WEEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESED’UAL {CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
SHAMROCK F @NMENTAL NDFILL

Date:, / 9/ ﬁ / 25 E"ﬁ‘s{;é‘émr‘ : m% ﬁ”’\

Tirme; g: wﬂm Weather Conditions: ,

» »'Na 3 N : Na.t.esv

CCR Landf‘ 11 Integrity Iﬂspection (per 40 CF R §257 84)‘ » ‘

1. 1Was bulgmg, shdmg, Fotational movement or
localized settlement observed on the B{’
sideslopes or upper deck of cells contammg
ICCR?

2. |Were conditions observed within the cells
containing CCR or within the general landfill

operations that represent a potential disruption y

to 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. operdtlons

CCR Fugitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257 80(1)) 4))

"4, |Was CCR received dunng the reporting o
period? If:answer is no; no:additional y
tinformation tequired,

5 Was all CCR conditioned (by wettmg or dust T Y i I
sippresants) prior to delivery to 1andf1117 :

6. If response to question'5 is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetied) prior to fransport to ;
landfill working face; ot was:the CCR ot : >(
_|susceptable to fugitive dust generation?. I e

‘ '.7; i ‘Was CCR spillage observed at the scale or on
landfill ‘access roads?

8. Was CCR fug1t1vc dust dbserved at”the
landfill? H'the answes :
|corrective action meagires below. N

9.  |Are currenit CCR fugitivedust control T
1_nedsures effectlve'? If the atiswet is no; )z




