
EPORT section. s
;!\“"f:)"’,‘;“.“' NIECTIO

Damage from burrowing animals?

| Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

%X B

Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? <

Presence of trees or woody vegetation? X

Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly ' ‘
marked? If not required then n/a. - 7<

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

PP

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? /

| All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? ¥

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? \/

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If >/
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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\OJ NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

| /
~ | Liner type: [None || Compacted Clay || FlexibleMembrane || Bentonite Amendment]
3 (Circl¢ One)

| Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? )(

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or ;
| blocked? >(

| Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

| Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

| Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

| Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

| Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

YR RS R R RN

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

y | Interior erosion due to wave action?

X

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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@J NRCS (SSIF -7/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

1. WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft) 2L

2. WSP - Inside Top — Average Length (ft) Hi2

3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft) 2 68 6 {72 i 4D

4. Embankment - Inside SS (X:1) Y\ |

15. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) ' |

6. Embankment — Top Width (ft) V|

7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside SS) ,

8. Embankment — Maximum Fill Height (ft) 2yt

9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) .

10. Total Pond Depth (ft) 2 b

11. Liner Type and Thickness (in) UDPE

12.Inlet Type and Location P51 (suenas 5(,\ LU/

13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) |

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) [ an

15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads, Water PAFURS / (peR AL
Course

16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accidental | —
release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section. | © """

17.Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) I ™

18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft

M
PE ‘_/ NEST

s

: S D e 1 AT7 -
1 ™ NMENTSR / NOTE
X \V.A f o | — \’ | i p§ =d R VIEN IO/ NUILE

.......

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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A. Site inventory
Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Art Mensonides
AGID: 2056
LAGOON ID: Lat: y;, 13358
Phones: Cell:
FARM ADDRESS: 305 S Fisher Rd, Mabton, WA

REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: _4 o2 o

FARM NAME: Mensonides Dairy LLC

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: S8 %

Time: 9:00:00 AM

BN t

Long: |{ 9,9 7%59

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: fe FT.

Completed by:

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

DATE:

DATE:

Weather: (O el AN

Agency DNMP/WSDA

WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

| WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

Temperature: = |

Soil surface: (/g;[y/: moist, wet, saturated, standing water,

frozen, snow covered

(3

. v\j:u\’(

N

Page 1



O NRCS ESIP-40/1D)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) 5
\
N \

SevTunG EASIN

WSP modification designed by a quali S
| individual?

| Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

1 Description of structural modification:

V Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
| place at the time of construction?

" | Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

,j Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

sompieted by

Name: JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



[

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1.

O NRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

AINTENANCE INVEN

SITE INVENTORY QUESTIONS

Damage from burrowing animals?

VY

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to improve-aagement i
REPORT section.

i

(SSIF -9/10)

| Evidence of overtopping of embankment? -

Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

P

Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? )(

Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
| marked? If not required then n/a.

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

LSRN ENES

[ Al pumps and transfer pipes are functional? \/

| All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? 5/

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 19 of 37



\OJ N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, possible extent of damage, ide

)Qtify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section. \

z /
Liner type: [None |[Compagted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentonite’/Amendment]
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? /

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
! blocked?

N

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

| Damp, soft, or slumping areas? V4

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

| Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
| near the toe?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankmént? \/
/

| Interior erosion due to wave action?

| Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
- Page 18 of 37



ONRCS -

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

1. WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft) | 7.8

2. WSP - Inside Top — Average Length (ft) &AL

3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft L4S3. SH. {10,910, (48)
4. Embankment - Inside SS (X:1) 2

5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) H- |

6. Embankment — Top Width (ft) 20! +

7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside SS)

8. Embankment — Maximum Fill Height (ft) | €

9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) | =

10. Total Pond Depth (ft) .
11.Liner Type and Thickness (in)

b

QA AMENDED / \ 2
12.Inlet Type and Location L

NLET o (onp e

13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) i 5

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft)

15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads, Water
Course AU &

16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accidental ;
release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section. # P2 p

l /V\‘Lf

17.Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) L AA 1

18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft) : TNPE Vo

\AICOD CTDILIATIIDE I~ RACAITC / AIAATEC
WSP - STRUCTURE COMMENTS / NOTES

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015 Time: 9:00:00 AM
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Art Mensonides

AGID: 2056 FARM NAME: Mensonides Dairy LLC PoD £
LAGOON |DZP,_;&,~ 0o Lat: 40 . L85 Long: 19,9297 S—
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 305 S Fisher Rd, Mabton, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: oy .o (T

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: we? %

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: 2 FL.
Completed by: Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

- DATE:

Weather: /1 C A

Temperature:

Soil surface: dry, moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



O NRCS ST 20105

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) ([ .-
Poyp 2

, Wa th WSP modification designed by a
| individual? . '

| Date design of modification

: Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

el

Description of structural modification:

| Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
| place at the time of construction?

Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

~ WSP Invent s
e Y g i SR R A b & 23 Lo b S A a2 A N R S Y ot SISO RO R R i i
Name: : JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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\Oj NRCS | (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to improve management in
REPORT section. : '

B
———
f

’E i Dag Ab rin animals? Vi
| Evidence of overtopping of embankment? )/(
| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment? '
Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? >/
Presence of trees or woody vegetation? ~/
Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
| marked? If not required then n/a. : )Z
| Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? v/
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? /
| General erosion of liner material? ¥
Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)? ‘ J
All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? ‘Jlt
All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? ' /
Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? /

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If / '
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 19 of 37



@/ NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

|
| Liner type: [None || Compacted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentonite. Amendment]
‘ # (Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? /

| If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or ” /
blocked?

| Evidence of cracks in embankment soils? \/

| Damp, soft, or slumping areas? V4

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope? ' W/

| Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

| Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

| Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

V4
//
P
Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or \ )(
V4

: near the toe?

| Interior erosion due to wave action?

| Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



ONRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

-2 | C,
INL 7

(SSIF -7/10)

1. WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft) 128

2. WSP - Inside Top — Average Length (ft) G2A

3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft) 2988 250 (| ( 3)
4. Embankment - Inside SS (X:1) >\

5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) 20 Boe [+ 3 /50
6. Embankment — Top Width (ft) g e

7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside SS)

8. Embankment — Maximum Fill Height (ft) 22

9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) M

10. Total Pond Depth (ft) R

11. Liner Type and Thickness (in)

{
(At Asa v ioee, 2!

12.Inlet Type and Location

P 0 s AR T

13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1)

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft)

15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads, Water
Course

16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accidental
release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section.

17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft)

18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft) :

WSP — ST

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015 Time: 9:00:00 AM
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Art Mensonides

AGID: 2056 FARM NAME: Mensonides Dairy LLC O 2 / DL AT
LAGOON ID: Lat: 4. 728 Long: | (¢ A
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 305 S Fisher Rd, Mabton, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: 4 0% |5

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: i) %

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: € FT.
Sy =¥
Completed by: Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
E WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:

Weather:

Temperature:

Soil surface: dry, moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\oj NRCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

YoNe = (\;pua..h\a OM)

MG solDe S —

Was the Pmodlﬁcatlon de5|gned by a quallf ed
| individual?

| Date design of modification

; Designer (If applicable)

i Date of modification construction

i | Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
| place at the time of construction?

| Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: : JAA

Signature: Date:

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 20 of 37



If any boxes checked “NO”; me notes f locat
REPORT section.

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1.

O NRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

| Damage from burrowing animals?

(SSIF -9/10)

ion and idntify & M task to improve /managemen in

| Evidence of overtopping of embankment? -

| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

<17 ]7

Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? %

Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

N

Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
| marked? If not required then n/a.

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

\

| Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

-

‘| Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

~<

| All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? }<

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? /\4

| Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 19 of 37




\0} N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

R\

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

Liner type: [None || Compacted Clay || Flexible Membrane |[ Bentonite Amendment]
| / (Circle One) /

! Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? V)

" If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or . ‘
| blocked? 7=

| Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

| Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

| Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

| Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

| Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

| Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

~ | S e

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
- Page 18 of 37



ONRCS

(SSIF -7/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

2
foN© —

WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft)

WSP - Inside Top — Average Length (ft)

WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft)

Embankment - Inside SS (X:1)

Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1)

Embankment — Top Width (ft)

Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside SS)

| N|o|o|slw|[N|- [

Embankment — Maximum Fill Height (ft)

9.

Maximum Excavation Depth (ft)

10. Total Pond Depth (ft)

11.Liner Type and Thickness (in)

12.Inlet Type and Location

13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1)

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft)

Course

15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads, Water

16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accidental
release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section.

17.Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft)

18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

E COMMEN"

S/ INO)

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Art Mensonides

AGID: 2056 FARM NAME: Mensonides Dairy LLC EASAN
LAGOON ID: Lat: Ui, 1854 Long: \i9.
Phones: « Cell:

\

FARM ADDRESS: 305 S Fisher Rd, Mabton, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: _ o<t of (<

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: £ %

Time: 9:00:00 AM

AL, C

1342+

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: £ FI.

Completed by:

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

DATE:

Agency DNMP/WSDA

WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

L “ |l WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,

depending on operation management)

DATE:

Weather: l \

Temperature:

N

snow covered

Soil surface: ﬁry,\" moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen,
\

Page 1
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\Qj N RCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

)\J\( . \(,LX)J‘(_:' & (/ -

) . N - I ON)
RASIN ABOVE TORO - 5

WSP modification designed by a qualid o
| individual? '

| Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

‘ Description of structural modification:

| Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
| place at the time of construction?

~ [ Describe impact of the modification on structural intearity:

: [ Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

ompieted by

Name: : JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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P

\_oj NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to improve ménagement in :
REPORT section. :

Damage from burrowing animals?

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

i
i
i
I
i
!

£
Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment? 7/

Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? ¥ [

Presence of trees or woody vegetation? X

Waste storage pbnd access is fenced and properly ' ><
marked? If not required then n/a. :

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

< FSIX K

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? 2(

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? 7

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? )( "

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /‘(\

yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 19 of 37



ONRCS

(SSIF -7/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft)

E e

Bacn AGVs PNO S

WSP - Inside Top — Average Length (ft)

1

WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft)

|13, 307 [\‘\\7, 5%}

Embankment - Inside SS (X:1) 2\
Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) R o sVl
Embankment — Top Width (ft) 1. ¢ '

Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside SS)

©le N alsw N~ [

Embankment — Maximum Fill Height (ft) (2
. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) |4
10. Total Pond Depth (ft) (>

11. Liner Type and Thickness (in)

12.Inlet Type and Location

VPDPC.( (_LNCD/ (2" ["{Qu(::)

«D\/C T (& NI P I

release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section.

13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) WA

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) '5/,,(

15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads, Water Forp  Croeke i
Course P AT ) &

16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accidental

17.Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft)

18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

A D QCTDRIICTI
WSP — STRUCT

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



@) NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

=
E

| \/
| Liner type: [None |[Compacted Clay |[Flexiblg’Membrane | [ Bentonite Amendment

(Circle’One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? X

| If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or <
j blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

| Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

| Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankmént?

KIS IS

| Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or .'
| near the toe? X

| Interior erosion due to wave action? \ /"

| Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Thursday April, 9, 2015 Time: 8:00:00 AM

Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Dan De Groot

AGID: 2094 FARM NAME: Skyridge Farm #1 and #2
LAGOON ID: ?ww»( ,,f?;%i% i Py 2t o Long: w120 © 7 G4}
Phones: ’ Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 4701 Scoon Rd, Sunnyside, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE:

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: ______5(;}_@____ %

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: __ »  FT.

Completed by: , ' » Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

~/ I WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:

Weather: < Whan
/

Temperature: _ 449F

Soil surfacq:'" dry, ) moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered
\ = ,

Page 1



O NRCS SSIF 10110

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

| Was the WSP modification designed by a qualified
| individual? . '

.
:

| Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

( Description of structural modification:

| Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
| place at the time of construction?
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

| Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: TN ,
'ué‘/\ /2/15/4,1&/
]
Signature: | . - i i —
. >/- ./7-42”--—'1 — o
ENGINEER]NG TECHNICAL NOTE #23 -
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\QJ NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

2%

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to impfove ménagement in
REPORT section. : o ‘ e ‘ '

AT

mals

Damage from burrowing ani ?

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

Pond tranSfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? /

Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

»Wasfté storage pond access is fenced and properly

v
/
i
e
marked? If not required then n/a. : sl
| o
o
v
e

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? , ] / .
All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? g

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If 1/
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 : June 2012
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| \__Oj N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

I = ) i
Liner type: [None (|| Compacted Clay)| Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment]

(Circle One)
Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? o
If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked? | v

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

NOINRCR RSN N )

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Pace 1R 0f 27



\Q}N RCS | (SSIF 710 =

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

=

WSP - Inside Top Average Width (ft) o 5r ng
»”WSP-lnSIde Top - Average Length (ft) Y Z \/ As lgs:

WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft) | ¢ Z L 90 e O

Embankment - Inside SS X1 ’ o Ton Q\k\
Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) Y /[\
Embankment — Top Width (f) 1 E
Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Iriside S§)y AT o
|8 Embankment - Maximuri Fill Height (fy ~ -~ | 5

°°.\"9’.F”PF-°N‘;‘"

©

Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) S o'
|10.Total Pond Depth (fi RS
. }11.Liner Type and Thtckness (in) O (4\\/ e
12.Inlet Type and Location e /6/ "(»‘,("5.
.| 13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) s ‘T\)/ . L L
 |14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) | } ‘ o

+ | 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads@
Course -

16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agamst acctdental
release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon

17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft)

18. Dlstance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

T e e e e e e e e

...........................................................................................................................

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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A. Site inventory
Date: Thursday April, 9, 2015 Time: 8:00:00 AM
Inspector: DM '
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Dan De Groot

AGID: 2094 FARM NAME: Skyridge Farm #1 and #2
LAGOON ID: | lat NUL. B2y - Long woizg oqeaq
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 4701 Scoon Rd, Sunnyside, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE:

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: %5 %

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: F FT

Completed by: . Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

-/" | WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

E WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
' depending on operation management)

DATE:
Weather: P
|

Temperature: __ 2%°F

Soil surface: dry, moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\.OJ N RCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

as he SP modiﬁction designed by a qualified
individual? ‘ : '

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

DeScription of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? ' o
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

@

Name: ‘AfDm\- ﬂ/l(([‘/—(&/ JAA

” I
LE ;)(A B /777 %7/ ", Date:
pa

Signature:

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 Jjune 2012
' Page 20 of 37




\Oj NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and sdentlfy 0& M task to lmprove management in
REPORT section.

Damage from burrowing animals? ' | - v

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment? _ /'

:F’bnd transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? L

Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

‘Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
marked? If not required then n/a.

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

General erosion of liner material?

o
o
/

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? : W
L
/

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

N

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? .

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If v
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
Page 19 of 37



| \O} NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

—— _
Liner type: [None || Compacted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment|

P 2
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? -
B . ®

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked? ' v

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment siope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

\\.\‘\‘\\\i\

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Pace 1R of 37




\Q/ NRCS | (SSIF -7/10) —. i

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

1. WSP Instde Top Average Wdth (ft)
2. ~WSP - Inside Top — Average Length (ft) o o Lo \/,(5 72%
3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft) N ch‘ LM 5 el
4. Embankment - Inside SS (1) | 3|
5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) g{ (
! 6. Embankment — Top Width (ft) ' o (z( )
' |7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside SS)* . i ,,
/ |87 Embankmient — Maximum' Fill Height (ft) - ] — ‘
9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) " o e
-] 10. Total Pond Depth (ft) e
11.Liner Type and Thickness (in) clay
12.Inlet Type and Location o R ) @L@(»PS
-] 13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) - J/n .
: ] 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in weli(ft) o 0
| 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Rdad@ B |
Course , .
-} 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accidental
release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section.
17.Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) t
18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

...........................................................................................................................

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Thursday April, 9, 2015 Time: 8:00:00 AM
Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Dan De Groot

AGID: 2094 FARM NAME: Skyridge Farm #1 and #2
LAGOONID: Lat VY[, 2%¥B Y5 long: W lzo. . 0L 5T
Phones: ‘ Cell: "

FARM ADDRESS: 4701 Scoon Rd, Sunnyside, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE:

MANURE/ EFFLUENTLEVEL: = %

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: {7 FT.

Completed by: _ , Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
[ WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: B

N | WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:
Weather: Ay |
Temperature: _ 174°¢

Soil surfacg’: dry, /moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



Was theS diﬁcation deigne
individual? ' :

O NRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

d by a qualified

(SSIF -10/10)

Date

design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date

of modification construction

DeScription of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? '

Describe impact of the modification on structural inteqrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name:

JAA

Signature:

BN Wl{(z}fj/v{/

Date:

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 20 of 37




\OJ N RCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to lmprove management in
REPORT section.

Damage from burrowing animals? '
Evidence of overtopping of embankment? -~ - 7
Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment? e
P.ohd tranéfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? o ,
Presence, of trees or woody vegetation? = e v ~
| Waste storage pdnd access is fenced and properly k
marked? If not required then n/a. e
Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? t
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? v
General erosion of liner material? | /
Damaged liner material (holes, tears, 's‘earhs)? ., : /
‘All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? == - g /
All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? v
Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? L

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
Page 19 of 37



| \Qf NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

S '
Liner type: |None [||Compacted Clay | Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment]
—  (GircleOne) '

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? P

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked? : v

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

NEAANATARAAYAYA

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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‘Q/N RCS | (SSIF -7/10)5 =

SITE AND STRUCTURE ’INVENT’ORY FORMS (SSIF)

1. WSP- InSIde Top Average Wdth (ft) o %g \/Aﬁ | ?(LS“'

2. “WSP - Inside Top—Average L_ength (ft) L | (pg wlﬁ '

3. WSP Storage Capacnty (cu ft) . 32, (Qt(z (ol

4. Embarkment - Inside SS (1) 3
6. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) _
|6. Embankment - Top Width (f) s ,
|7. Combined Side Siope (Outside S5 + mside s8)° 20
|8 Embankmient - Maximum Fill Height ()~~~ -~ | -
9. Maximum Excavation Depth () ﬂ o (&
[ 10.Total Pond Depth (ft e s
 |11.Liner Type and Thickness (in) - . . o s
12, lnletType and Location Per*"— A Lvs.
1] 13.WSP Interior-Outiet Ramp Slope (z:1) - N
14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well’(ff) | Y2 wls »
| 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads@g@ o a

Course v
16. Emptying ture is provided to protect agamst acmdental ,
release. (§ es//rvo) If yes please describe in the note section. b vun s j

(| 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) - ‘
; 18. Dlstance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 17 of 37




A. Site inventory
Date: Thursday April, 9, 2015 Time: 8:00:00 AM
Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Dan De Groot

AGID: 2094 FARM NAME: Skyridge Farm #1 and #2
LAGOON ID: 72 Lat: N 4. 3 Bl Z long: W 120, 02713%]
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 4701 Scoon Rd, Sunnyside, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE:

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: (O %

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: _ 2 FT.

Completed by: | ' _ Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

Al WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:

Weather: £ '}m LA \{f

) © F

=
Temperature: >

Soil surface:édrv, ) moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\Qj’ N RCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Was the WSP modification designed by a qualified
individual? ‘ : '

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? ’
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: ‘A(Dm\~ ng(é“ﬁ(/\// JAA
f

Signatu re: ’N\\ ‘){A Mt”/ ’ Date:

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
' Page 20 of 37




\Q} N RCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO" make notes of locatlon and xdentlfy 0 & M task to lmprove management in
REPORT sectlon

Damage from burrowing animals?

, _ v
| Evidence of overtopping of embankment? - g
v

Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

| Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? 1/

| Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

| Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
marked? If not required then n/a.

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

v

/
Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? ' v
v
l:/

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

‘All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? ' T

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? i

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
Page 19 of 37



| \Q} NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for boncern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

Liner type: [None || Compacted Clay)|| Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment]
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? v’

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked? : v

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

\ AN AYANANANAN

\

Interior erosion from rainfall?

-~
N

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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SITE AND STRUCTURE .INVENTO‘RY FORMS (SSIF)

WSP lnsnde Top Average Wdth (ft)

AN

(SSIF -7/165~ <

1.

2. -WSP - Inside Top ~Average Length (ft) ( 2| yc[x Yoo

3. WSP Storage Capacuty (cu ft) 1 qq 7T 3YE

4. Embankment - Inside SS (X:1). G

5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) o

6. Embankment — Top Width (ft) 20"

7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Iriside SS) " Gl

8. Embankmient — Maximuny Fill Height (ft) g

9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) 20

10. Total Pond Depth (ft) 76"

11. Liner Type and Thickness (in) o akey

12.Inlet Type and Location - ) L i,p\ {0< O S

13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) _ e
- | 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) ) U506 s {
; 15.2::1_)13;;2 Impacts; Farm Building, Homes; Road@@
] 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against acmdental
release. KE\S Ipo) If yes please describe in the note section. o s ,
'] 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ff) LS50 s

18 Dlstance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

...........................................................................................................................

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37
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POND CALCULATIONS

DAIRY WASTE ED= POND DEPTH 6] AVERAGE AREA Skyridge Farms i
FB=FREEBOARD 1 December-07|
S=SIDE SLOPE 3[:1 ) !
EL=POND LENGTH 190 ] B
EW=POND WIDTH 140 N
|  |LL=LIGUID LENGTH 184 ]
LW=LIQUID WIDTH 134 i
- | |LD=LIQUID DEPTH 15 -
[LAGOON/POND
CALCULATIONS 94[INSIDE LENGTH
) 44|INSIDE WIDTH
- AREA=FT? 26,600 142|AVERAGE LENGTH
- - 92|AVERAGE WIDTH
POND #1 FT AVERAGE 13,064 N
i CUBIC FT | 182,190 |
B GALLON CAPACITY 1,362,781 )
| | |ACRE FEET 4.2
[DAIRY WASTE ED= POND DEPTH 16 AVERAGE AREA ]
FB=FREEBOARD 1 - -
. | |S=SIDE SLOPE 3[:1 -
- | |EL=POND LENGTH | 280
[ EW=POND WIDTH 200 -
LL=LIGUID LENGTH 274 -
LW=LIQUID WIDTH 194
LD=LIQUID DEPTH 15
LAGOON/POND - ]
CALCULATIONS 184|INSIDE LENGTH B
. 104|INSIDE WIDTH N
AREA=FT? 56,000 232|AVERAGE LENGTH |
) ) ~ 152|AVERAGE WIDTH |
POND #2 FT AVERAGE 35,264 -
| |cuBICFT | 508,440 N
r GALLON CAPACITY 3,803,131 -
- ~ |ACRE FEET "7 R ]
DAIRY WASTE ~ |ED=POND DEPTH 15 AVERAGE AREA
FB=FREEBOARD 1 B -
S=SIDE SLOPE 3[:1 -
EL=POND LENGTH 275 - ]
) EW=POND WIDTH 185 . _
) LL=LIGUID LENGTH 269 - N
LW=LIQUID WIDTH 179 - B
] LD=LIQUID DEPTH 14 ]
LAGOON/POND |
CALCULATIONS - 185|INSIDE LENGTH
| - | 95|INSIDE WIDTH -
B . AREA=FT? | 50,875 ) ' 230|AVERAGE LENGTH i
— I | | | | 140|AVERAGEWIDTH
POND #3 FT AVERAGE 32,200 ]
I CUBIC FT | 432,642 - ]
GALLON CAPACITY 3,236,162 ]
- ACRE FEET _ 9.9 - _

Page 1



DAIRY WASTE ED= POND DEPTH 20boND AVERAGE AREA
FB=FREEBOARD 3
S=SIDE SLOPE 3[:1
EL=POND LENGTH 435
EW=POND WIDTH 390
LL=LIGUID LENGTH 417
LW=LIQUID WIDTH 372
LD=LIQUID DEPTH 17
LAGOON/POND
CALCULATIONS 315|INSIDE LENGTH
270]INSIDE WIDTH
AREA=FT? 169,650 375|AVERAGE LENGTH
..« 330|AVERAGE WIDTH
POND #4 FT AVERAGE 123,750
CUBIC FT | 1,992,349
GALLON CAPACITY 14,902,771
ACRE FEET

45.7

DAIRY WASTE‘

ED= POND DEPTH

TAVERAGE AREA

FB=FREEBOARD

S=SIDE SLOPE

EL=POND LENGTH

EW=POND WIDTH

LL=LIGUID LENGTH

(=]

LW=LIQUID WIDTH

LD=LIQUID DEPTH

[=ik=]

LAGOON/POND

CALCULATIONS

[=1k=]

INSIDE LENGTH

INSIDE WIDTH

AREA=FT? 0

o

AVERAGE LENGTH

o

AVERAGE WIDTH

FT AVERAGE

CUBICFT |

GALLON CAPACITY

ACRE FEET

SURFACE AREA =

303,125

23,304,845|GALLONS

Page 2




A. Site inventory

Date: Tuesday April, 7, 2015 Time: 1:00:00 PM
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:
&
o D7 e
OPERATOR: William J Wavrin 0 52S 5 \\C
AGID: 2097  FARM NAME: Sunny Dene Ranch I@IV

228 7
ON ID: !

Completed by: " Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: BRI o YU

L€ .
/D(S'('\'\\ ‘(/LM'UL'

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall, .
depending on operation management)

oA TE R | HoUS <

(Y ancke-

Weather: PTSINN

Temperature: e

Soil surface:@ moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\Oj N RCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) ST oeWE
: Ho(_ég Hé/\\/

|

B \Vas the WSP modlf cation desngned by a quallﬁed
individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

| Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard N :
place at the time of construction? & et

: Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: . JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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@J NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND/STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) ' '~

e

SITEINVENTORY

Damage from burrowing animals? ¢ "

£ TS T A st T 4 5 L S Nk AN -

Evidence of overtopping of embankment? -

e is-clear-and unobstructed? ~No

vegetation? - - o -

- « &

is-fenced-and properly - .
n/a. ST AN 10 1)

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

Damaged liner material (holes; tears/'seans)? & &
-All-pumps-and-transferpipes-are functional? - : 7[ - ;.;j-f:;;‘_‘_"57;5;- e !
All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? , )Z

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

mplete inventorva

ACETE

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If ' /[
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

e EOAT OAM AL RULT. BB DA SARET.

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 _ June 2012
Page 19 of 37



| \0) N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Af any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concem poss1ble extent of damage, identify optxons to.
repalr stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

JVENTOR: UUESTICOONS

Liner type: [ None ][Compéstéd Clay || Flexible Membrane][ Bentop&é\Amendmenﬂ
(Cnrcle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? | >[

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or ?<
| blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of.thé embankme‘nt?}

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe? A

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
. Page 18 of 37



(SSIF -7/10)

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

WSP - Inside. Top - Average Width (ft)... .,

= WSP -lns‘ﬁje ?op -Aver?ge Length ) v \ ;;iJ i G EAUTTE

3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft) |
|4 Embankment - Inside’sS (x-1) = A 3
5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) " G 9 I lf LA “
6 Embankment - Top Width (fty " o ¢
7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside ' $8)~/ ' [0 T
h 8- ErilanKIEnt— ,Mmmm.ﬂmm S - B3 .ww;,:f o nf
9. Maximum.Excavation Depth (ft) I |
[ 10. Total Pond Depth () <
E 11. Liner Type and Thlckness (ln) vaqole namnestiae 1 CERY AMFAJDS'D E;OLL., 4??
12.Inlet Type and Location O Timsd epuoTdt o By R 5‘_3
’ 13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z: 1) A N N . a1 |
1 | 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in weII(ft) ! [“L % { o g :
: | 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Buuldmg, Homes Roads, Water' ' o
'|_Course it nnole s st o PR WM%QMJN :
: 1 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst accrdental :
! reledse. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon PN M?
} 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) ' [ \_1‘ N\(

...........................................................................................................................

18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory

Date: , Time:

Inspector:

LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: _

AGID: FARM NAME: A< C 5\/%W ¥

FARM ADDRESS: |,

Completed by: |_ :

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

Weather:  “uiuy

Temperature: _ (0\7 (&

Soil surface: ymoist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\Qj N RCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Was the WSP modification designed by a qualified
individual? ' : '

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

DeScription of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? ' o

Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

a

Name: N e JAA
’DA‘A /l/l ~ ([w‘f/\//
) » { :
Signature: | *> /742 %/ ‘ Date:
. v TR I &‘///’ T
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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\Q/ NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

SN i

If any boxes checked “NO”
REPORT section.

; make notes of location and identify O & M task to imbiové ménagement in

| Damage from burrowing animals?

Evidence of overtopping of embankment? -

| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

‘ Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? e

Presence of frees or woody vegetation?

‘Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
marked? If not required then n/a.

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

SN N BN

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, $eams)?

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? ; | e

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

\

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If / '
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 : June 2012
Page 19 of 37



| \Oj NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for boncern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

Liner type: |None || Compacted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment]
= (Circle One) -

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? I

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked? 1 v

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

X N \'\\ SN

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



1. WSP - Inside Top - Average Width (ft). (o’ |z
|2 “WSP - Inside Top ~Average Length (ft Boo | e, B |
u 3. WSP Stdrage Capacity (cu ft) <Y, &)é o Sk {\Q,(_\LOI f}‘j\\; o
|4. Embankment - Inside SS (X:1). o - 2 '
5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) | _ R
- |6. Embankment - Top width () e
[7. Combined Side Stope (Outside S5 + Inside 58) 72
8. Embankment —~ Maximum Fill Height ()f) ~ ~~ "~~~ | «_
'[9, Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) " o o
+|10.Total Pond Depth (f e
11.Liner Type and Thickness (in) SN S (N :
12. Inlet Type and Location S 97502 , @ s
.| 13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) /A
: | 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well'(ff)'_ | Usd' | \,E:Q__W(
”} 15.(F;abulljlgzlmpacts, Farm Building, Homes, Road@/ | B
16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accidental
release (yesbwo) If yes please describe in the note section. becus
17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) L Yysot {5@ P
18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft) Y 7 tMth S5

.

.............................................................................................................................

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

‘ Page 17 of 37
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@,NRCS o | (SSIF -7/10)—

SITE -AND STRUCTURE‘AINVENTORY' FORMS (SSIF)

N

Sl




A. Site inventory
Date: , Time:
Inspector:
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR:

AGID: FARMNAME: Ao ¢ Sysher 4 (

Phon
FARM ADDRESS: | ,

ek e

Agency DNMP/WSDA

[z WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

Weather: Sun MI/

Temperature: __ ("1°F

Soil surface:/ dry,) moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1




O NRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Was the WSP modification designed by a qualified
individual? ' : '

(SSIF -10/10)

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

DeScription of structural modification:

place at the time of construction?

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in

Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: ~Da/\ - /Vl f&‘ﬁ(/v/

JAA

Signature: '\\ | )«,\ - /747;_?/

Date:

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 20 of 37




\.QI NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and ;dentlfy 0& M task to 1mprove management in
REPORT section

Damage from burrowmg anlmals?

o
Evidence of overtopping of embankment’? : L ‘/
| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment? v

F’éhd transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? o _

Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

‘Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
marked? If not required then n/a.

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

v’
it
Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? » o
v
v
53

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

AN

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
Page 19 of 37



| \O} NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

— e i i

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for éoncern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

Liner type: |None |[/Compacted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? -

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked? : /

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

AN AR A EAYAYA

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



............................................................................................................................

\Q}N RCS | (SSIF -7/10§"

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) -

1 WSP Insnde Top Average Width (ft) .

2. WSP—Insrde Top — Average Length (ft) 500\ [_@,w_ [ o

3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft) 12 Z\,“Z 32 & o, g% V"“‘(l""’\,.,

4. Embankment - Inside SS X:1). | o | 4oy

6. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) | S|

6. Embankment — Top Width (ff) ’ o ot -

7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside ss)- |y l. R

8. Embankment —~ Maximuny Fill Height (ft) I -

9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) o | g5
10. Total Pond Depth (ft) R - O
11. Liner Type and Thickness (in) o :

12.Inlet Type and Location R {P\il)& @ CPS

13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) O/

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ff)‘.,géO" _ ),_g@_\/c( 5

15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads’ at’e"r )
- Course @

16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against acc:dental
release. @o If yes please describe in the note section. l';):,r\/\,
17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) - RN o) 5@—7‘;? 5
18. Dlstance to Nearest Water Course (ft) ‘ ‘/ 2 MML:;, 5GLCLA
A T ijn“ﬂ’g ST 7 T ‘ . T

ENG!NEERI_NG TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
o Page 17 of 37
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10 AVERAGE AREA

DAIRY WASTE D= STORAGE Jul-05
LAGOON/POND S= SIDE SLOPE 2|1 A & C Sytsma
CALCULATIONS L= LENGTH 500 460|INSIDE LENGTH

W=WIDTH 200 160]INSIDE WIDTH

100,000 480 [AVERAGE LENGTH
180]AVERAGE WIDTH

POND #1 FT AVERAGE 86,400

CUBICFT | 864,000

GALLON CAPACITY 6,462,720

ACRE FEET 19.8 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON

AVERAGE AREA

LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS

D= STORAGE 8.5
S= SIDE SLOPE 2]
POND # 2 L= LENGTH 530 496|INSIDE LENGTH
W=WIDTH 320 286]INSIDE WIDTH
AREA=FT? 169,500 513|AVERAGE LENGTH
303|AVERAGE WIDTH
FT AVERAGE 155,439
CUBIC FT | 1,321,232 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON
GALLON CAPACITY 9862,512 LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS
ACRE FEET 30.3

D= STORAGE 4 AVERAGE AREA
SETTLING S= SIDE SLOPE 21:1
BASINS L= LENGTH 350 334]INSIDE LENGTH
W=WIDTH 25 9]INSIDE WIDTH
AREA=FT? 8750 342|AVERAGE LENGTH
17|AVERAGE WIDTH
FT AVERAGE 5,814
CUBICFT | 23,256 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON
GALLON CAPACITY 173,855 LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS
ACRE FEET 05
D= STORAGE 0 AVERAGE AREA
S= SIDE SLOPE ol:1
L= LENGTH 0 0J/INSIDE LENGTH
W=WIDTH 0 0|INSIDE WIDTH
AREA= 0 0|AVERAGE LENGTH
0]AVERAGE WIDTH
FT AVERAGE 0
CUBICFT | 0 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON
GALLON CAPACITY 0 LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS
ACRE FEET 0.0
_"‘"‘_————1"——
278350 16,619,487 ||GALLONS

Page 1




A. Site inventory

Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015

Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Joe Rollinger

AGID: 2125

LAGOON ID: |

Phones:

Time: 8:00:00 AM

FARM NAME: J & L Rollinger Farms

Lat K Ul BolbHd 5
Cell;

FARM ADDRESS: 840 E Allen Rd, Sunnyside, WA

REVIEW INVENTORY DATE:

MANURE/ EFFLUENTLEVEL: (> = %

long: Lo |p.

W9, 84,055

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: __ [ (>  FT.

Completed by:

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

N,

Weather: ému

DATE:

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,

depending on operation management)

DATE:

NANY

Agency DNMP/WSDA

E WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

Temperature:

Soil surface: dry) moist, wet, saturated, standing water,

frozen,

snow covered

e =4

Page 1



\Qf NRCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

- ; 5 j"§§ )|

dification d

Was t

esigned by a qualified
individual? : '

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction?
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

| Dk JAA
Name \Den M f/[‘/_(,,\’/
{
Signature: | . - T —
. \)’Vs_ 7..4.2,,_,,.7 ep—
- =
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 I
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@ NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to improve management in
REPORT section. :

e A

Damage from burrowing animals?

v
Evidence of overtopping of embankment? - ' I
V

Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? e

| Presence of trees or woody vegetation? o
Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
marked? If not required then n/a. il
Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? P
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? : v
General erosion of liner material? il
—

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

\

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? L™

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If / i
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 : June 2012
Page 19 of 37



| @j N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

£

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for boncern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

Liner type: [None |[Compacted Clay)[ Flexible Membrane| [ Bentonite Amendment]

= ;
(Circle One)

| Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? ' v~

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked? v

| Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankmént?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

AN AAYAN A N

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



\QJ NRCS . | (SSIF -7/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE_INVENTORYFORMS (SSIF)

WSP - Inside Top - Average Width (ft)..

"WSP - lnS|de Top Average Length (fty
WSP Storage CapaCIty (cu fty -
Embankment - Inside SS (X 1)
Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1)
Embankment — Top Width (ft) o
Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + IHSide*s:’S)ﬂ“"" N

"'Embankment— Maximum Fill Height (ft) B I

.0?.\"9"9".4*9’!\5’?—‘

:19. MaXImum Excavation Depth (ft) o T (O
10.Total Pond Depth (ft) S e
11. Liner Type and Thlckness (m) Sl C(m\/

12 Inlet Type and Locatlon L n :pt9¢ 4;, G (723_;_,,‘: S
13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z: 1) R Y /A
14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) _
+ 115, Failure Impacts; Farm Bundmg, Homes, Roads Water o,
Course , Ca :,\) /Q S
16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agamst acc1dental S
__release( (yes/ho) If yes please describe in the note section. Nes i
17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) o "/QMLL o

]18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 17 of 37




POND CALCULATIONS
[DAIRY WASTE ED= POND DEPTH 10 AVERAGE AREA
| ) FB=FREEBOARD 1
e S=SIDE SLOPE 3|1 ROLLINGER )
B EL=POND LENGTH - 306 August-11
EW=POND WIDTH 130
B 1 LL=LIGUID LENGTH 300
B LW=LIQUID WIDTH 124
] LD=LIQUID DEPTH 9
LAGOON/POND ) )
CALCULATIONS 246|INSIDE LENGTH
70|INSIDE WIDTH
AREA=FT? 39,780 276|AVERAGE LENGTH
' 100|AVERAGE WIDTH
POND #1 FT AVERAGE 27,600
B CUBIC FT | 237,600
GALLON CAPACITY 1,777,248
- ACRE FEET ' 55
[DAIRY WASTE ED= POND DEPTH 6 AVERAGE AREA
| FB=FREEBOARD 1
- S=SIDE SLOPE 1]:1
o EL=POND LENGTH 75
EW=POND WIDTH 20
- LL=LIGUID LENGTH 73
LW=LIQUID WIDTH 18
LD=LIQUID DEPTH 5
LAGOON/POND )
CALCULATIONS 63|INSIDE LENGTH
B ) ~ 8|INSIDE WIDTH
AREA=FT? 6,000 69|AVERAGE LENGTH
Settling 14|AVERAGE WIDTH
Basins FT AVERAGE 966
(Four) CUBICFT | 4,628
o GALLON CAPACITY 34,620each 103,860
ACRE FEET 0.1
[DAIRY WASTE ED= POND DEPTH ) AVERAGE AREA ]
) ~ |FB=FREEBOARD
- S=SIDE SLOPE 4(:1
) EL=POND LENGTH
EW=POND WIDTH )
] LL=LIGUID LENGTH 0
B ’ LW=LIQUID WIDTH 0
| ) | |LD=LIQUID DEPTH 0
LAGOON/POND ] ,
CALCULATIONS || 0|INSIDE LENGTH
B [ 0|INSIDE WIDTH
AREA=FT? 0 . 0|AVERAGE LENGTH
B B '0|AVERAGE WIDTH
POND #2 FT AVERAGE 0
- B CUBICFT | 0 i
GALLON CAPACITY 0
i _ ACRE FEET $ -
I l - I I
SURFACE AREA = L 45,780 1,881,108,GALLONS  GROSS STORAGE
page—t




A. Site inventory 3
Date~NUec Aenil 1.8 Time: | 100 €M
Inspector: £ .&
LANDOWNER: 1), oo Arn. A e=0nd

.

OPERATOR: D)
AGID: FARMNAME: { oot Qevs Il ¢ WV - @, W Nocr ST

Z\Y jgg
LAGOON ID: |_(,j e Lat: Y. 174 97 Long: 20.019 (7
Phones: Cell: :

FARM ADDRESS: [, F( 2aunoat- Ro
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: 04 .03, [ C

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: 2.5 %

'"TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: IO FT.
— T ———,—,
Completed by: ‘ Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
: l WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

; | WSP: is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall, [ ‘ \/
depending on operation management) 2 NN Deve O ¢
(Wwo CanTd iR

= PONDS  PLUS oNE
SCoAE por PV S
ETTUNG POVDS

DATE: ©4 . 0% (&

Weather: € UJpJ

Temperature: <

Soil surfacey dry,) moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

(:_;J_ HAAFCE {ouD ”

S —— S R T o

T Page 1



ONRCS (SSIF -10110)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)
N
LINEW ( W >

individual? :

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

' Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in .
place at the time of construction? ) o

2 Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: . JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



@j NRCS - (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND ;STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)" '~

SITE INVENTORY:QUESTION!

Damage from burrowing animals? - ¢ - ¢

Yo 2 2 i

Evidence of overtopping of embankmént?

O I e NS VR e

e s-is fenced and properly - -
| marked? If not required then n/a. Sk

T

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material? ;(
Damaged liner material (holes; tears;'searis)? - )?'“

.All-pumpsand-transferpipes-afe functional? - o 5( 4 * '74"“

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? ){

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compl'iahce with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 19 of 37



\OJ N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTU'RE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for bbnbem, poséible; extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

Liner type: [None |[Compacted Clay || Flgﬂible}Mefnb;dneJ [ Bentonite Amendment|
(Cir S

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? )(

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
| blocked? o ’ )(

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the em/bankme'nt?lv

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
| near the toe? .

Interior erosion due to wave action?

P PRI [

| Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
- Page 18 of 37
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(SSIF -7/10)

SITE‘AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY: FORMS (SSIF)

Ly (W)

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37

1

g

1. wsp - nsige rog- AverageV\ﬁdttL(ft) i i
|2 "WSP - Inside Top ~'Average Length (ft) D e S WiiiRa, B
_' 3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft) ! }
|4, Embankment - Inside SS (X-1) 2 | o
|5 Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) vl
 |6. Embankment - Top Width (fy =~ e
i |7-_Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside'SS) : ]
8- Embankment=MaximarrFir HETght (fty ) N 5y
g o ARERET ? ‘,.A‘—f Jarn f
i 19~ Maxsmum Excavation Depth (ft) ;
i il 1 T §
: ] 10. Total Pond Depth (ft) 5 j’f.fl {
|[11.iner Type and Thickness m) - Tevewi sy 2 L E
* 12. Inlet Type and Locatlon “vnad BpUIL 29GH N Wil i ' * a3
; 13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1). . o : NIE’ s, Bucaabi % ; / f
i | 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in weII(ft) 1y MU . s ‘5 iy
| 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Roads Water , T 3
i Course 3 ia st e CU@W ;rJ- ;
i1 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agamst acmdental & - 30T vl ke Bk, S
f release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon Pumes : ;
i 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) | g i
*118. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft) i ¢
£ : OMMENTS ‘“



A. Site inventory
Date: ,(94—[/09'( s Time: {00 (/1
Inspector: (,,Suciavar)
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: S0 WAV ) Dot
AGID: 294/ EARM NAME: = Jt AN Vet
: qo9dq

|l

[ SVel Bt Wi Top of Embankment orSpiliw

Completed by: [N, Agency DNMP/WSDA
CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

=

WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)
DATE: RS

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE [

Weathér: SNy

0
Temperature: =, 11

Soil surface@ moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1






\0_} N RCS (SSIF -10/10) |

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) Suund DeNeE Lo
H ol PonD -

-7

as t
individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

B Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in-
place at the time of construction? ' '

B Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: : JAA
Signature: Date:

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
' Page 20 of 37



O NRCS

(SSIF -9/1¢,

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

SITEINVENTORY

| Damage from burrowing a

e mmeronanlins < x edes S b Y W Skl S50 R T
S SRR

Evidence of overtopping of embankment? -

r-gully on embankment?

is-clear-and unobstructed?

vegetationd——--— -~ -—

e

2 is-fenced-and properly - -
§| marked? If not required then n/a. i

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

Damaged liner material (holesrtearé{ iséar‘ﬁé)?f t

-All-pumps-and tra-nsferpipesgge,;fqpptjgpal? S

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

accepted practice.

accepted practice.

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If ><
1. Minor repair or change in practice would brinig the WSP into compliance with

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 19 of 37



\Qj NRCS | (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concem ‘possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stablllze or address i in the REPORT section.

/
Liner type: | None IIComﬁap(ed Clay || Flexible MembrantﬂlBentonﬁe’ Amendmﬂ
DY
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? ; )/

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or : ><
| blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of thé embankme'nt?.

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
| near the toe? ‘

Interior erosion due to wave action?

PR R

| Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 ) June 2012
- Page 18 of 37




ONRCS

(SSIF -7

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

-; J,. WSP - InSJde '[op Average vwam (ft) . i

2. "WSP - Inside Top - Average Length (ft) ek Y Y L

r 3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft)

; 4. Embankment - Inside SS (X:1) el |

'|5. Embankment - Outside SS (:1) N 21 |

[6. Embankment - Top width (f I Y il
7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + méi'de'ss'.)'-"" e 21 9IA uides j}

|8 Embankrmient = MaximunT Fill Height (fy = =~ R i
9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) gliihiniineiy : ;
10. Total Pond Depth (ft) s

11.Liner Type and Thickness (in)

12. Inlet Type and Location

106 KrERI0ED ol il (2

7 )l

13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z 1) o I .~ 3

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft)' t / 7 MULD ' o é ;
1]15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads Water iR R A
’ Course , LAt g Cﬁ)m«u& ~ ey
i ] 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst aCCIdentaI ‘ Sl

reledse. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon Fu me i

_*; 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) V/i MI‘LI:”
1] 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)
: RE.COMMENTS /N
b
|

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory '
Date: 4. 07. 1S Time: (.00
Inspector: (S - .
LANDOWNER: W (LbiAM + 51D bkuntid)

~

OPERATOR: -~ /(. «B
AGID: FARMNAME: Suune D= 28 WV Cdwoenstt

2194 ( 284 = ,

LAGOON ID: Mz 200D Lat b, LAHA2 Long: | 2D, 02.0(2
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: | b7H , Bayniohey B0 Magtan, i’l_}Af
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: _O4.0%. (S

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL.: ®) %
TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: Fl-:

Completed by: Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
I WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:

Weather: $ JuJpld

Temperature: _ { 4

Soil surface: @ moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\0/ N RCS . (SSIF -10/10)
SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) SRR D
Mn«m,

W ; Wast WSP modification designed by a q ]
| individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
| place at the time of construction?
|| Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



t

b
|

[
i

If any boxes chec
REPORT section.

5 - | marked? If not required then n/a.

O NRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

VA ANCE

Damage from burrowing animals?

".L"‘,"

ked “NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to improve management in

(SSIF -9/10)

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

<| = |K

Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? N4

Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

2 SN RYAS

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? . N

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? K

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If
yes then answer 1 and 2 below): -

1.

Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice. ‘

Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 19 of 37



@J N RCS - (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

Liner type: [None |[Compacted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentoni)élAmendmend‘
(Circle One) /

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales?

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
| blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

< XIS ISR SIS [X

Interior erosion due to wave action? )(

=<

Interior erosion from rainfall?

................................................................................................................................

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



O NRCS

(SSIF -7/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft)

S0

Mixiua

WSP - Inside Top — Average Length (ft)

WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft)

Embankment - Inside SS (X:1)

Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1)

Embankment — Top Width (ft)

Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside SS)

®INTo o~ w N[ = [

Embankment — Maximum Fill Height (ft)

9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft)

10. Total Pond Depth (ft)

11.Liner Type and Thickness (in)

C LAY A D O

12.Inlet Type and Location Pl
13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) ANA-
14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) Ys AALE
15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads, Water
Course (Opeme
16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accidental .
release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section. | [VANES
17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) I, e

18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Tuesday April, 7, 2015 ' Time: 1:00:00 PM

Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: William J Wavrin | r@ 4/ \,3040 ‘505 % %OJ% & &
AGID:2097 FARM NAME: S Dene Ranch/IYllliv =~ < b P?f"
ACID208% g "M NAME: Suney Dene Rench) AN

on,

@\

£ - 1F e slal=lal al=~1a}
1A Level BELOVY 0P OFf EmpankKment

by: RS E  Agency DNMP/WSDA
CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: BRI

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE (SRR

T A\
)1 )}

Completed

Weather: S Y

Temperature: o il =

Soil surface: @ moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



individual?

O NRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) p(gl:?)‘% by \AL \\’7\))
' v

(SSIF -10/10)

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

1 Date of modification construction

| Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? ’

| Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity: '

| Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name:

JAA

Signature:

Date:

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 20 of 37
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\OJ NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

T ————————————————
i
f
I

DPERATIGON

If any boxes checked “NO”; make nots
REPORT section. el

Damage from burrowing animals?

by i 7 i

Evidence of overtopping of embankment? -

r gully on embankment?

is-clear and unobstructed? NC Lot o o

r -vegetation?- - . - '1 | ;)é :, ,.ﬁ, . ‘
: : . 5s-is fenced and properly - SANSRNETONE ST Nt it
| marked? If not required then n/a. i o Bogitugy2 o noitg )(* e

| Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? | N 47 i

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? \/

General erosion of liner material? ' _ §Z :
Damaged liner material (holes tears; sears)? = b ! ‘

-All~pumps~and-transferpipes-ggg_funqtignal?“, e g \/ ,“"'v ey if‘ E

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? 7< F : :

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

-----
AAAAA

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If %
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would‘bri'rig'the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 19 of 37



| \OJ N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, pbssiblg extent of damage, identify options to.
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

ENTORY:QUESTIONS

\ A i
Liner type: [None |[Compagied Clay|[Flexible Membrane || Bent?pﬁ&Amendmenﬂ
: (Circle One) ' }

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? 7[

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or '
| blocked? . X

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?.

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of thé 'émbankme‘nt?.

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

. . NO =
Interior erosion due to ayé‘ée action?

<. 7\ KPS PRTSS PR

| Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
: ~ Page 18 of 37



SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

T A GRS TR Mgy
e S — —

. WSP - Inside Top - Average Width (f). .~

(SSIF -7/10)

2. “WSP - Inside Top = Average Length (f)

Embankment - Inside SS DET) .-

- Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1)

1
2
3. WSP Storage CapaC|ty (cu ft)
4.
5
6

. Embankment — Top Width (ft)

7. Combined Sidé Slope (Outside SS + lr%side-’sS)"""’ e

8- Embankment ~Maximarm Fill Height (ft) D .

9. Maxtmum Excavation Depth (ft)

TPILTT Uon

10. Total Pond Depth (ft)

11.Liner Type and Thlckness (ln)

B s - e Mquvmrhm'w. B R,
I H '

12.Inlet Type and Location

=

13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z: 1)

)\)Pcw

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depthin well(ft)

O S ! D et RN g

L s 3|
15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads Water . #
Course i 2 ot e CDQ»Q.P( L=
:| 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agamst accndental o
; reledse. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon Pc) (V\'PS
‘ 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) O ({q v H_g'

i 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

1*T°C

E COMMENTS

.---------..--_-‘---.-..--..-----.----,--.------..--.-----_------_-------.-------'-------...-..----_-_--..-_-----------------...

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: g 4 o3¢ - Time: (100
Inspector: £« Cs
LANDOWNER: () LuiArn WA Jeii )

OPERATOR: ‘cl0 ¢ Wittt A Al

N o ) N0 e
AGID: FARMNAME: ooy Dente (1, [V A nDC

,;)((_"L/{/{?(:l)‘:*’ o~ . " OC,—
LAGOON ID: Ty )0 " Lat: U . “4 ) Long: 1 20 « 027203
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: \t 3\ Roulones Ro, M azTon . o )a -
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: O+ . ©3 &

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: Lo %

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: __ 2, FI.
Completed by: Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
g WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

:l WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:

Weather: <, yeJ{

Temperature: < "f

Soil surface: (dry, moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



ONRCS SSIF-1010)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

STSINE, OJM@’I
T e

-.,% 'Was the WSP modification designed by a qua -
| individual? '

|

| Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

= | Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

| Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
| place at the time of construction?

ol Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

: Describe impact of the modification on storag} e depth and storage volume:

Name: JAA
Signature: v Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



O NRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

e —

1
i
i

|

lfny oe heked “0”
REPORT section.

'| Damage from burrowing animals?

» make notes of location and ide

(SSIF -9/10)

T —————

|

| Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

Pond tfaﬁsfe;r pibe@t_ggcture is clear and unobstructed?

 Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

| Waste storage pdnd access is fenced and properly
5 | marked? If not required then n/a.

| Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

= | Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

[~ [

| All pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

| All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

NS

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

accepted practice.

accepted practice.

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If
yes then answer 1 and 2 below): ;

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 19 of 37



@J NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section. :

N
Liner type: [None || Compacted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentonit&Amendment
(Circle One) N

| Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? P4

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked? l(

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

| Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

e
5.
Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment? ;(
)(

| Interior erosion from rainfall?

................................................................................................................................

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



ONRCS

(SSIF -7/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft)

ot Dene b
fono Z—

WSP - Inside Top — Average Length (ft)

WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft)

Embankment - Inside SS (X:1)

o7

Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1)

AV

Embankment — Top Width (ft)

1" elw Pomps

Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside SS)

Embankment — Maximum Fill Height (ft)

Olol~No|loa|slw|[n|- T8

Maximum Excavation Depth (ft)

10. Total Pond Depth (ft)

11. Liner Type and Thickness (in)

(AN Aaaenifen Sae

12.Inlet Type and Location o JC
13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) N
| 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) Iy muug
15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads, Water
Course (_O LRA(CS
16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accidental .
release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section. | UI%N=S
17 Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) Uu M@ -

18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

RE COMMENTS / N

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory A
Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015 Time: 11:00:00 AM
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Jason Smeenk
AGID: 2199 FARM NAME: Smeenk Bros Dairy #2

- ":'r 1K ’H..; 1 C ]" | H' 41 AV ;Et‘i(m‘v‘ ration

Completed by: — Agency DNMP/WSDA
CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)
DATE: Ry

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE: SRR R

Weather:

Temperature: ‘\) z

Soil surface: dry, moist, _wet, satMW%QEOML
' CbQDAL\/ R uw) cpf?r i

e
(e
' e
;i

T —— e

Page 1



O NRCS (SSTF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

YTV T

I Was the WSP modification desngne by alﬁed o
individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

e Date of modification construction

‘ Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction?

Describe impact of the modification on structural inteqrity:

i Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



\Qj NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

TEINV 'mn"v.:-lr-‘».',

Damage from burrowmg ammals?

£ ~ A ,s_,,'s fenced,. and pr.operly ’ v siaia " S ,» v foe hirsp s ;.“ - v«-.... -;
: marked’? If not required then n/a. ot Eowtnye 1o noitgd: \Z I

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? v W
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? : /
General erosion of liner material? )(

Damaged liner material (héles;’téa?éz‘i§éaﬁfs)?»<’:" A e paai 1(’ T ey bit]

—All~pumps=and’transferpipés»qrg,f_l_:pctiggal?-;_ g \L - iy “* oy

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

Was ariy abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If ){
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bnng the WSP into compllance wuth
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with [<
accepted practice.

MApdee edoon Ve 28 RuNsS OJER LAND
{0 u&wﬂ - NgB?P sevTUNG Port 2w

veN 2S5 4 Lheoon)
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 : June 2012

Page 19 of 37



\Qj N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for bon‘(:em, poséible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

SITE.INVENTORY QUESTIONS

/ é
Liner type: [None || Compaéted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? 2(

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or \[
blocked? ‘ '

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of.th}e embankmént?'

¥
4
Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm? )(
e

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
| near the toe? , :

Interior erosion due to wave action? _ \ﬁ*

| Interior erosion from rainfall?

onNs appropriate Structure, i no empankmen

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
. Page 18 of 37



SITE‘AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS: (SSIF)

WSP lnsxde Top - Avergge Wdth (ft)....

Ligs *

(SSIF -7/10)

[ “WSP - Insude Top - Average Length .(ft)‘

-' Bk 5'*

WSP Storage CapaC|ty (cu ft)

2-#le, O((O/ZO&:S &S%\’

Embankment - Inside SS 6.5 1)

2.5 .|

Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1)

el

T q,oPg 10 Pw-)

"ty e

8 T r
JARR A5} T0

Embankment — Top Width (ft)

Leeean

Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Insidé ss)‘ L L

{ \7. /

A%

: -~ Embankment — Maximun Fill Height (fty =] = oo e e
; 9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) i \'D
10. Total Pond Depth (ft) ¥ q o ;j
i 11. Liner Type and Thickness (in) LG ARkt il ] (2" 4
12 Inlet Type and Location el P ; o s i %
" 13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z: 1) L We . 3
z- 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) '/‘,{ M( / (oo )4 ’ '
» 15. E?LL:;Z Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads Wa‘tei . &/AS’TUE T" :
:116. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst acc1dental

release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon ?(JM?

17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) \ WALk Y M(

'] 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

....................................................................................

\i,}\\[‘ M A 'ix'i

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37
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A. Site inventory
Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015 Time: 11:00:00 AM
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Scott Smeenk
AGID: 2076 FARM NAME: Smeenk Bros Dairy LLC

N, bai 2 : 11
i g 7 He X BIE

FARM ADDRESS: 451 Wendell Phillps Rd, Sunnyside, WA

TODAY:

Completed by: Agency DNMP/WSDA

Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankmen [\

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
/H. z WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: SRR

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE: i R i

Weather: Sy a)v/

Temperature: S&

Soil surface:@ moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

=

WV

I

Page 1



O NRCS | SSIE 10110

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)
‘§}~/\.‘e&>>~~-)%’— * (

individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

] Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? . o

| Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

' Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: : JAA
Signature: ' Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



\Q} NRC S (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

X ess-is fenced and properly .
| marked? If not required then n/a. L RN, ERIEACRE

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

R

)(
General erosion of liner material? )/
Damaged liner material (holes;‘tea‘rs;"géafﬁé)? ES o8 )‘(“

J

-All-pumps-and transfer pipes-are functional? -~ - *7(*~‘ o

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If X
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practlce would bring the WSP into compllance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 I June 2012
Page 19 of 37



@/ NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

'SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concem poss:ble extent of damage, identify options to

repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

Liner type: |None || Compacted Clay || FIexubfa.(MembraneH Bentonite Amendment]

(Cnrcle ne)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? Y

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
| blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankm'e.nt?“

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
| near the toe? A v

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

|~ |~ |~ e [ = [ < Em

................................................................................................................................

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
. Page 18 of 37



AR AW,
£ ar e o 4

ONRCS

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

N Ay R} WS By . G B T g

(SSIF -7/10)
SMEe v A &

T N S—

18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

(S MILE

Yavima Rwees: |

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37

- |1.. WSP - Inside Top - Average Width (ft).. . .. . . VLS

|2 “WsP - Inside Top ~Average Length (ft) o s R s TR

~|3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft) 783, q-j}[ 21504 58)

' |4. Embankment - Inside SS (X:1) S0 T

L

’ 5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) Vo ciovre "‘

i’ 6. Embankment — Top Width (ft) . "7{ —_— \Nn q

1 ]7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside 'SS) e s g

é_ 8: Embankment = Maximurr Fill Height T e

§ 9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) | o \} o o

1 ] 10. Total Pond Depth (ft) 1T fﬂ :

i 11. Liner Type and Thlckness (in) Taeioie nond A,@\wmf{_ ZJT{HU@ .JL

12. InletType and Locatlon (150 (50 2561 Rgesors TPy "v:»‘lA

| 13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z: 1) o kb e o

|| 14.Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) 'I\,\ AT / (w gk
15. Failure Impacts; Farm Bunldmg, Homes, Roads Water ' B

Course : 22 ot o B8k 2 \Jc) g,\)»&ﬂ’?"' |

i | 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agamst accudental : iy

g ___reledse. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon. PJ ?JV\ :

:|17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) T wa ;

;



A. Site inventory
Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015 Time: 8:00:00 AM
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Jake Veldhuis
AGID: 2225 FARM NAME: Veldhuis Dairy

Completed by: “ Agency DNMP/WSDA
CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: &

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE: &

Weather:

Temperature: _ Y¢S %»

Soil surface:@, moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

uer

-

A



\oj N RCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) /ot H'>
M) )

TrombDlofe 1 thro
L COMmpiete 1fgiae

B Was the WSP modification designed by a qualified
| individual? - '

| Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

o Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in -
place at the time of construction? -

| Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage degth and storage volume:

Name: : JAA
Signature: ' Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



\Q} NRC S (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

= T T T —

If any boxes checked “NO”; make
REPORT section. =~ = -

Damage from burrowing animals?

R e T s P ot ] P

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

’ ac iﬁésr»is fenced and properly |- P g )( .
| marked? If not required then n/a. RS SEEENE M), LR eRA (o]t ] e N
| Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? | \[

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? : )(

General erosion of liner material? V4
| Damaged liner material (holes:‘te'a‘rs;‘seaﬁ‘is)? 7 v e framen ~efcffibor oty nitC
-Allpumps-and transfer pipes-are functional?- - - - \/-~~ ~-~ 1

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? . )(

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was anSf abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor 'repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 ' June 2012
Page 19 of 37



\Oj N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to.
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

\ 7 :
Liner type: [None || Compacted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment]

(Circle Ofe)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? 7/

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or /
| blocked? - '

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

V4
4
| o4
Evidence of seepage at thé toe ofvthe embankmént?‘ ‘ , \/ |

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
- Page 18 of 37



ONRCS

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

ST AT AW Ry
EBAENS %

(SSIF -7/10)

i J, WSP lns,:de Top — Average vwam (ft)... .

2. ‘WSP - Inside Top - Average Length (ft) pHey s

| 3. WSP Storage Capamty (cu ft) o

4. Embankment - Inside SS (X:1) | 7 /; A

|5, Embankment - Outside SS (v:1) 2 |
? 6. Embankment — Top Width (f) R ILl a Sk
'|7. Combined Side Siope (Outside ssélr%é‘ide'sé)“* c e

§“8- "Embankrment = Maximunt Fill Haight (fty === ==| = - e
19 Maximum Excavation Depth (ft)
'110. Total Pond Depth (f) ' ‘{
é "1 1.Liner Type and Thlckness (in) 1Yo Mll_g\{ TH CTl(.. ‘j
12. InletType and Location 5 ool ga § RSP i L Y 5
* 13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z 1) WA - _
‘ 14.Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) _l !H ‘ AA\L{"/, / ’ v ;
: | 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Roads Water
Course sir_yva ot o b ONRA '\WN "W llt?

:116. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accndental

¢ release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon R4V U\PS

‘ 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) o ' (L ANLE

l 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft) Yakima v U

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Monday April, 6, 2015
Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Henry Bosma

Time: 11:00:00 AM

13
Lengivlzo. | T o

AGID: 2239 FARM NAME: Suncrest Farms
LAGOON ID: | Lat D i inl
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 440 Dekker Rd, Outlook, WA

REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: 4l ( 23/ 1S

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: 4o

%

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: 7. FT.

Completed by: ~ (

~ Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

DATE:

WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring) |

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,

depending on operation management)

DATE:

Weather:

(/' L’)ML( []/

Temperature: &4\

Soil surface: dry) moist, wet, saturated,

standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



ONRCS SSIF 10110

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Was the WSP modification designed by a qualified
individual? : ‘

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
| place at the time of construction?
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

| Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: JAA
Signature: A )A _7 /747 %M/ Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



\Q’ N RCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to improve management in
REPORT section.

Damage from burrowing animals? 2

Evidence of overtopping of embankment? - ' -

.| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment? o

Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? g

Presence of trees or woody vegetation? -

| Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
| marked? If not required then n/a.

| Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

4
-
L
| General erosion of liner material? _ | i
| L

| Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If .
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
' Page 19 of 37



| \0_} NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for boncern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

T

..
Liner type: [None (|[Compacted Clay || Flexible Membrane |[ Bentonite Amendment
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales?

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

| Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

| Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankmént?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

NNV SRR

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



\Oj NRCS | (SSTF -7/10)

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft).
3WSP Insrde Top Average Length (ft)
WSP Storage Capacrty (cu ft)
Embankment - Inside SS (X 1)
Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1)
Embankment — Top Width (fty
Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside SS)~
~Embankment — Maximurn Fil Height (ft) =~~~ =~

P?Nf@S:”PS*’!,\"L-*S

9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft)
-110.Total Pond Depth (i)

? 11. Liner Type and Thrckness (|n) BRI d«\/
| 12.Inlet Type and Location | ‘ , ("\Da{ SE  pdvier
13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) ) _ IR
14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) . 6"00'
15(5?%%(3& Farm Building; Homes, Road@ v o

|18. Errm Feature is provrded to protect against accidental
release. (y€3/no) If yes please describe in the note section. Brom

17. D|stance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) o 500‘
118.Dist cet N estWaterCourse (ft) ' loo

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Monday April, 6, 2015 Time: 11:00:00 AM
Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Henry Bosma

AGID: 2239 FARM NAME: Suncrest Farms
LAGOON ID: "/ Lat: R Y 3413 Longi (0 120. [ 2047
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 440 Dekker Rd. Outlook, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE:  Y/i3 /IS5~

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: __ E‘f‘} S o)

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: _ & FT.
s 2N
Completed by: 027 - _ Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

(&
.7‘\

|

‘WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

I WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:

”~

Weather: (o LLJMf

Temperature: SO° F

/
Soil surface:( d/rv\ moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\OJ N RCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Was the WSP modification designed by a uallﬁed “
individual? ‘ : '

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

DeScription of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? ' o
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume;

1

Name: ‘#TDA-A' M{(Aﬁf&/ JAA
‘ , v

Signatu re: “k»\\ >A B /Zﬁ %7/ " Date:
— ;

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
' Page 20 of 37




\QJ N RCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO” make notes of locatlon and |dent|fy 0] & M task to improve management in
REPORT section.

Damage from burrowing anlmals?

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment? L

| Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? 1

| Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
marked? If not required then n/a.

| Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

v
7
Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? A v
‘ e
v
i

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

| ‘All pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

N (S

_' All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

| Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 : June 2012
Page 19 of 37



O NRCS

(SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES?”; make notes of items for concern, possmle extent of damage, |dent|fy optlons to

repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section

o
-1
'1

|

(Clrcle One)

Y
Liner type: [None” |[Compacted Clay || Flexible Membrane | Bentonite Amendment
e .

|
|
|
|

s EVIdence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales?

‘r/

| If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
| blocked?

/

| Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

| Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

| Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

= | Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at thé toe of the embankmént’?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

| Interior erosion from rainfall?

05 RN s s

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 18 of 37



'SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

(SSIF -7/10)

1. WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft) ;i}}‘ slmp; "7’%’5 .

2. 'WSP - Inside Top Average Length (ft) ’25 gk()g \ CiD

1K WSP Storage Capamty (cu ft) (éb@ Cmaly % GOOo\a\

|4 Embankment - Inside 58 (x:1). R

|5 Embankment -outsidess vty A/ |

.|6. Embankment — Top Width (fty S TN

-]7. Combined Side Siope (Outside SS + '|r%sidef‘s’sf)*"“ B

“|8: Embankment - Maximum Fill Height (") " B et

9. Maxnmum Excavation Depth (ft) - "|"

1]10.Total Pond Depth (ft S

11.Liner Type and Thlckness (m) s C( \/ e

12. Inlet Type and Location W)f, ,\)[/ [ et

13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z: 1) | M/A .

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) ' 7“

15[mepacts Farm Bulldlng Homes Roads, @) “

Course__—> SR

:116.Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst accndental ,
release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section. 02wy

"17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) A ' "750’

: 18. Distance to Neares‘t Water Course (ft) Q@‘

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



DAIRY WASTE

‘ b= STORA‘GE‘ .

AVERAGE AREA

Suncrest Farms

LAGOON/POND S= SIDE SLOPE 2|: Feb-09
CALCULATIONS L= LENGTH 185 161|INSIDE LENGTH
W=WIDTH 70| 46(INSIDE WIDTH
B AREA=FT? 12,950 173|AVERAGE LENGTH
- TOTAL
- 58| AVERAGE WIDTH |
POND #1 FT AVERAGE 10,034
CUBIC FT | 60,204
- GALLON CAPACITY 450,326
TOTAL |
ACRE FEET 1.4 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON

AVERAGE AREA

LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS

S= SIDE SLOPE 1[:
Containment L= LENGTH 300 296|INSIDE LENGTH
Area - West Side W= WIDTH 300 296|INSIDE WIDTH
AREA=FT? 90,000 298| AVERAGE LENGTH
Size is estimated TOTAL B
from map. 298|AVERAGE WIDTH
FT AVERAGE 88,804
CUBIC FT | 177,608 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON
GALLON CAPACITY 1,328,508 LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS
ACRE FEET 4.1
D= STORAGE 1 AVERAGE AREA
S= SIDE SLOPE 1l ,
Containment L= LENGTH 150 148|INSIDE LENGTH
' W=WIDTH 150 i 148|INSIDE WIDTH
| AREA=FT? 22,500 149|AVERAGE LENGTH |
149]{AVERAGE WIDTH
] FT AVERAGE 22,201
CUBICFT | 22,201 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON
] GALLON CAPACITY 166,063 LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS
ACRE FEET 0.5




D= STORAGE

S= SIDE SLOPE

L= LENGTH

AVERAGE AREA

(=]

INSIDE LENGTH

W=WIDTH

AREA=

O[INSIDE WIDTH

AVERAGE LENGTH

0
O{AVERAGE WIDTH

FT AVERAGE

CUBICFT |

GALLON CAPACITY

ACRE FEET

DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON

LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS

olo|lojlo

D= STORAGE

S= SIDE SLOPE

TAVERAGE AREA |

L= LENGTH

W=WIDTH

(=]

INSIDE LENGTH

O[INSIDE WIDTH

AREA=

AVERAGE LENGTH

FT AVERAGE

CUBIC FT |

0
O|AVERAGE WIDTH

DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON

GALLON CAPACITY

LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS

ololo|lo

ACRE FEET

[SURFACE AREA

125,450

TOTAL

1,944,897




A. Site inventory

Date: Monday-Aprit; 6,2015—— Time: 3:30:00 PM
Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Nick Struikmans

AGID: 3090 FARM NAME: Majestic Farms
LAGOON ID: | Lat AJ 4, ¢ =213 Long: Lo (2o, 1yy39
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 2270 Gurley Rd, Outlook, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: Y 143/ |5
MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: 45 %

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: __ | FT.
Completed by: N Ja~ W4 g . __ Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
xﬂ WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

pATE: DtilisfisT

| | WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:

Weather: Qi\cﬁ\@\\l/

Temperature: 55" |~

Soil surfaceza/fv,\“ moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered
N————s

Page 1



\Qj N RCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Was the WSP modification desgned ualiﬁ ‘
| individual? ‘ : '

| Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

| Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? ‘
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: "Dm\' Wl f(é‘ff/\// JAA
f

Signature: | \\ ~>#/7@ %7/ : Date:

-

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
' Page 20 of 37




\0./ NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO
REPORT section

Damage from burrowing animals?

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

\

| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed?

Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

<k

Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
marked? If not required then n/a.

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

NNAYASAY AN

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

| Al pumps and transfer pipes are functional? ¥

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? o

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

NOTES:

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with /
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
' Page 19 of 37



| \0_} N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

[ EREG RRRE

, identify options to

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for éoncern, possible extent of damage
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

| Liner type: [None (][Compacted Clay ] [Flexible Membrane |[ Bentonite Amendment
| (Circle One)

| Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? v

| If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
: blocked? —

o

| Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

| Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

T —T'“"'T'“m_—w‘“ """’“’;

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankmént?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

A EAS A AR

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



ONRCS

SITE-AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

- WSP - Inside Top - Average Width (ft) .

(SSIF -7/10) "\

WSP - Inside Top — Average Length (ﬂ) f‘ \L(D‘ A

9. Max:mum Excavation Depth (ft)

1.

|2

3. WSP Storage _CapaCIty (cuft) -

|4 Embankment -Inside SS (x:1)

[5. Embankment - outside s (v-1y (
[6. Embankment—Topwidth 1y - 1z
7. Combined Sidé Slope (Outside ss{L|ﬁéide*§é)‘**-"‘" G
; 8. Embankmient = MaximuriiFill Height (ft) R

10. Total Pond Depth (ft)

111. Liner Type and Thlckness (m) C\«w L
12.Inlet Type and Location :

‘ O:ltlh/‘ O CPS

: | 13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) .

w/A

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft)

15.Fai mpacts Farm Bundlng, Homes RoadsWate}
;; ﬁ&f\ | CSJ

[ o0

'S

16. Eniptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst aCCIdental

release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section.

3

"17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft)

b@fvv\ ‘l( (ZLV\QI;]L/\}L!/] (_AA\DL
R d

500

18. Distance to Neareet Water Course (ft)

Boo!

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory
Date: Menday-April, 6, 2015 Time: 3:30:00 PM
Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Nick Struikmans

AGID: 3090 FARM NAME: Majestic Farms
LAGOON ID: 7. Lat Dyl 21216 Long: o120 . Iqdyp
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 2270 Gurley Rd, Outlook, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: __ Y l 1‘3[ {5

MANURE/EFFLUENT LEVEL "75’ . %

TODAY quu1d Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: 5 _FT.
Completed by: ’—de W= » Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
0 WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

=

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:

Weather: (\o L'J\\{

Temperature: G5 F

Soil surface:/af\?:, moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

e

Page 1



O NRCS SSIE-10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Was the WSP modification esigned by a uallﬁ
individual? . : ’
Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? S
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: o Cuf S JAA
'D“f\ /l/{ N ([‘AA//
f
Signature: | {7 N/ ' _ Date:
. e I l’//—/
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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'@J N RCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

[lPot el e

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to improve
REPORT section.

management in

Damage from burrowing animals?

/
Evidence of overtopping of embankment? ’ =
‘/‘

| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

| Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? Lo

| Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
| marked? If not required then n/a.

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

: Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

| General erosion of liner material?

NARAYA

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? P

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If N
yes then answer 1 and 2 below): ]&

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 , June 2012
: Page 19 of 37



| @J NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for boncern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

——————— = e

| Liner type: [None {[Compacted Clay][Flexible Membrane |[ Bentonite Amendment
(Circle One)

| Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? v

i applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
| blocked? o

| Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

| Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at thé toe of the embankmént’?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or

o

—

v
Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm? v
Vv’

l/

near the toe? {7

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



@J NRCS (SSIF -7/10) \

SITE AND STRUCTURE?VINVEN’TORY'FO‘RMS (SSIF)

~WSP - Insnde Top - Average Width (ft). . ..

1. .

2.-WSP - lnsnde Top Average Length (ft) I(é ' :;5\/4/(({ o

3 4

3. WSP Storage Capamty (cu fty 174,000 o £

4. Embankment - Inside SS (X 1) o R ‘ . ( ber Lo

|5 Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) | | —

6. Embarkment-TopWidth(ty | '(w?:_ﬂ?:_ o

]7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + msade*'SS)*""" B B TR

| 8:“Embankment - Maximum Fill Height (fy~ ~ -~ |

&' 9. Max1mum Excavation Depth (ft) - o
10.Total Pond Depth (ft) . o o ;
11. Liner Type and Thlckness (|n) AR ‘nwifc-(,\,,,« :
12.Inlet Type and Location Ll e @ RS .
13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1)

' 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) Aw 500"

15. Eailure:lmpacts; Farm Bundmg, Homes Roadg, Water
@urse\k\ ‘ G:\)

16. Emptylng Feature is provided to protect agalnst acmdental .
releasedye s/no) If yes please describe in the note section. | M‘,Wj L(( 000

17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) - ,@" ‘-‘5@@—’—/ 500'
18 Di t'nce to N t Water

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 17 of 37




A. Site inventory
Date: Monday April, 6, 2015 Time: 3:30:00 PM
Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Nick Struikmans

AGID: 3090 FARM NAME: Majestic Farms
LAGOON ID: Lat: () 4. 371297 Long: [26. (UYg
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 2270 Gurley Rd, Outlook, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE:  Y{ (315~

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL . 0 = %

TODAY: quU|d Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Splllway Elevatlon 2 FT.
Completed by: ___ J Ja s ' ______ Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
g WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE: L(((:s [l;‘;"

Weather: / LOWKL{J

Temperature: 5 5 °F

Soil surfac@?y\) moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\0./ NRCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

| W the SP dicatlon desiged by a qualified

individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

DeScription of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? ‘ o
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

@

Name: o o S JAA
"DA'/\ M€ ([.’ ﬁ(/\«/
‘ ‘ { :
Signature: | ;™ D /742 %7/ ‘ Date:
M M T L‘ /,‘/" |
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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\Q] N RCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and identify O &
REPORT section.

M task to improve management i

——

Damage

from burrowing animals?

Evidence of overtopping of embankment? v

| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment? v

Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? 1

| Presence of trees or woody vegetation? -

| Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
marked? If not required then n/a. ez 1
Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? .
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? =
General erosion of liner material? L
Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)? it

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? e

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? o

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If x

yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
: Page 19 of 37



| @J NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for boncern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

e . VVENTORY

Liner type: [None (][Compacted Clay][Flexible Membrane ][ Bentonite Amendment
o : :
(Circle One)

| Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? v

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or —
blocked?

| Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

5 Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

‘Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankmént?

E | Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
& near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

A A A

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
’ Page 18 of 37



@NRCS (SSIF -7/10) N

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft) .

WSP - lr’i‘siﬁe‘ 'Fep — Average Length (ft)“- | _ ‘ .
WSP Storage CapaCIty (cu fty . ) 03, 43(5 U\{}\-
Embankment - Inside SS (1) BA o
Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) 3 | : 3/, |
Embankment — Top Width (ft) lZ‘
Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + m's'i'de-‘se)‘?“”“ R R

" Embankment - MaX|mum Fill Height (ft) R R

oo meww =

Sy

9. MaXImum Excavation Depth (ft B
10. Total Pond Depth (ft) S g
11.Liner Type and Thlckness (m) R AR T | U‘“Y“

:12 lnlet Type and Locatlon s P‘%‘ : @ G P o
13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z 1) o | ,J/(A
14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ff); | |\
; ‘15.£eilljure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Rb@atﬁ\) ' R
ours —

16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst acc:dental
release /b]o) If yes please describe in the note sectlon

- .|17.Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) ‘ o \OO’ '

118 Distance to Nearest Wate Course (ft) : ’ 200

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 17 of 37




DAIRY WASTE

D= STORAGE

[DAIRY W/ AVERAGE AREA Nov-14
[LAGOON/POND | S= SIDE SLOPE 2|1 MAJESTIC FARMS
CALCULATIONS L= LENGTH 140 100/INSIDE LENGTH

W=WIDTH 165 125|INSIDE WIDTH
- |AREA=FT?|  23,100| 120|AVERAGE LENGTH
- 145|AVERAGE WIDTH
POND #1 FT AVERAGE 17,400

CUBIC FT | 174,000

GALLON CAPACITY | 1,301,520

ACRE FEET 4.0 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON

LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS

D= STORAGE 10 AVERAGE AREA
- S= SIDE SLOPE 2|:1
POND #2 L= LENGTH 140 100[INSIDE LENGTH

W=WIDTH 165 125[INSIDE WIDTH

AREA=FT*| 23,100 120|AVERAGE LENGTH

145|AVERAGE WIDTH

FT AVERAGE 17,400

CUBIC FT | 174,000 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON
- GALLON CAPACITY | 1,301,520 LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS

_ |ACRE FEET 40

1= STORAGE

o AVERAGE AREA
POND #3 'S= SIDE SLOPE 2|1
i L= LENGTH 240 204|INSIDE LENGTH
W=WIDTH 50 14INSIDE WIDTH
AREA=FT? 12000 222|AVERAGE LENGTH
- 32|AVERAGE WIDTH
B FT AVERAGE 7,104
CUBIC FT | 63,936 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON
GALLON CAPACITY 478,241 LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS
ACRE FEET 15

D= STORAGE

AVERAGE AREA

SURFACE AREA =

TOTAL

70,200

3,283,241

GALLONS

SETTLING BASIN S= SIDE SLOPE 2[:1
' L= LENGTH 100 80|INSIDE LENGTH
W=WIDTH 40 |1 ~ 20[INSIDE WIDTH
AREA= 4000 90|AVERAGE LENGTH
12000 - 30|AVERAGE WIDTH ]
FT AVERAGE 2,700
CUBICFT | 13,500 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON
GALLON CAPACITY 100,980| 201,960|LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS
JACRE FEET 0.3

Page 1




A. Site inventory
Date: Tuesday April, 7, 2015 Time: 8:00:00 AM
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: David R Newhouse
AGID: 3875 FARM NAME: Newhouse Dairy

o

FARM ADDRESS: 1760 Murray Rd, Mabton, WA

: AY: OW T¢ kment or Spillv
Completed by: [RAMRIRSITERIRRT ¢ - i s RN G

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: EEE

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on'operation management)

1ile)

—|eVa

Agency DNMP/WSDA

DATE: s

Weather: oz pcT

Temperature: _42° &

Soil surfacm moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

L / K\ ‘bb
- ey
/%‘x : N |
% 'a+ \ rog } ; { ' J
N2\ S

< X @
o & N )\? \
) '-._\;‘ ;\ L \\

13 Page 1



\,0} NRCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) |5 =
AN

i Was the WSP modification designed by a qualified
individual? . |

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

& Date of modification construction

1 Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction?

| Describe impact of the modification on structural inteqrity:

| Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: : JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37



@J NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) '~

Damage from burrowing animals? ¢ ¢

e — e ———————

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

marked? If

ess-is fenced and properly o e
not required then n/a. . dibopn s uto e Yo noilqho &

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

yd
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? : 2/

General erosion of liner material?

Damaged liner material (holes; tears; Isgams)?. i - it 2ty A rionfs:

= &5
5

mpieteinventory auestion

Was an‘y abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If )(
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

-All-pumps-and transfer: pipes-are functional? - » 7/ W aleenm arbove A
All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? . /
Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? \//

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with

accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 : June 2012
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\0} NRCS | (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTU-RE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concem pOSS|bIe extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

Liner type: [None || Compaéted Clay || Flexible Membraneleentdnite Amendment]
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? [

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
4| blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settiement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankment?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

KPR PR A

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
: . Page 18 of 37



ONRCS

(SSIF -7/10)

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

AT T e wr s
3 e g

18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

U GacT (O

:'Q 3

 |1.. WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft)... s R

|2 ‘WsP - Inside Top —'Average Length (f) eI AT e 4

3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft) ‘

4. Embankment ~ inside sS (x1) 21 S

% 5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) i B :

. |6. Embankment — Top Width (ft) : m[‘ q s e = iR |
7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + lﬁ’sidé-'sé)““ 2

|8 Embankrment = Maximun Fill Height (fy =~ ~ el
9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) S i ;;' ;
10. Total Pond Depth (ft) A et

 11 Liner Type and Thlckness (m) ] k- 1RO EUAY :fcg: ;

12.Inlet Type and Location fi LB A5 e $0E aeuunad ‘ J

; 13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z 1) o » .- ,-g mf

§ 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) L/ q V\ e ;3 : 5

; 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes, Roads, Water t 7

| Course . v b O FLRLD. * \9__

i ] 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accidental : ~ 307 A "g

g release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section. \de\\ S S | ij

:]117. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) \[L@ M =

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory

Date: Monday April, 6, 2015 Time: 1:00:00 PM

Inspector: DM

LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Henry R Haak

AGID: 3894

LAGOON ID:

Phones:

FARM NAME: Snipes Mountain Dairy

;,/j Lat: e, T3HIY lohg wWleo.,

Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 211 Nichols Rd, Outlook, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: __ 4] (» [ 1<~

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: a0 %

01 511

TODAY: Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: | FT.
Completed by: o ; Yo~ }1/1/((; ‘ ' Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

L

\ / I WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: L‘(W/ ‘gﬁ, _

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:
Weather: ( (cW,(L{/
Temperature: SD°F

N\
Soil surface: d@ moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



O NRCS SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

i Was the WSP modlfcatlon designed by a quallfed
individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

DeScription of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction?
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

1

Name: Y Da/\ K (w‘(&l JAA
Signature: | :{“> /7@%/ 4 Date:

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
' Page 20 of 37




\Q’ NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

to improve management in

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task
REPORT section. :

Damage from burrowing animals?

Evidence of overtopping of embankment? - ' /

| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

| Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? i

| Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
| marked? If not required then n/a.

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

General erosion of liner material?

g

g

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? : v
/
/

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? > .

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? /

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
: Page 19 of 37



| @j NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

ek o S R RIS R B |

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for Concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

Liner type: [None }[Compacted Clay|[Flexible Membrane |[ Bentonite Amendment]
— - :
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? B

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
blocked? g

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the émbankmént?
Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or

o
v~

"

V4

v

¢
near the toe? v
/
(/

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



-'2."-?WSF’ InS|de Top - Average Length () 545" .,ga‘.%__w (ts L
|3 WsP Storage Capacnty (cu ft) 2 %5( Qoy = @:g
|4, Embankment - Inside SS (1) |y / \

5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) 3 / L

:|6. Embankment — Top Width (ft) Z@‘ o .

§ 7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside SS) A

, 8‘.‘““‘Embankment—Max1mum Fill Height (ft) ~ =

f 9. MaXImum Excavation Depth (ft) g o

10. Total Pond Depth (ft) | g

11. Liner Type and Thxckness (|n) L e e T s

12. Inlet Type and Location D pWL @ GRS
13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z 1) _ - L

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) 5(, t‘%—é——v-*is o

15. Failure lmpacts@lﬂ@ Homes, Roads ‘Water ‘ B
Course R NIRRT S g

- 116. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst acmdental o

release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section. 50»%5

17.Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) -~ ' 54o" m[g

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) -

.. WSP - InsudeTop Averagerth M. . ot

| — =\
(SSIF -7/10)

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37
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A. Site inventory
Date: Monday April, 6, 2015 Time: 1:00:00 PM
Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Henry R Haak

AGID: 3894 FARM NAME: Snipes Mountain Dairy
LAGOON ID: |, Lat PHG.2373229 Long: Lo (1o oN %9
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 211 Nichols Rd, Outlook, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: Y / i3 ( 5=

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: 9%

TODAY Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Splllway Elevation: __{ FT.

Completed by: ﬁam ‘iﬂ‘ . Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
/| WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: [t (l > /l"i"

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:

Weather: (' ‘\-Cu&{/

Temperature: 50 °

Soil surfacg’:/dry, \“,moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\_O_j N RCS : (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Was the WSP modification designed by a qualified
individual? ' : '

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

Deécription of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? ' '
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: N ¢ 7 JAA
Dﬂ/\ ﬂ/l ~ (le‘(M
f
Signature: | _ i\> Y Date:
e P SN P ',/
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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@j NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to improve management in
REPORT section

| Damage from burrowing animals?

| Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

AJASA

| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

| Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? W

| Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
| marked? If not required then n/a.

| Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

| General erosion of liner material?

ANAYAY N ANEA

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

| All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? /

doind.

| All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? e

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
‘ Page 19 of 37



| \Qj NRCS : (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for boncern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

| Liner type: [None {[Compacted Clay] [Flexible Membrane |[ Bentonite Amendment
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? v

% If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or
| blocked? v~

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

| Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankmént?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or

v
v’
e
‘ ,‘ Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm? v
el
sl
near the toe? e

Interior erosion due to wave action?

| Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
' : Page 18 of 37



SIS

SITE AND STRUCTURE AINVE‘NTO"RY FORMS (SSIF)

\g
(SSIF -7/107~ =+

1. WSP - Inside Top - Average Wdth M. - (qo’

2. 'WSP - Inside Top Average Length (f) ?CtD( o L

3. WSP Storage Capamty (cu ft) _ ) DY OF rn B

4, Embankment - Insidé S5 (X:1) 2/[ T

6. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) - - | ‘g‘/( _ .

6. Embankment - Top Width (fy 'Zd’ |

7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Iniside: SS) | ' (0 [

8: ‘Embankmeht — Maximuin Fill Height (ft) —_

9.. Maxrmum Excavation Depth (ft) | %'

10. Total Pond Depth (ft) <

11. Liner Type and Thrckness (|n) B (_(«5/ S

12. Inlet Type and Locatlon B ‘. IR 0‘ 017 0 4 pS .

13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z 1) _ / R

14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) 5 L\D .' =

15. Failure Impacts; Farm Bwldrn&' Homes Roads Water S
Course R S .

16. Emptying Feature is provrded to protect agalnst accrdental '
release@}no) If yes please describe in the note section. | fe-r

17 Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) - sup' | i%p——v‘is

-1 18. Distance to Nearest Wat

C

(f) 1560

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37




A. Site inventory

Date: Meonday-April;-6;-2045 Time: 1:00:00 PM

Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Henry R Haak

AGID: 3894 FARM NAME: Snipes Mountain Dairy
LAGOON ID: 7 Lot 4. 32 B3 long: (W 120.0O/;2
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 211 Nichols Rd, Outlook, WA
REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: __ Y /15

MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: . 7% %

TODAY: Liquid L

Completed by:

evel

—

s » ___ Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

k.

||

WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: B ]IS

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

BELOW Top of Embankment or Spillway Elevation: 2. FT.

DATE:
Weather: Clouk
Temperature: SO°F

Soil surface? ary\ moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen,

show covered

NS,

Page 1



ONRCS

(SSIF -10/10)
SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Was the WSP
individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

| Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
| place at the time of construction?

Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: ‘ })a/\ /l/lffg\/lr'-x,/ JAA
Signature: | AN i C _,,./ Date:
A P 7470; -

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
’ Page 20 of 37



\Q’ NRCS (SSIE -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked
REPORT section

NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to improve management in

L , Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and unobstructed? /

‘| Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

i

| Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly
marked? If not required then n/a.

| Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

| General erosion of liner material?
|

| Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

AAYAAYRNRAN: JAVAYAY

All pumps and transfer pipes are functional? /

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? ' L/

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? e

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If ,/
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . ' June 2012
‘ Page 19 of 37



| @/ NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

ey

|
|
g

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for boncern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section

.
| Liner type: [None |[Compacted Clay}[Flexible Membrane ][ Bentonite Amendment
(Circle One) _

| Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales?

v~
| If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or /
| blocked?

| Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

| Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

| Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankmént?

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action?

NI AN A ANAY NN QA

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



R e

12. Inlet Type and Locatlon

ONRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) -

\
(SSIF -7/10)" ~

1. WSP - Inside Top - Average Width (ft).
2. WsP- Inside Top Average Length ) ‘_ gqg( | e
3. WSP Storage Capacrty (cu f)y
4. Embankment - Insidé SS. ey '\[/(
|5._ Embankment - Outside S5 (v:1) -y |
6. Embankment — Top Width (ft) DR ZD!
7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside ‘S"S)“‘"";'f S <5,( |
8 Embankmeht - MaximumFill Height (ft) —
9. MaXImum Excavation Depth (ft) .Ct' |
- 1 10. Total Pond Depth (ft) Qe
|11, Llner Type and Thlckness (m) Q(@/'? <‘
{

! ’lv/((?rié'v

13.WSP Interior-Outiet Ramp Slope (z:1) S
14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in weII(tt) (QOD’ :

15. Failure Impacts; Farm Bundlng, Homes Roads Water

Course

16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against accidental
‘ release. (ye$/no) If yes please describe in the note section.

| 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) o 00!

118. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



POND (2)

POND CALCULATIONS

DAIRY WASTE [ [D=STORAGE | I AVERAGE AREA -
LAGOON/POND ||  |S=SIDE SLOPE 3[:1 Snipes Mountain
| CALCULATIONS i L= LENGTH 300] ] 252[INSIDE LENGTH ]
) W=WIDTH - 200 B 152|INSIDE WIDTH -
AREA=FT*| 60,000 N ~ 276|AVERAGE LENGTH i
- ) B ) ~ 176|AVERAGE WIDTH
POND #1 FT AVERAGE 48,576
CUBICFT | | 388,608 i B
- |GALLON CAPACITY | 2,906,788 ] B B
ACRE FEET - 89 DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON

LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS |

D= STORAGE 8 AVERAGE AREA
B S= SIDE SLOPE 3] ] - - B
POND#2 4 (, L= LENGTH 300 252|INSIDE LENGTH
B W=WIDTH 1 200 152|INSIDE WIDTH

AREA=FT?| 60,000 | 276|AVERAGE LENGTH

176 |[AVERAGE WIDTH

) FT AVERAGE | 48,576
B CUBICFT | | 388,608 |DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON
GALLON CAPACITY 2,906,788| LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS
i ) ACRE FEET B 89| - -
SETTLING D= STORAGE 7 AVERAGE AREA
BASIN#1,2,3,4 'S= SIDE SLOPE 2.5:1
- L= LENGTH | 200 | 165[INSIDE LENGTH B
W=WIDTH 40 - 5|INSIDEWIDTH
THIS DATA IS FOR |AREA=FT2| 32,000 o 182.5|AVERAGE LENGTH
ALLBASINS. THERE || 128,000 | 225|AVERAGE WIDTH -
IS ATOTAL OF 4 FTAVERAGE | 4,106
IBASINS ~ [CUBICFT | 28,744|  |DEPTH IS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON N
- |GALLON CAPACITY | 215,003 ~ |LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS
- |ACRE FEET 07| o
I 1 | e45010] TOTAL FOR THREE BASINS.
1 . i | (ONE BASIN USED FOR TREATMENT)
- D= STORAGE ~ 0]  [AVERAGEAREA
'S= SIDE SLOPE 0:1
L= LENGTH o 1 O[INSIDE LENGTH 1
i ‘W=WIDTH ,L L o L 0|INSIDE WIDTH -
|
- _|AREA= | ol | 0|AVERAGE LENGTH .
e I | | ~ O0|AVERAGE WIDTH
B i FT AVERAGE 0 )
- CUBICFT | | 0|  |DEPTHIS THE STORAGE DEPTH OF LAGOON
B GALLON CAPACITY | 0 |LENGTH AND WIDTH IS THE OUTSIDE DIMENSIONS
ACREFEET | 0o | ]
I R | 1 1 - S o
SURFACE AREA = 248,000/ 6,458,585 GALLONS 3

Page 1



DAIRY WASTE

ED= POND DEPTH

AVERAGE AREA

July-06

9
- FB=FREEBOARD 1 I

S=SIDE SLOPE 31 Hank Haak

EL=POND LENGTH 300 Snipe Mountain Dairy

EW=POND WIDTH 200

LL=LIGUID LENGTH 294

LW=LIQUID WIDTH 194

LD=LIQUID DEPTH 8
LAGOON/POND .
CALCULATIONS 246|INSIDE LENGTH
- 146|INSIDE WIDTH

AREA=FT’ 60,000 273|AVERAGE LENGTH
[ ‘ 173|AVERAGE WIDTH
POND #5 FT AVERAGE 47,229

CUBICFT [ 366,688

GALLON CAPACITY 2,742,826

ACRE FEET 8.4

TED= PON

9
| FB=FREEBOARD 1
B S=SIDE SLOPE 31
B EL=POND LENGTH 300
[ EW=POND WIDTH 200
LL=LIGUID LENGTH 294
LW=LIQUID WIDTH 194
LD=LIQUID DEPTH 8
LAGOON/POND i
CALCULATIONS 246|INSIDE LENGTH
146|INSIDE WIDTH
AREA=FT? 50,000 273|AVERAGE LENGTH
' 173]AVERAGE WIDTH
POND #6 FT AVERAGE 47229
CUBICFT | 366,688 )
GALLON CAPACITY 2,742 826
ACRE FEET 8.4

DAIRY WASTE

ED= POND DEPTH

AVERAGE AREA

FB=FREEBOARD 1

S=SIDE SLOPE 2.5]:1

EL=POND LENGTH 200
i EW=POND WIDTH 40

LL=LIGUID LENGTH 195

LW=LIQUID WIDTH 35

LD=LIQUID DEPTH 7
LAGOON/POND |
CALCULATIONS 160|INSIDE LENGTH

0{INSIDE WIDTH
AREA=FT? 32,000 180|AVERAGE LENGTH ]
e 1T 1 20|AVERAGE WIDTH ]

BASINS FT AVERAGE 3,600
#1,23,4 CUBIC FT | 21,887

GALLON CAPACITY 163,712 654,849 ]

ACRE FEET

Page 1




A. Site inventory
Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015 Time: 3:00:00 PM
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Clarence Benjert
AGID: 3915 FARM NAME: Benjert Farms #2 N\A( \ N

BRELOW To f F

Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:

WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE: BRS04

Weather: _ Oyotc kg T

Temperature: 54

) ;
Soil surface: dry, moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\0} N RCS (SSIF -10/10) "

— 7z

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) \‘53“ y 22X
M A

7 Was the WSP modification des:gned by a quahﬁed
| individual?

| Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

] Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction?

Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

7 Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: : JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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O NRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

SITE INVENTORY

Damage from burrowmg anlmals?

(SSIF -9/10)

Evidence of overtopping of embankment’7 e

-or gully on embankment?
Ure is clear and unobstructed? N o _
-vegetation? ;6 *
s-is fenced and properly sy 4
| marked? If not required then n/a. i A7)
Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? X
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? pv4
General erosion of liner material? | X7
| Damaged liner material (holes:‘tea‘rs,"-seaﬁfs)? e “ ’523

-Al-pumps-and transfer-pipes-are functiopal? .

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

Was arfy abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1.

Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance W|th
accepted practice.

=HOW

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012

Page 19 of 37




\0} NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for 6on‘cem, possible extent of damage. identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

s
Liner type: [None |[Compagted Clay | [Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment]
' (Circle One) :

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales?

X

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or v
1 blocked? /d

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settiement? -

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankme'nt?.

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
| near the toe? »

Interior erosion due to wave action?

PN NN

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
. Page 18 of 37



8 | (SSIF -7/10)
SITE-AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

4N WSP Inside. Top - Average Width (ft). . ... "= [T

2/ “WSP - Inside Top - Average Length (ft) ik

3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft) |

|4, Embankment ~ Inside SS (X-1) | N

} 5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) ' | | %
|6 Embankment - Top Width f o T AT T

§ 7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside S8)° = | |
i"S'“Embankmht — Maximun Fill Height (f)——— ————— —] —— ,w.‘,x,_
'9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) - S
'[10.Total Pond Depth (ft) : i o |
g _11 Liner Type and Thlckness (in) e ] kel K Ee goi 1
12 Inlet Type and Location 2 EnL ot 2364 o od sihleal: //o éogf%

; 13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z:1) PN T N
{ | 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) _ L/ B R ar
| 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Roads Water | T
f Course 2 oot e bl W B it
: 1 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect against acadental T80t ot sy
f reledse. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon Py M’f \

!|17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) R S pAy 3

'] 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft) : y o ASE

: [URE COMMENTS / b :
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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A. Site inventory

Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015 Time: 3:00:00 PM
Inspector:CS '

LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Clarence Benjert A ‘Il \
AGID: 3915 FARM NAME: Benjert Farms #2 -

FARM ADDRESS: 300 Braden Rd, Sunnyside, WA

1A

id Leve ankment or Spil

Completed by: I Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)
DATE: RS

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE: SIS

1on

=leva

Weather: O Joeh-T

Temperature: __ £ A4

Soil surface: dry, @ oisb wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered




\O} NRCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) 1254, (A

L4 D, # |

| individual? : '

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

| Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction? B

Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: : JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 » June 2012

Page 20 of 37



@/ NRC S (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND)STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) '~

e T T T,

SITE INVER RY:QUESTIONS

Damage from burrowing animals?

Nt ol b L s g T vert -

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

-.ggully on embankment? e b
e is clear and unobstructed? 7/ L

|
1O
.
U
o

vegetation?- - e “ L.'_’”~

i
2 ceess-is fenced-and properly - g A

g | marked? If not required then n/a. Sl L MRERLIE 5
v Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?
: Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? i
” General erosion of liner material? !

Damaged liner material (holés:‘teé‘rs,f‘-s‘e'aﬁfs)? L

-All«pumps~and—transferpipesare functional?- - “_t‘.” .

\d
All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? )4

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

.......

.............. LaMB .. L&;).\N.Q;-.6.7?9;‘9.3.‘.@5).;-hlli?.ﬁsfh-:i:é.(?.--.--‘.-> ................................

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If @
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would’bring the WSP into compliance with
-~ —accepted practice: B -+

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 , June 2012
Page 19 of 37



\Qj NRCS | (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concem, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section. -

| \ /]
Liner type: [None ][Compacted Clay | [Flexible Membrane |[ Bentonite Amendment
&
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? | X7

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or :
| blocked? /C

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of‘ the embankme'nt?

v

v/

| v

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm? : v
v/

¢

v

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
| near the toe?

Interior erosion due to wave action? ¥

Interior erosion from rainfall'?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
. Page 18 of 37



\g NRCS - (SSIF -7/10)

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

T T EATTS. T A5 W ey 4%, A RN e WY, g S RO B s e 14T o

e et S
Sa B £
- S—

RE COMMENTS

.-----.---..--------.---_------.-_-_-----------------------------;----.----------------.------—-------_-----.--------_-_--.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 17 of 37

- |- WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft).. .. ...~ [T
2. ‘WSP - Inside Top ~Average Length (ft) T e DIPOLRATM 3 £

3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft)
4. Embankment indide 88 (x1) R = e
-|5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) : 20 . RS
(|8 Embankment — Top Width (ft) S A S g’ LT R
1]7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside ’SS)‘"" . i B :
g. 8- Ermibankmient — Maximur Fill Height (fy ST TR ,M‘.m
']9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) e | 4 o
'[10.Total Pond Depth (1) 5
; 11. LlnerType and Thickness (in) =2 2o 1T e M»{ k/mzubéb ""5;' j
12. lnletType and Location TG GHUOTT RGN 1 oy p\;(-e /-ﬁg Cﬁmm_m ; TNV
1 13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z 1) b s LSt bien ti. w0 cconban 3 3 oy
{ | 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) .‘) B i L ke " ‘3 3
g 15. IC:;?)ILL:;Z Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Rogds Wéter N F\%’D e h‘.
16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst accidental Sy M@ vt IR o it ’JW _}
: reledse. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon : ,
-] 17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) RESEES ' I B "7 AT e S,
Im Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft) Vg an, Buheu W



A. Site inventory
Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015 Time: 3:00:00 PM

Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:

T

OPERATOR: Clarence Benjert
AGID: 3915 FARM NAME: Benjert Farms #2

z*

A\

juid Level BELOV

by: S  Agency DNMP/WSDA.

Completed

Elevation

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: BRI

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE BRI R

Weather: _ (DJ R CA4T

Temperature: 5 Y%

Soil surface: , wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\O} NRCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) 2o scvr 7

SETTUNGPHZ

Was the WSP modifi cation de5|gned by a quallﬁed
individual?

| Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in-
place at the time of construction?

Describe impact of the modification on structural integril_ty s

] Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

WSP Inventory Gompleted by

Name: : JAA
Signature: ' Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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@j NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) '~

SITEINVEN]

Damage from burrowing animals?

sl -

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

gully on embankment?

e is clear and unobstructed? Yo

vegetation? - -

WIS T

, ss-is fenced and properly
marked?

If not required then n/a.

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?
'Damaged liner material (holes:'t'ems;‘ 'Seams)?

—AM-pumps-and»transferpipés?re_,fu,n?tiqnal? -

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional?

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

| SRS
prmm—

: ompiel nventorv g appropriate
S0 SRR e

NOTES:

il y Yt encif e

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If )C
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

e %woQg&ww—mmwu’mwﬁww

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
Page 19 of 37
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\Oj N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern, possible extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

\ :
Liner type: [None |[Compgcted Clay | [ Flexible Membrane | [ Bentonite Amendment]
( (Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? )/

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or 5
j| blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankme'nt?'

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe? .

K S X S

Interior erosion due to wave action? ?4

Interior erosion from rainfall?

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 18 of 37



T IR Wy iy
FESALT 4
m— = ]

ONRCS

SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY-FORMS (SSIF) -

(SSIF -7/10)

|1 WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft).. . ..~ = "
2 ;WSP-IhS’fHe Top —'Average Length (ft) ‘ wre : T

3. WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft) , o

4. Embankment - Inside SS (X:1) 2.1
'|5. Embankment - Outside SS (v-1) 3 |
6. Embankment - Top width (fy | Fa
s 7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + ln'éidé-s‘é)-"’“ i Gt ]
; 8. “Embankrent = Maximunt Fill Height (fty | — - SR
9. Maxnmum Excavation Depth (ft)
10. Total Pond Depth (ft) ‘ 1s Fah a_:. _,.
; ‘11 Liner Type and Thlckness (in) | CERNRIAENDED T &0 ah *
12. InIetType and Location 158 GLu 256G ] Rggged! /T‘o CU’\L&HC:SE%WH
' | 13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z 1) , = b G
, 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) \l R AL ' = 5 Ga s
: | 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Roads Water § Siipe iy
§ Course Vo ot e -:F\-Ebb - 3
16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agamst aCCIdentaI 307 ¢ —1
¢ release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon Pune : /
17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) 1M R

'| 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory

Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015 Time: 3:00:00 PM i »
Inspector:CS £ pec®r
LANDOWNER: 2, S ML .
OPERATOR: Clarence Benjert Qw\—u v DAimy LLL N\M N

AGID: 3950 FARM NAME: Benjert Earms-ine-#1-

_.':._:]! foi

' ADDRES: 1370 Weth, rnview “

]

TODAY: . Embankment

Completed b Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE:

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE: (R GRS

Weather: & oo oo

Temperature: < 7~

Soil surface: wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

<
#



\Qj NRCS | (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) ¢_ | . #|
| MpN

s the WSP modification de3|gned by a quallf ed
| individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

o Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction?

| Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

' Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: : JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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REP

| 4 SIERRRED.

1.

If any oxesc)g?:ked"NO”,make notes of loce
REsgetion. . - - S g

O NRCS

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) '~

ey e

Damage from ,bUrrOWing;‘ahifnals'? e Y o e s

(SSIF -9/10)

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

or gully on embankment?

e

dence-or s >
ket WA Ty e

o

icture is clear-and unobstructed?

en 0c vegetation? e
Vaste storage pond access-is fenced and properly - : S T

marked? If not required then n/a. Ll et ‘3?{’ Ik
Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? < H
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? V4 ‘
General erosion of liner material? A4 X
Damaged liner material (holes; tears; seams)? = orfgdibo i B
-AlFpump&an&transfer—pipeswe ‘functiggal? - : ;/ o ~{ o B .
All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? .4 :
Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? X

77
Was ariy abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012

Page 19 of 37




| \QJ NRCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTU-RE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for Concerh, pbssiblg extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

FAINVENTORY QUESTIONS

N g
Liner type: [None || Compzected Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment
, ?
' (Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? ¥

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or V4
; blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankme.nt?ﬁ

Y

w

Y

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm? M
' 4

<

4

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe? ;

Interior erosion due to wave action?

Interior erosion from rainfall?

..... MLN\M&QCP—Og(OUQ}\)E/\PQT.S\W

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
. Page 18 of 37



’.msiﬂ.#.w'v.hi,.‘

ONRCS

(SSIF -7/10)

SITE‘AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

. “WSP - Inside Top ~‘Average Length (ft)_

WSP - Inside Top - Av,ergge W.dm(ft) N DR

S e AU T

WSP Storage Capacity (cu ft)

Embankment - Inside SS (X:1)

515) ST ASTINER] b

Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1)

v lap 3] | E

16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst accidental

;, Embankment — Top Width (ft) o ekl 8 ‘To \2‘
1]7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside SS)‘ 4

[ Embankment—Maximamr i Hetght iy ————————| — - S
“ 9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) o ) ‘
10. Total Pond Depth (ft) . . o ;il
: 11. Liner Type and Thlckness (ln) le tramiNrisirn Rl kAM ,AMEMO@D "
12.Inlet Type and Location inrad Gpuodt eaai ooy Y (g LoNERETE > )
' | 13. WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z 1) ol . LoA\Ag= R :
‘ 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) ' ‘100 / L owonar
{ SHUE - o
: 15. EZILL:;Z Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Roads Wafet 1 - nfuzxo_s §

release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note section. POM P
17. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) S E TL! /"\\Lf&"

: 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

. e o u
800 56..«&5-@‘: ¥ = b

...........................................................................................................................

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
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A. Site inventory

Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015 Time: 3:00:00 PM
Inspector:CS
LANDOWNER:
| GC},;“O(‘) A,
OPERATOR: Clarence Benjert
AGID: 3950 FARM NAME: Benjert Farms Inc #1 SETTU NG POD "‘l

'lémr" Veled

T EmMDbankme jge)oll|

Completed by: i iiuicy Rileiill RO IS RGOS

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: S

'WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE: R RS

levatior

Agency DNMP/WSDA

Weather: _< .y ~JCS

Temperature: _ & "4

Soil surface: dry, @EEE wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\Oj NRCS . (SSIF -10/10)

g
SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) Len et v ‘
SETTL NG %\\,;O

::7: te WSP modlﬁcatlon desxgned by a quallf ed o
| individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction?

Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity: -

Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

wventory Compieted by

Name: : JAA
Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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\Oj NRCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

SITEINVENT

o R

Damage from burrowing animals?

Evidence of overtopping of embankment? -

ss-is fenced and properly
| marked? If not required then n/a. ’

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? T %
Ve,

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

General erosion of liner material?

X
Damaged liner material (holes; tears; seams)? "~ « [ o sdom oy hit]

-Al-pumps-and transfer-pipes-are functional? - - ; }5“ = Pt N o

All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? . )(w

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

viquestion

Was an'y abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If )d
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compiian'ce with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
Page 19 of 37



\Qj N RCS (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

=< V]

{

If any boxes checked “YE§”; make notes of items for E:bnbem, possiblg extent of damage, identify options to
repair, stabilize or address in the REPORT section.

\ 7
Liner type: |None H%é:ted Clay || Flexible Membrane || Bentonite Amendment

(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales? e

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or . *
4| blocked? ' 4 /Q

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankme-nt?l

L N VR AN R Y

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe? ;

. . WIND
Interior erosion due to wave action? )0

Interior erosion from rainfall?

¥

plete inventory questions appropriate to structure, if no embankment, as in a pit pon

AL BROSION. MTAR. O AC EANK - PSS,
..................... R AGLes SOl AT ATION e
e NP S BV
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

. Page 18 of 37.



ONRCS

(SSIF -7/10)

SITE‘AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY-FORMS (SSIF) -

B R

O N TN I I By s e

- |1.. WSP - Inside Top — Average Width (ft).. o AR

2/ 'WSP - Inside Top ~Average Length (ft) s e b

_ 3. WSP Storage CapaC|ty (cu ft) _

|4. Embankment - inside'SS (X:1) "

1 5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) 20 e

i 6. Embankment — Top Width (f) o [t s
1|7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + IﬁSide‘SS)“T’ o R RS

%’ 8. Embankment = Maximuni Fill Height (/= “:““"'"""‘“"f'w”' ‘
? 9. Maxumum Excavation Depth (ft) S £
r 10. Total Pond Depth (ft) >0 NMoe g i!l

w——y

11.Liner Type and Thickness (in)

‘ "CL.&q KnaiDeD Sosl" lZ‘

' 112.Inlet Type and Location o Lo g 1o s CDU;:(L@TE:

; 13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z: 1) ‘ U TR TR “
; 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) L{ OO @ I}
: | 15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Roads, Water N )
§ Course L. : . f/ LELLD o

16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agamst accudental o AJ\,P‘

¢ release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon [

i T NI TE TR

i 17.Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) : [ e muE

'] 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft)

oo iR ies aen h REIGRS " ORI e G T

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
Page 17 of 37



A. Site inventory

Date: Wednesday April, 8, 2015 Time: 3:00:00 PM

Inspector:CS

LANDOWNER: 100,080 ¢
OPERATOR: Clarence Benjert gTTuN‘\?a o ﬁz
AGID: 3950 FARM NAME: Benjert Farms Inc #1 o

DAY L gv or ‘mw evation :
Completed by: — Agency DNMP/WSDA
CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: SREEREEE

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:

Weather: __ S touozs

Temperature: < =

Soil surface: dry, @oi@, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



\Oj NRCS (SSIF -10/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF) — SOACRT

L ol
< “LAN
SETTUNG

i Was the WSP modification desugned by a quallf ed
individual?

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

o Date of modification construction

| DeScrigtion of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction?

3 Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

j Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

 EL kR |
?{._..,._.. S
I

i

Name: ; JAA

Signature: Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012

Page 20 of 37
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O NRCS
SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (S'SI'F)"

R

\ATCD
YVOo L

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1.

S| "?:";\”‘ %—:\‘wh“-\' ()| ‘ STIONS

Dama.ge from burrowing anlmals?

P e S

(SSIF -9/10)

)

B aealitsd

Evidence of overtopping of embankment‘?

:or gully on embankment?

is clear and unobstructed?

0dy-vegetation? -

P ' Ss-is fenced and properly
§| marked? If not required then n/a.

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable?

NOTES':‘

Minor repair or change in practlce would bring the WSP into compllance with
accepted practice.

Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure? —
Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points? | .} ‘
General erosion of liner material? | —_—T
| Damaged liner material (holes; tears/'seams)? ~~ | - lihe
‘All‘pump&and-transferpipes?rgrfqpqtippal?"-' ' 7( ' N P %
All recycling pumps and transfer pipes are functional? . X

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012

Page 19 of 37
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@jN RCS * (SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concem ‘possible extent of damage, identify options to
repalr stablhze or acfdress in the REPORT section.

CITEL

/
Liner type: [None |[Compagfed Clay | [ Flexible Membrane | [ Bentonite Amendment
(Circle One)

Evidence of liner slumps, bulges, boils, or whales?

If applicable; Are perimeter drain(s) plugged or Ve
% blocked?

Evidence of cracks in embankment soils?

Damp, soft, or slumping areas?

Evidence of seepage on the embankment slope?

Evidence of seepage around pipes through berm?

Evidence of seepage at the toe of the embankme-nt?'

4

X

Ve

e

Evidence of differential (uneven) settlement? ' ><
7(

Evidence of sand boils on the slope, along the toe or
near the toe? .

Interior erosion due to wave action? X

Interior erosion from rainfall?

_____ ,__i___-___-___MLmAMg; ERATION) N _SCOE. .@cw&m-?ow

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
. Page 18 of 37



SITE'AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY-FORMS (SSIF)

(SSIF -7/10)

5 WSP InSIde Top - Average Width (ft).. ik Bk

2. "WSP - Inside Top - Average Length (ft ':y""'"?‘;“_ b ‘,;.1?,, i

r 3. WSP Storage CapaC|ty (cu ft)

4. Embankment - Inside ss (X 1) g

3 5. Embankment - Outside SS (Y:1) 2

; 6. Embankment — Top Width (ft) R T

{|7. Combined Side Slope (Outside SS + Inside S8)° =~ © | ©

- 8. “Embankment = Maximum Fill Height (fy — ““
9. Maximum Excavation Depth (ft) T
10. Total Pond Depth (ft) el i
11. LlnerType and Thickness (in) e mAmATETnms 309 g CEE ATk A ED SO &

_;' 12. InIetType and Location 198 60 25 whood P e 2 L
13.WSP Interior-Outlet Ramp Slope (z: 1) P Loyt i S oAt

{ | 14. Distance to Nearest Well / Water Depth in well(ft) 400! ' ; '
15. Failure Impacts; Farm Building, Homes Roads “Water B ' »

| Course L2 o oo biFT@udRsio oo

E 16. Emptying Feature is provided to protect agalnst accndental P J N\P E

| release. (yes/no) If yes please describe in the note sectlon _

:117. Distance to Nearest Home/Dwelling (ft) -

' 18. Distance to Nearest Water Course (ft) E“A‘d u e

it et SR

...................................................................................

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23

June 2012
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A. Site inventory
Date: Tuesday April, 7, 2015 Time: 11:30:00 AM
Inspector: DM
LANDOWNER:

OPERATOR: Kevin Den Hoed

AGID: 3951 FARM NAME: Den Hoed Dairy
LAGOONID: | Lat: DYl 79T Long: (O4, §511
Phones: Cell:

FARM ADDRESS: 2320 N County Line Rd, Grandview, WA

REVIEW INVENTORY DATE: _ t1 (it |
MANURE/ EFFLUENT LEVEL: 0 %

TODAY Liquid Level BELOW Top of Embankment or Splllway Elevation: Q FT
Completed by: . r\ﬁ\,_ /7'7’?{: . _ Agency DNMP/WSDA

CHECK REVIEW CONDITION BELOW:
i WSP is FULL (Typically late winter or early spring)

DATE: _ Lél(\—l( &

WSP is near empty (Typically late summer or early fall,
depending on operation management)

DATE:

, /[
Weather: Ivmway [/ ww( Y
J I

Temperature: > >°F

PR .
Soil surface:[,/ dry, moist, wet, saturated, standing water, frozen, snow covered

Page 1



O NRCS SSIF 1010)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

Was the WSP modification designed by a qualified
individual? - '

Date design of modification

Designer (If applicable)

| Date of modification construction

Description of structural modification:

Did the modification meet the NRCS practice standard in
place at the time of construction?
Describe impact of the modification on structural integrity:

| Describe impact of the modification on storage depth and storage volume:

Name: TN - oA JAA
'})a‘/\ /Vl 3 /l\ /“("kf/
T
Signature: : )A y 747 L Date:
ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 June 2012
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\QI N RCS (SSIF -9/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked *
REPORT section.

NO”; make notes of location and identify O & M task to improve management in

Damage from burrowing animals?

Evidence of overtopping of embankment?

| Evidence of soil erosion or gully on embankment?

? Pond transfer pipe/structure is clear and uncbstructed? v

| Presence of trees or woody vegetation?

marked? If not required then n/a.

Interior erosion in vicinity of waste inlet structure?

Interior erosion near agitation equipment access points?

| General erosion of liner material?

v
/
v’
| Waste storage pond access is fenced and properly : /
v
v
v’
v/

Damaged liner material (holes, tears, seams)?

>
°
c
3
S
w
o
3
ro%
—~
—
o
=
@
@
-
=
S
®
w
o
®
c
=
o
=
o
3
o
=

|
|
|

Downwind odor from WSP is strong or unbearable? / _

Was any abnormal condition or practice observed that requires corrective action (If /
yes then answer 1 and 2 below):

1. Minor repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

2. Major repair or change in practice would bring the WSP into compliance with
accepted practice.

ENGINEERING TECHNICAL NOTE #23 . June 2012
: Page 19 of 37



QO NRCS

(SSIF -8/10)

SITE AND STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORMS (SSIF)

If any boxes checked “YES”; make notes of items for concern possmle extent of damage |dent|fy o<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>