WEEKLY COAL COMB_USTION RESIDUAL (CCR) IN; SPECTION REPORT

SHAMROCK EN IRON%
Date:, (Q/D/ 93  lhsueator ‘

Ingpector:_

Y . o
Tixe; lﬂfot)nr\ Weather Conditions: . SU"”W (]6

Yes No ! .. Notes

CCR Landf' (i} Integrxty Inspectxon (per ¢ 40 CFR §257 84)? v

1 Was bulgmg, sliding, rotational movement or
localized settlement observed on.the :

sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing X
iCCR?.

2. [Were conditions observed w1th1n e cells
icontaining CCR or within the general Tandfill

{operations that represent a potential dismption : X
4to ongoing CCR management operations?

3. |Were conditions observed within the cells or

|within. the general landfill- operations that ‘
represent a potential disruption of the safety of { ‘
the CCR management operations.

CCR Fugitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257. 80(b)(4))

‘4. Was CCR received duting the reportmg

mformanon requued

iperiod? If answer is 1oy fio:additional : ><

supprg:sants) prlor_._:to dehvery,_to.]andhll? AT

6.  {If response to question 5 isno, was CCR ,
conditioned (wetted) prior to transport to ’
landfill working face, or'was the GCR:iot >(
) susceptable to fugmve dust generation"

Lmdfx]] access roads‘?

8. |Was CCR fugitive dust observed at the ' - T
landfill? If the answer is yes; descnbe : X
|carrective action meagures. below L

9. |Arecurrent CCR fugitive:dust control |\,
neasires effective? If the adsweris no;
describe recommended changes below.

0. Were CCR fugmve dust—related c1t17en e T X

‘ 11 ~ |Were the citizen complamts logged" :

o

Additional Notes: .




