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WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESKDUAL (CCR) ENSPEC’HO‘\I REPORT
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Notes

CCR Landf‘ 1 Integrity Impec&mn (per 40 CF R §257.84)

L

tWas bulgmg, sliding, ‘fotational moverment or

localized settlement observed on the »
sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing

JCCR?

FWere conditions observed within the cells

containing CCR or within the general latidfill
operations that represent a potential disruption
to ongoing CCR management operations?

Were conditions observed ‘within the cells or
within, the general landfill operations that

the CCR management opcrdnons v

represent a potential disruption of the safety- of |

X
d
r

CCR Fugiti

4,

penod? Hanswer is 1oy no adqunal
mformanon ‘required,

X

Was all CCR conditioned (by wemng or dust

|stippresants) priorito delivery to _landflll?

If'response to question 5 is no, was CCR.-
conditioned (wetted) prior to transport to
tandfill working face,-of was:the CCR ot
susceptable (o fugitive dust generation?

] ‘Was CCR spillage observed at the scale orbqn_ .

1andfill ‘access roads?

. COII‘BCUVG action. measures'below

Was CCR fugitive dust dbserved at,the
landfill? I the answeriis'yes; describe

Are cuirent CCR fugitivedust control
l]lﬁd‘;llles cffecnve'? If the answer is no,‘

o]

1. ‘j-

Additional

Notes: . .




