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Development of Amended Clay Liner for Waste Containment System
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ABSTRACT

Recvcling of useful industrial waste is highly recommended by the government. Some
geotechnical properties such as specific gravity, dry density, unconfined compressive strength,
pH. compressibility, permeability were determined to evaluate the feasibility of waste lime
use in the landfill as an admixture clay liner. Various types of environmental tests on waste
lime were conducted to compare the results with the EPA requirements. Laboratory test
results indicate that admixture soil{waste lime/decomposed granite soil)

is a promising
material as an admixture clay liner in the sanitary landfill.
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