WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
SHAMROCK FNVIRONMENTAL L?NDF ILL

Date:, / a/ lf/ 23 Ingpéctor: <‘f (<,
&
Time; / 0 30 A an Weather Conditions: . P’Dﬁf\ ﬁ’) SC’ = 3 (9

» Yes No. { .. Notes

CCR Landf' [} Integrltv Inspectlon (per 40 CF R §257 84)‘;

L Was bulging, sliding, rotational movemeént or
localized settlement observed onthe
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing
JCCR?.

2. [Were conditions observed w1th1n the cells
jcontaining CCR or within the general Tandfill
{operations that represent a potential disruption
4to ongoing CCR management 0p,e,ratiqns?. »

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. so(b)(4)j N

4, Was CCR received duting the reportmg
’ penod‘7 If answer is no; no:additionak
information required,

» 5. Was all CCR conditxoned (by wettmg or dust
suppr_e_:sants) prior to delivery to landfill?

\«\< ;

6. If response to question-5 is no, was CCR- _
conditioned (wetted) prior to fransport to
landfill working face, ot was the CCR tiot )(
_|susceptable (o tugmve dust generanon?
7 Was CCR splllaoe observéd at the scale of on )(

Tandfill access roads?

8. Was CCR fugmvc dust obsenfed at the .H — )( T

9. AIe clirrent CCR fug tive dust contiol
easiiies effective? If the answer is no;: | /(
descnbe recommended changes below

0. Were CCR fugitive dust-telated citizen
: complamts received durmg the reportmg

T, | Wero e ciizen complaints ogeed?

Additional Notes:




