SWPPP COMPLIANCE INSPECTION FORM

_ . {WEBER COUNTY

e
Project Name: Haumond Yesidenco  rwes 4600 N Faale ﬁ{daebr oate: (/N[ /€

Owner: V\H \ h am ﬁa\.\ moﬂd Contractor (Gen/Sub): O\N ney N Starttime: |2+ 45~
Site Contact: W\ Iiam \'ﬁ'd\‘m bﬂd Phone: L%O D 45 o-"1"171 Stoptime: | 2155

uppes permit 2 \[TER (p—]ts dq Expiration: (D/O‘ ] |G ‘I‘f‘:‘a\hﬁ'rﬁm Cloudy  Raining  Snowing  Other:
“'I.____-’—'—

Date of last rain event: Duration: Approx. Rainfall (in):
Inspacted By (Print): Local Jurisdiction or County. VN €lo ey C)OOY'I""L\
Reasoen for Inspection: Scheduled Complaint/Tip m} ’ Receiving Watears: ¥
ggg:’;(z‘{:r;e) r,i';:lo: Sampj’ljnspectcr Code (circle): %{%:’ Type Code (circle): 2 - Industrial 3 - State
SWPPP, EROSION, SEDIMENT AND HOUSEKEEPING BMP's INFORMATION YES | NO | N/A
1. s the SWPPP on site and accessible, or is the SWPPP location posted in an obvious place and reasonably accassible (in a shert time)? \(

2. Are erosion control, sediment control, and good housekaeping BMP's installed on the site as shown in the SWPPP?

3. Has the SWPPP besn updated to reflact the current site conditions (modifications dated & initialed cn site map, new BMPs on site map, discontinuzd
BMPs cressed off site map, new BMP details & spec's in SWPPP, SWPPP amendment Log, etc.)?

4. Are on-site inspections being performed and recorcad by a qualified persan on a weekly or biweekly basis, ragorting items raguirad by permit? (Inspector
name &qualifications, weather, problems/repairs, corractive action, new BMPs, removed BMPs, discharges, etc)

5. Have all corrective action items from pravious inspections besn addrassad and documentad within the time frame allottad by the inspecter?

3. Are S\W flows entering and leaving the construction site controlled, managad, or diverted around the site? (e.g. perimeter controls, berms, silt fence,
upgradient boundary diversion, down gradient boundary sediment control, efc.)

7. Is there evidence of sediment discharge such as mud flows or sail degosits from the construction sits in downstrzam locations?

X IR

)\

3. Is there evidence of vehicles tracking soil off the construction site?
9. Is there soil, construction material, landscaping items, or other debiis piled en impervious surfaces (roads, drives) that could be washed with SWto a

storm drain or watar body?
10. Is there a need to repair, maintain, or improve erosion control BMPs (tempoerary stabilization, erosion blankats, mulch, vegetated strips, rip rap, surace

roughening, pipe slope drain, dust control, eic)?

11. Is theres a nezd to repair, maintain, or improve ssdiment contral BMPs (silt fence, check dams, fic
straw bails, curb cut-back, etc?

12. s there a need to repair, maintain, or improve good housekesping controls (clean track out pad, sweeping, construction matarials management,
litter/trash control, port-o-potties staked down, fueling areas, concrats wash out araa, proper curb ramps, spill pravention, etc)?

13. Are thers disturbed areas that have not had construction activities for 14 to 21 days without stabilization? (sxcept snow or frozan ground)?

14. Ars there places wherz BMPs ars nesded and should be installed or not nesded and should be removed?

COMMERNTS AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS FOR SWPPP COMPLIANCE

centify the protiem and its location. If appropriate, describe (in ganeral tarms) what nesds lo ke completad. However, only if qualified (2.9, you are a designer) should you be mandating specific BMPs
to install. Include the data when corrsctions are mace

Qﬂue‘m:%ﬂ\‘b -;’r_-(‘e, ‘-!—0 0% & L1 Ja J\)OT_

er rolls, sadiment trap/basin, inlet protection, waddles,

> YR

rnspeuor please I::t all appl;canle SEV ccdes

“h /I

mepector (Print Name) ; (Titie) 07 4 (Signature) (Date)
oo Wil T INING_ Emailed 0: WG (ONAVCD. (o
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