o

WEEKLY COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (ccm [NSPECTION REPORT
SHAMROCK ENVIRONME YFILL

Date’ '7/;,7/9(0 e ‘Iflﬁi?f?i?.f@ﬂf; R B ML <SR - @ |

Time: / ©-004m. Weather Conditions: .= Q)Y &\ (08 -

Yes | No. | . . Notes

CCR Landfill Integrity Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.84)

1. |Was bulging, sliding, rotational movementor | =~ |
localized settlement observed on:the _ 1

sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing | : x
CCR?

2. Were conditions observed w1th1n the cells :
containing CCR or within the general landfill

operations that represent a potential disruption ><
ito ongoing CCR management operations? ‘

3, |Were condmonq observed w1th1n the cells or »
within. the general landfill operations that :

represent a potential disruption of the safety of | - )(

the CCR management: operdtlons ‘

CCR Fuomve Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257 _8(_)_(!)) 4))

4. |Was CCR received duting the reporting ‘
{period? If answer-is 10, no:additional : X
information required.

5._‘ » Was all CCR condiuoned (by wettmg or dust NETE PEaasET
suppresants) prior to dehvety tolandfill? | K

6. V If respouse to quchon 5 18:110; Was - CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior to. {transport to
landﬁll workmg face, ot was. the CCR tiot

"7'; " Was CCR_ s,plllage ‘obser Gl
landfill access roads?

8.  |Was CCR fugitive dust ¢ Py
landﬁll? Ifthe angweriis:

measiires effective? If the answer is no;- )(
|describe recommended changes below:

10, Were CCR fugitive dust-related ¢iti
i complamtb received: durmg the rej
_|period? If the answer'is yes, answ

11..  |Were the citizen complaint;

Additional Notes: .. .




