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Gloria Bancroft L
748 Collins Corner Rd BEET
— SOUTHESST REGION__

Dartmouth, MA 02747 DU EAST

Mr. Philip Weinberg, Director
Mass DEP SE Regional Office
20 Riverside Drive

Lakeville, MA 02347

RE: Cecil Smith Landfill Public Comments
Dear Mr. Weinberg,

In addition to the many emails and/or letters received by your office relating to the Cecil Smith
Landfill, I respectfully submit the enclosed petition entitled “Cecil Smith Landfill: Disclosure
and Safety Petition” on behalf of 318 residents from the joint communities of Dartmouth,
Westport and New Bedford. Residents have signed their names requesting MassDEP to provide
a comprehensive assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes:

(1) testing of the Shingle Island River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil,
groundwater, and wells within 0.6 miles of the site—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP’s acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed
fill material, specifically the dredge spoils, coal ash, and construction and demolition
fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information has
been made available to the concerned public;

(4) and a detailed comparison to other alternative closure options that explains why this
proposal best protects the community’s health and safety.

Please include the above request of all 318 residents in the record for public comments received
for this project.

Respectfully,

Gloria F. Bancroft

Ce: Michael O’Reilly, Dartmouth Environmental Affairs Coordinator




Cecil Smith Landfill: Disclosur e and Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Departiment of Envirqnmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we gppreciate the extensive work MassDEP has doneto involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surroundiing residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the ste—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information has been made available to the
concemed public; :

(4) and a detailed comparison to other alternative d osure options that expl ains why this proposal best protects the
community’s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosureand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensivework MassDEP
Dartmouth in the public comment process
to protect the health and safety of the suroun

assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that mcludes

egarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfi
ding residents, we request that MassDEP provude acomprehensive

has done to involve the citizens of

ll. However, in order

(1) testing of the Shingle |dand River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and weIIswnthm 0.6
miles of the site—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable conoentrdlons of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines,

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen made available to the

concemed public;

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative o osure options that explains why this proposal best protectsthe
community’ s hedth and safety. '

-f*?tm‘f NAME

ADDRESS

s GNATU RE

. y
L\ veld 'C!/\() Ltnare

/

ZQ:L&ZL / il zf,,.zJ

MO-&‘C Choa ingai 4

M :‘c‘\),cm(f«g’,r R4 .m(-\w\o( Wl ¢ ,\,
el L (ecb;\jzer K, ’D()F" o tn /%1

Z

4

//% (/ %/7/4/;;«&

ﬁwm MIADR ¢

D35 old ;S Aved Al

";’gﬁ._/( ‘7’//;7/ 2,

(/J ")5-‘(.‘ 14 A Le

) lé»}u’

574 /7/:‘.1/; il Bl DDy boipmrt A

\.\

_,.4:«‘—»/4’ «»ﬂ‘“’”"wﬂ’ﬂ -

(/7N el U Rl Dol

19 . /I//w«"?ii/ﬂb‘//é

Sdudy Cossel
Jopd HatAM

A0S flolkiady vr POnr

AU

@ PRy oo S

TAMINE SIMMeN]

b 205 Rocl AN ST AT

z}/lb(fug \S\/ﬂ/},‘) Lﬁ‘z\

L. A vy ot F C W

& Mo Foug b0l /2% 7),;,(,#

*o’iw Cons?

mDﬂﬂ 2\ b\)t}c)c\

783 Hiyoille R Dot

in/\./“f)

‘ ’%‘ﬁeu\/\(’ t\‘@wwu(?‘%?m@(a@(:k“ﬁ iu'»:»«wlwcai" {? ZZ?;@“
Jpcgue Lme— Bowdbn bt O Gall River Kb Nlus 3 ol o
Ols e | qpo otd 00t River REL. 7 ,ﬁ/w“ ,%/V
' Qﬁ\&s&b o\ c)rnsAluw C7 |
gt (m To/IK AN

Kool [\wal"f

7] Huxvilledq




Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosureand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Envirqnmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we gopreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle |d and River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the ste—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extenson of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen. made availableto the
concemed public;

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative dosure options that explains why this proposal best protectsthe
comimunity’s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdlosur eand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Envirqnmental Protection Staff,

Asacommunity, we appreciate the extensivework MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public corment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding resicents, we request that MassDEP provide acomprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing-of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the ste—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP' s acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information has been made available to the
concemed public; o

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative closure optionsthat explains why this proposal begt protects the
community’s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disclosur eand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involvethe citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes '

(1) testing-of the Shingle | dand River and Colebrook Swamp—as wel| as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the site—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasheen made availableto the
concemed public; :

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other aternative dosure options that explains why this proposal best protectsthe
community’s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosur e and Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Envirqnmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide acomprehensive

assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Col ebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
mil es of the site—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP' s acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen madeavailable to the
concemed public: ’

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative dosure optionsthat explains why this proposal best protectsthe
community’ s hedth and safety. ‘
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Cecil 9mith Landfill: Disdosur eand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,
Asa community, we appreciate the extensivework MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of

Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide acomprehensive

assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook S\Namp—aswell as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the ste—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information has been made available to the
concemed public;

(4) and a detailed comparison to other alternative dosure options that explains why this proposal best protects the
community’ s heath and safety.
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Cexil Smith Landfill: Disdosur eand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide acomprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Col ebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 06
miles of the site—for contaminant concentrations,

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period untif 30 days after all relevant information has been made availabl e to the
concemed public;

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative dosure options tha explains why this proposal best protectsthe
community’ s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disclosur eand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive

assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing-of the Shingle Idand River and Col ebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wellswithin 0.6

mil es of the site—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically

the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an exteng on of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information has been madeavailableto the

concemed public;

(4) and a detailed comparison to other alternative dosure options that explains why this proposal best protects the

community' s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosureand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we apreciate the extensivework MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in.order»
the health.and safety of the surrounding residents;we request that MassDEP provide acomprehensive
ent of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that incl udes

(1) testing of the Shingle Isl and River and Colebrook &Namp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
mil es of the site—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable conoentratlons of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extenson of the comment penod until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen made available to the
concemed public;

(4) and a detailed compari son to other alternative d osure options that explains why this proposal beg protects the
community’ s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosur eand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Envirqnmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensivework MassDEP has doneto involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill, However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive

assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Col ebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
mil es of the ste—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEF's acceptable concentrations of toxinsin the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extenson of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen madeavailableto the
concemed public; :

(4) and a detailed comparison to other alternative d osure options that explains why this proposal bes protects the
community’ s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disclosur and Safety Petition
Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensivework MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide acomprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing-of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
milesof the ste—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extensgion of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen. made availabletothe
concemned public:

(4) and a detail ed compari son to other alternative dosure options that explains why this proposal best protects the
comimunity’ s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Sith Landfill: Disdosur eand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Envirqnmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive

assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Col ebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the ste—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoil s, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen madeavailable to the
concemed public; » :

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative dosure options that explains why this proposal best protects the
community’ s hedth and safety. .
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosur eand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of -
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide acomprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook S\Namp——as well ‘as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
mil es of the ste—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEFP' s acceptable ‘concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extend on of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen made available to the
concemed public;

(4) and a detailed compari son to other alternative dosure options that explains why this proposal best protectsthe
community’ s hedth and safety.
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Dartmowty Ma.

Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdlosur eand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Envirqnmental Protection Staff,
Asa community, we gppreciate the extensive work MassDEP has doneto involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order

to protect the health and safety of the surounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes ‘

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the site—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP' s acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen made availableto the
concemed public; ’

(4) and a detail ed compari son to other alternative closure options that explains why this proposal best protectsthe
community’s hedth and safety. ;
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Cecil 9mith Landfill: Disdosur eand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surounding residents, we request that MassDEP providea comprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the ste—for contaminant concentrations:

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extengon of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasheen madeavailable to the
concemed public;

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative dosure options that explains why this propoaal hest protects the
community’ s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill; Disdosur eand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Envirqnmental Protection Staff, 4

Asa community, we aopreciate the extensivework MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfili. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive

assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing-of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook SNamp—aswell as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the §te—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period untit 30 days after all rel evant information hasbeen made avallabl etothe
concemed public;

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative d osure optionsthat explains why this proposal best proteéts the
community’ s headth and safety. '
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Tartmowth, Ma
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosur eand Safety Petition : @v

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Envirqnmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide acomprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) teting-of the Shingle Idand River and Col ebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the site—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of toxinsin the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) & extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen. made availableto the
concemed public; .

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative closure options that explains why this proposal bed protects the
community’s hedth and safety. '
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosur e and Safety Petition -~
[
g

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensivework MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landffill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing-of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the ste—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after al relevant information hasbeen. made available to the
concemed publie;

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative d osure options tha explains why this proposal best protects the
community’s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosur eand Safety Petition : pl
Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensivework MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive

assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the ste—for contaminant concentrations; ‘

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of foxi hs in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines; .

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information has heen madeavailableto the
concemed public; ’

(4) and a detail e compari son to other alternative dosure options that explains why this proposal bed protectsthe
community’s hedth and safey.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosur eand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensivework MassDEP has done to involvethe citizens of
Dartmouith in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Ceil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive

assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle |dand River and Col ebrook Swamp—as waell as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the site—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassD EP's acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, pecifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines; ‘

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen madeavailable to the
concemed public; ’

(4) and a detailed comparison to other alternative dosure options that explains why this proposal bes protects the
community’s hedth and safety.
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Cecll Smith Landfill: Disclosur e and Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing-of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the ste—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptabl e concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extend on of the comment period until 30 days after all refevant inforimation hasbeen. made available to the
concemed public;

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative dosure options that explains why this proposal bedt protects the
community’ s hedth and safey.
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. Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdlosur e and Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Envirqnmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle I and River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the ste—for contaminant concentrations;

2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentrations of toxinsin the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen madeavailable to the
concemed public; ’

(4) and a detailed comparison to other alternative dosure options tha explains why this proposal best protectsthe
community’s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disclosur eand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive

assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill sitethat includes

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the site—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP' s acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;.

(3) an extens on of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen madeavailable to the
concemed publie;

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative d osure options tha explains why this proposal bed protectsthe
community’ s hedth and safety,
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disclosur eand Safety Petition
Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asacommunity, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Datmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the ste—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptabl e concentrations of toxinsin the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) & extendon of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen. méde available to the
concemed public; ’

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative o osure optionsthat explains why this proposal best protects the
community’ s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosureand Safety Petition
Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we sppreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involvethe citizens of
Dartmotith in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surounding residents, we request that MassDEP providea comprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes :

(1) testing-of the Shingle |dand River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wellswithin 0.6
mil es of the site—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP s acceptable concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines,

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information has been made available to the
concemed public; ’

(4) and a detail ed compari son to other alternative dosure options that explains why this proposal best protects th
community’s hedth and safety. ~

Dot namME ADDRESS /SIGNATURE
owl Cnpup| DY 7 of / &A/Rv‘m@i&/,%@f/@,w~
GN‘T Spacds lssagdld Bl @yyex R4 LW/&C] W//i'z(/wg‘




Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdlosur e and Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Departrment of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we gppreciate the extensivework MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Datmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive

assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing-of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the site—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptabl e concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically

the dredge spoils, coal ash, and

C&D fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant informati on hasheen made available to the

concemed pubhc

(4) and a detailed comparison to other alternative closure optlons that explains why this proposal best protectsthe

%

community’s heath and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosur e and Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Envirqnmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landifill. However, ih order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEF provide a comprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle I and River and Col ebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
miles of the site—for contaminant concentrations;

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP s acceptabl e concentrations of toxins in the proposed fill material, specifically
the dredge spoil s, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extension of the comment period until 30 days after all relevant information hasbeen. made available to the
concemed public; :

(4) and a detail ed comparison to other alternative d osure options tha explains why this proposal best protects the
comimunity’s hedth and safety.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosureand Safety Petition .

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Envirqnmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involvethe citizens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, in order
to protect the health and safety of the surrounding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Col ebrook Swamp—as well as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0.6
mil es of the ste—for contaminant concentrations:

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP's acceptable concentraions of toxinsin the proposed fill méterial, gpecifically
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extenson of the comment period until 30 days after al relevant information has been madeavailable to the
concemed public: ’

(4) and a detail ed compari son to other alternative dosure options that explains why this proposal best protectsthe
community’ s hedth and safety.
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May 13, 2013

Gloria Bancroft

748 Collins Comner Rd

Dartmouth, MA 02747

Mr. Philip Weinberg, Director

Mass DEP SE Regional Office

20 Riverside Drive

Lakeville, MA 02347

RE: Cecil Smith Landfill Public Comments

Dear Mr. Weinberg,

An additional 35 resident signatures were received after my submittal to your office earlier
today. [ am faxing their related information to be included in the record for public comments
received for this project. Please note the majority of residents in this fax live outside of
Dartmouth, signifying the concern that is spreading throughout the surrounding communities.
Respectfully,

{67/5'#/ . ’—;f-_'.%”m%

Gloria F. Bancroft

Ce: Michael O’Reilly, Dartmouth Environmental Affairs Coordinator
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11/17/2006 06:46 FAX

Cecll Smith Landfij): Disiosureand Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakars and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we gppreciate the extensve work MaseDEP has done to involve the eitizens of
Datmouth in the publie comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfiil However, in order
to protect the health and safey of the suround Ng residents, we request that MassDEP provide g comprehensive
assessment of the Ceci| Smith Landfill ste that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle I9and River and Colebrook Swamp—as wel] as soil, groundwater, and wells within 0,6
miles of the dte—for contaminant concantrations;

(2) public disclosure of MasDEF s acceptable concentrations of toxins I the Proposed flll materia, recifi cally
the dredge spolls, coal ash, ang C&D fines;

concamed public;
(4) and a detailed compari son to cther alterna]ye cdosure options thet explains why this Proposal bes protects the
cormmunity’ s hedth and safely.
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Cecil Smith Landfill: Disdosur e and Safety Petition

Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetis Department of Envirenmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we appreclate the extensive work MassDEP has doneto Involve the citizens of

004/005

Dartirouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith Landfill. However, In order
. to protest the heaith and safety of the sureunding residents, we request that MassDEP provide a comprehensive
assessment of the Cecil Smith Landfill sltethat includes

[yt

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Colebrook Swamp—aswal| as soil, groundwater, andwells within 0.6
miles of the site—for contaminant concentratiens:

(2) public disclosure of MassD EP s acceptabl e soncentrations of toxinsn the propowd flll material, specifically
the dradge spoll s, coa) ash, and C&D fines;

(3) an extend on of the comment perled untit 30 days after all relevant Information hasbeen made avallableto the

concemed public;

(4) and a detail el compari son to other dternative dosure options the explains why this proposal best protects the

community’ s hedth and safely.
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Ceeil Smith Landfill: Disdosur e and Safety Petition
Dear Mark Dakers and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection Staff,

Asa community, we gopreciate the extensive work MassDEP has done to involve the citlzens of
Dartmouth in the public comment process regarding the closure of the Cecil Smith L andfj)|. However, In order
to protect the health and safely of the SulTounding residents, we request that MassDEP Provide acomprehengve
assessment of the Cesil Smith Landfill site that includes

(1) testing of the Shingle Idand River and Col ebrook Swamp-—as well as soll, groundwater, and wells withifn 0,6
milesof the dte—for contaminant concentrati ons:

(2) public disclosure of MassDEP s aceptabl e concentrations of toxins in the proposed flll material, saacifi eall
the dredge spoils, coal ash, and C&D fines; Y

(3) an extengon of the comment perlod until 30 days after af relevant Information hasbeen made avallable to the
concemed public: '

(4) and a detail el comparison to sther alternative dosure options tha explains why this proposal bast protectsthe
community's hedth and safely.
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(U TrEmnt 87

12 Hawe S
77 Aoreenn B 1

17 len bt f




