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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

General Topics

Comment: The harms/benefits comparison is the main test that DEP looks at and weighs the
harms versus the benefits. What I want to bring to light tonight is that through the host
municipality agreement and various verbal agreements, PA Waste has made certain promises
that have been taken into account that are benefits. DEP has recently issued another letter
saying that the benefits do outweigh the harms. I believe that these benefits are contingent
upon PA Waste actually following through and constructing a landfill. However, if you look
at the facts revealed in a lawsuit filed in Philadelphia, Delibero & Luber versus PA Waste
and Robert Rovner in a civil lawsuit, it makes very clear in this lawsuit filing that the PA
Waste partnership is not planning on finishing the construction. It says on page four the
intent of the PA Waste partnership is, and I quote, “to acquire the land and necessary permit
for a municipal waste management facility to sell on the open market.” Secondly, on page
six, it says on October 28, 2003, PA Waste was formed as a managed limited liability
company to acquire the land and the necessary permitting for a municipal waste management
facility in Pennsylvania for sale on the open market. Now, what I'm asking for and putting
on the record that the harms/benefits be reconsidered, and the fact that it's on record in a
court filing that PA Waste is not planning to build a landfill, they're planning on putting this
on the open market, the land and the permit. The benefits should be discounted because they
are never going to be here for the end of the project to see it through and make sure that the
benefits are followed through on. There are a lot of promises that have been put on for jobs,
for tipping fees, all number of things that are called benefits, and I believe they should be -
discounted.

Response: If PA Waste ultimately decides to sell the permit, it would not change the
Environmental Assessment evaluation. All permit conditions, including those that
incorporate the Environmental Assessment, remain in the permit. Additionally, prior to
any Department action to allow a permit transfer, the new owner would be required to
agree to all terms and conditions of the application and the permit and comply with other
applicable requirements.

Comment: DEP Connects is a new program that seeks better ways to work together
effectively and carry out DEP's mission to protect the air, the land, the water and provide for
the public health and safety of the whole community. It's complicated because the state really
would like to clean up some of these areas that have been destroyed, first by clear cutting the
timber, and then next in the process of the clay business, setting different types of lines. And
then later on, they stripped it, raped it and ruined the water in two different creeks there. .

Response: The site is a historic mining and timber site that has had significant issues

with minerals and AMD, as such the permittee will be required to address the
environmental issues that resulted from the previous operations.
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3. Comment: Our mission as the chamber is to promote and enhance the greater Clearfield
business environment, stimulate our economy and assist in the creation of sustainable
community for our residents and visitors. Prior to becoming the Chamber Director, I was a
Commonwealth employee. I was employed with the Department of Conservation and
Natural Resources for 33 years. I worked closely with DEP on various DCNR projects. One
of my offices happened to be located in the DEP office in the Meadville area. Their goal
tonight is for us to review the permits and make comments on the permit application itself
and not get emotionally upset at them because a landfill could be going in our backyard.
That truly is easier said than done. To the best of my ability, I have reviewed the municipal
waste application for the permit to construct the proposed landfill in Boggs Township. The
51 deficiencies that DEP have identified include an incomplete wetland review and traffic
study, just to name a few. DEP has also not received additional data indicating the landfill
would not be contaminating the groundwater in our area. The permit says that approximately
217 acres is proposed to be used for a lined disposable area with additional acreage used for
support operations for a total permitted area of 845 acres, and to potentially operate for 21
years. We must consider what the long-term impacts of that area will be. My youngest
grandchild is five years old. When he becomes 26 years old he will probably be married and
starting a family of his own. How will this landfill impact his childhood? Will he be able to
safely drink the water? We also need to consider what happens when the landfill will be at
capacity. What happens next? Does the owner then have to compact all of that and build a
landfill on top of a landfill? What's the long-term plan of a landfill once it's at capacity?
You go through the process of signing the permit, but what is the proactive strategy as the
dump exists during the 21 years? Does DEP do site visits during the 21-year timeframe?
Are you able to find the owner during the life of the project? How does DEP monitor this
project after the permit is signed? How is the landfill monitored for proper maintenance as
well as the management of the landfill and the effective control of odor emanating from the
landfill in such that odors do not constitute a nuisance or a hazard to health, safety or
property? My last question, how many permits have you denied because of public outcry?
My guess is none. And the public meetings are just a formality and its part of the permitting
process. I think DEP is doing their job by following the rules and regulations by upholding
their duty as servants of the Commonwealth but integrated in these guidelines need to be the
spirit of the law, which needs to be included in DEP guidelines. You need to consider all the
repercussions of your decision on granting this permit for all the people in Clearfield and
surrounding areas as well as the future of our children. Thank you

Response: Public opinion means a lot to us and we want to know the thoughts and
desires of residents. It is always a benefit to us when additional people review the
information of a project. DEP employees inspect landfills during construction and
operation, and after closure. During operation, groundwater must be monitored to assess
whether any contaminants are introduced by the landfill. During the landfill’s operation,
DEP employees regularly inspect the landfill and review groundwater monitoring results.
Prior to any Department action to allow a permit transfer, the new owner would be
required to agree to all terms and conditions of the application and the permit. The DEP
continues to enforce all terms and conditions of the permit for the life of the facility and
requires the proper closure of the site in accordance with its regulations after the landfill
has reached full capacity.
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4, Comment: I'm an attorney here in Clearfield. As a disclaimer I am here personally and not
on behalf of any of the organizations that I serve on the board of, am solicitor for or am
president of. With that said, so why be here this evening? What is the purpose of these
administrative public meetings? Where do these meetings fit into our legal system and
represent the democracy form of government?

There are twofold reasons for this process. First, is to give the public the right to point out
the flaws in the application process, and the environmental concerns that might be neglected
or overlooked by the applicant. Second, it should serve as a check and balance on the
administrative process. During my first year of law school all attorneys are taught how to
read statutory regulations, and in particular, look for certain keywords that describe the
action that is to be performed or prohibited. In the PA Code, Chapter 25, Section 273,

- dealing with municipal waste landfills, it says applications shall contain the following and
proceeds to list a plethora of items required for the permit. However, as the Department
states in its deficiency report of May 9th for the Camp Hope Run site, there are
approximately 50 of these “shalls” that were not adhered to by the applicant. A few of these
that are the most concerning, but not limited to, are number six - missing rock and soil cross
sections, number 20 - the private water supply on a nearby property, number 29 - seeps and
discharges that could not be located on the applicant's map, and the entirety of six, as to bore
holes and underground structure. Based on other speakers, I would argue in actuality that
some of these deficiencies were intentional by the applicant because as you heard, the truth
of the ecological and practical situation at the site would prohibit the trash dump from
existing here. The traffic, soil, strata and water issues alone should be a major concern for
anyone that takes environmental protection seriously. The fact that it would not take much
for the local water table as well as Camp Hope Run, Clearfield Creek, the west branch of
Susquehanna and the Chesapeake Bay Watershed to be completely devastated should be
more than sufficient to reject this permit if the agency is truly interested in the health, safety
and welfare of the population living in such proximity to this proposed site.

I understand the reality of these administrative meetings. Our elected legislators and
governors many, many decades ago turned over some of the government's power to
administrative agencies and bureaucrats. In the statutes that established these powers to the
agencies, a check was put in place which allowed for public input, hence these types of
meetings. However, unlike the elected representatives that we get to directly vote for or
against, there is little to no recourse against the people, like yourselves, that make the
decisions in these administrative agencies, which directly affect us, the people in this room.
Hence, I am aware that almost all these meetings are purely to adhere to the statute, and that
little that we say will change what is going to happen. However, I ask you to prove me and
the public perception wrong. You have a super majority of the people against this permit, as
was demonstrated by the raise of hands earlier because of these environmental concerns.
Truthfully, it would only appear that those few people that are for it are so because they have
a financial interest in it, regardless of the environmental impact.

You have a very legally flawed permit application before you that intentionally or otherwise
fails to address some major environmental concerns, which could create a major
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environmental disaster for this region. Also, you have a vast majority of people against this
trash dump, something that you would personally not want in your backyard if such
environmental concerns existed. Thus, upon review, please deny this permit for the sake of
the Clearfield community.

Response: The permit application was reviewed for compliance with all applicable
environmental laws, regulations, and policies. The DEP will only issue a permit if the
applicant demonstrates compliance with these laws, regulations and policies, and any
identified deficiencies have been adequately addressed.

Comment: [ am a Boggs Township resident. I'm also a professor of agricultural,
environmental and regional economics and topography of Penn State University Park,
associate department head at Penn State University Park and a principal and co-owner of a
consulting business called By The Numbers which specializes in statistics. What I would like
to do here this evening is spend my few minutes using the expertise that [ have in economics
and in statistics to comment on the environmental assessment analysis. This is the document
that several of the other speakers have talked about, which was released by DEP in early
May, the one that found that the benefits exceeded the harms. I'd like to comment, first of
all, on the real estate value portion of this environmental assessment analysis. I think the
presence of most of us here signify that people don't like dumps. In fact, people have very
strong feelings about dumps. They don't like the noise, they don't like the truck traffic, they
don't like the potential for land and water contamination, odors and a variety of other things.
All of those things then are going to be reflected in the value of the homes and businesses
that we own in this area. The environmental assessment analysis recognizes that operation of
a landfill is a potential to harm the real estate values. But it mistakenly focuses on only three
properties; two residential properties, which are 2,500 and 3,000 feet from the landfill, and
then a hunting camp, Camp Rattlesnake, that is adjacent to the proposed landfill. Those are
the only three properties that the environmental assessment analysis focused on. They failed
to recognize the possibility that properties of much further distance than 3,000 feet from the
proposed landfill would have their value reduced by the fact that this landfill is in our
community. Instead, they defer to speculation. DEP defers to speculation by PA Waste that
because of the nature and location of the site - I'm just quoting from what they wrote — in
conjunction with our truck areas, the impact by the landfill on property values would be
minimal. This is something that a lot of economists have looked at. And there have been
many studies of how landfills impact property values. There was a review, a systematic
review of 46 of these studies, that contained a total of 129 estimates of the impact of landfills
on property values that was published in 2011. These studies have an average geographical
range - in other words, the range from the location of the landfill to the furthest property
studied of about 6.7 miles. That's a lot more than 3,000 feet. If you're wondering what is
within 6.7 miles of the proposed landfill, well, it's virtually all of Clearfield Borough, all of
Boggs Township, most of Bighorn and Lawrence Township south of I-80 and parts of other
townships, such as Bradford, Decatur, Knox, Morris, Pike and Woodward. So the negative
impact of this landfill on property values is going to be much wider than the environmental
assessment analysis claims. Let me point out that these are studies of what has actually
happened to property values in other areas as a result of landfills, not speculation by anyone
at DEP about what might happen.
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I'd also like to address employment by the landfill, which is one of the claimed benefits in the
environmental assessment analysis. The environmental analysis references a statement by
PA Waste, again quoting, they anticipate hiring 20 full-time employees with an annual
payroll of $712,000. The applicant also estimates 15 to 30 seasonal employees due to
construction activities. If you look at the documents put on the DEP website, most of the
labor expenses after the construction of the landfill that are listed in PA Waste's proposed
landfill budgets are for what they call driver/equipment operators and scale masters, which
are activities that are ripe for automation to robotics. I can assure you over the 21-year life of
this landfill, if it goes through, there won't be that many people working there for very long,
it'll be robots. Those robots will not be sourced from Clearfield County. They'll be sourced
from wherever they're manufactured, in China or Japan or wherever it might be. Also, with
respect to employment and construction activities during the construction period, you know,
there's no guarantee of course that the local residents would be hired to these positions.

Response: The Environmental Assessment considered the potential impact to property
values. The siting of the landfill complies with 25 Pa § 273.202(a)(10) which states that
“A new landfill cannot be operated within 900 feet measured horizontally from an
occupied dwelling...” The applicant has noted the line of sight impact for 585 residences
within a three-mile radius of the site. Of those evaluated most have obstructions or are of
significant distance. Only two remain that are slightly over % a mile away that may have
sight of the landfill operations. While it may be possible that some landfill jobs may be
automated in the future, we are not aware of landfills that rely primarily on automation or
robots.

Comment: I am an attorney and [ am an agent and representative of PA Waste, who is the
applicant for this landfill. I know how people in this community and in this room feel about
the landfill. There are a lot of people who are not here as well that support the landfill for the
reasons I'm going to talk about now. Anyone who wants to look at the information I'm
talking about and get some more details about the positive aspects of the landfill, there is a
website- CampHopeRunLandfill.com. Everything that I'm talking about is on that website.
There are two important aspects of this landfill. The first is the economic benefit and the
environmental benefits. Now these are staggering, earth shattering benefits that this landfill
is going to provide to the area. Many of you have not been on the land and don't know what's
there. The previous owners of this 2,000-acre property strip mined it. They clear-cut the
timber and they created a brownfield situation. This property is designated as a brownfield
site. Not only this property, but properties on the other side of the highway. Run off from
across the property creates acid mine runoff that goes into the creeks. It goes into Camp
Hope Run, into Sanborn Run, into Morgan Run. The landfill project is a state-of-the-art
lined landfill that is being used all over the country now in new modern landfills that captures
this waste. Also, there's going to be a treatment plant on the property that's going to treat the
acid runoff in addition to what comes from the landfill. When the water gets discharged back
into the streams, it's going to be cleaner than it's ever been probably in the last 40 years.
You're going to start having clean streams. It's going to clean up problems that are going on
in this property that affect everybody here that nobody wants to really recognize. If you go
onto the property or talk to anybody that's worked that property, you'll see that there's a
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major problem that's visible to your eyes. It's not under the surface. You don't have to do
water tests. You can see it on the surface. That's created from the previous owners. This
landfill project is going to clean that up. In addition, this is going to provide $369 million of
economic benefit to this area. It’s not just the host agreement with Boggs Township, where
they get two dollars a ton, which would give them $54 million in their coffers over 21 years.
I come from Bucks County. I come up here for business, but in Bucks County we have a
landfill, Tullytown Landfill. Go on the websites and look at Tullytown. Tullytown had the
same situation. It was a small municipality and they put a landfill in. In fact, they expanded
it afterwards. They used to pay taxes, but they stopped paying taxes. Not only will this help
the taxes to go down, but in their situation, they get checks every year for the operational life
of that landfill. The property taxes are going to go down for the residents in the area. The
property taxes are going to go up for the landfill. That extra money goes to all the school
districts in the area. Additionally, there are state fees that are paid. That's a couple hundred
million dollars to go to the state. But the money is all designated for purposes to improve
public infrastructure, to protect the farmland, to repair parks, improve water quality and to
make environmental improvements. That's all to better everybody's lives here, in addition to
the jobs. The jobs aren't just the full-time jobs that are going to be offered to people in this
area. There are jobs that are also part-time because there has to be construction and a closing
process. It doesn't just open up, operate for 21 years and it's done. It's constructed, it's
operated and there's a closing section when the landfill is covered up, trees and plants are
planted and it's basically like a parkland that people can hunt on and use. But everything's
hidden underneath. It sounds funny, but if you go online and look at these things that's the
way modern landfills work and it's really an incredible thing to see. Iknow you're skeptical.
But I tell you to go online and look at some of these sites, because you'll see how it works.
And it really is a benefit to the environment, especially where you're in a situation with a
polluted property beforehand. Finally, all of these people that are coming to the property,
that are working the property, they're going to need all the services from the businesses in the
area.

Response: The DEP has independently reviewed the harms and benefits claimed by the
applicant as part of the Environmental Assessment.

Comment: It's a privilege and honor to be with you tonight. When we started the first
application, we were not mandated to have a public meeting, but we did. We sent notices
out. I forget the exact location, but the room was full and we answered all the questions,
because I respect the will of the community. I was a prosecutor with Ed Rendell and Arlen
Specter, so I respected the will of the community then and still do. I enjoy coming around
and talking to all of you. There’s a lot of misconceptions. For instance, when someone says
you're going to use robots instead of people. I promise you we will not use robots; we will
use people. I'm glad they mentioned that the other township where there's a landfill pays a
dollar per ton as a host fee. Well, the people of Boggs Township were wise, and they got us
to agree to give two dollars a ton, twice as much. That means that Boggs Township, they'll
get $54 million in revenue. That means they'll have ball fields, ambulances, and different
things that they don't have now. They won't have to pay taxes. Tullytown, they got about
$4,500 a residence. Today's landfill is not like the landfills that they had 45 years ago. It's
almost impossible. I know; I've been working on it for 15 years now, to get the landfill to be
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approved by the state. Years ago - 45 years ago, there were landfills with no liners, and it
was dangerous, and all the things that you're worried about. It smelled and it was terrible.

Some of you brought out that there are some deficiencies. That shows that the DEP is doing
their job. When they say there are deficiencies, they check the application, and we have to
correct that. We have spent millions of dollars on engineers and other ways to get rid of
those deficiencies. That's the reason that they said the benefits outweigh the harms. Believe
me, DEP has your benefit at stake because as I say, it's almost impossible to get a landfill in
Pennsylvania now. We have a website, CampHopeRunLandfill.com. Go there. It talks
about many environmental protections and about the $369 million that will benefit this
community. And then it's ripple effects: People who use that landfill will come here to eat.
The community will benefit.

We thank you for coming. This is truly democracy in action. I think the public officials are
interested in getting jobs, getting tax revenue, and we will take whatever you say. And you

“can write to us, you can call us. Someone said that I may not have been there at the last
meeting. I was at all the meetings, including, as I said, one meeting that was not mandatory
that we asked for. We wanted to get everyone's input. Down in Bucks County, they say it's a
no-brainer, especially the people in Tullytown. Originally, they weren't, but now they're all
for the landfill because it meant no taxes for them and it benefited the community.

Response: The DEP has independently reviewed the harms and benefits claimed by the
applicant as part of the Environmental Assessment.

Comment: I hope people take the advice to bring it in by rail. I support the Boggs Township
Landfill. I support anything that brings employment and tax revenue to Clearfield County. It
will provide us with 20 full-time jobs. It will help clean up the strip mine site, and the
property taxes would rise from about $10,000 a year to $187,000 a year.

Response: The DEP appreciates and acknowledges the comment. The Department does not
have the authority to dictate the use of rail access and must evaluate the application as
submitted. Additionally, based on the rail line’s website, the portion of the line that would
serve this site is no longer active.

Comment: I support the approval of Pennsylvania Waste, LL.C application for a landfill
beside Boggs Township. I was born and raised in Philipsburg and graduated from the
Philipsburg Area School District. 1 am a former state representative, having served portions
of Clearfield and Centre County in the State General Assembly for 24 years. During this
time, I was part of passing labor legislation to encourage businesses and entrepreneurs to go
into dilapidated, polluted, underdeveloped sites in Pennsylvania to restore them to original
condition and mitigate the pollution thereof. That was the Keystone Opportunity Bill
legislation, Keystone Innovation Bill legislation or the Brownfield legislation. The
Department of General Assembly is sort of a consulting business, involving controlling
businesses and impacts. I was very heavily involved. I worked with a company that had a
landfill in Rush Township in Centre County. I had an opportunity then to visit several
landfills in central and eastern Pennsylvania. I interviewed the landfill operators and the
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10.

township supervisors regarding the economy, the environmental and residual impacts the
specific landfill had in their municipality and area. A landfill constructed and done properly
can provide for a tremendous level of economic benefits, job creation and mitigate
environmental pollution in those areas. That's kind of how I find the beauty of where I
worked for before, and also this application. We know that in Centre and Clearfield Counties
our land has been scarred for many, many decades by coal mining. Results thereof, mar the
land and our waters with tremendous sulfur pollution, which has not been mitigated
whatsoever. This application will provide for this company to come in and provide potential
job creation and revenues for the area. It also will mitigate and resolve some acid mine
pollution that we have in this area. But I want to share with you some of the things I found
out in visiting various landfills in eastern central Pennsylvania, that were hosted in
municipalities such as Boggs Township, and districts of people who acquire the benefits
thereof. My research in these six landfills revealed much commonality, as well as
differences in how each municipality negotiated those agreements and how the locally
elected officials in the community chose to disperse these funds derived from landfill
operations and that host agreement. All six landfill companies have an agreement with local
boroughs or townships that generate substantial revenue for municipalities - revenues they
use for the community benefits for citizens and local school districts. The amount of funds
that these six landfills produce range from $184,000 per year to $2.3 million per year. With
these landfill revenues the host municipal officials have been able to lower or stabilize the
tax rates. In fact, they have not had to raise local taxes for over a decade. And in one case,
the municipality was able to win two different factors - the per capita and occupational
standards. In addition to not having to raise taxes and the opportunity to limit local taxes,
each of those host municipalities have substantial infrastructure, public safety and
investments on behalf of their citizens. The officials can use their newfound money to
purchase materials for road and paving and maintenance equipment, police cars, streetlights,

parks and recreational equipment. They can provide additional money for their fire and

ambulance companies, their senior citizen centers, libraries, walking trails, and impart a
greater standard of living all without acquiring debt. And local school districts benefit in
addition to the host municipalities. Of the six landfill operations I researched, all the local
school districts benefit from the state taxes generated by the landfill company, benefits
ranging from $12,000 to $124,370 per year. A landfill properly constructed is
environmentally safe, provides benefits to you and to the people of Boggs Township and
Clearfield County School District, it will provide great funding opportunities for all of your
public service opportunities.

Response: Thank you for your comment. The site is a historic mining site that has had
significant issues with minerals and AMD, as such the permittee will be required to
address the environmental issues that resulted from the previous operations. There are
fees required by regulation and acts which are paid to the state and the host municipality.
The state fees are earmarked for specific environmental initiatives, but the use of the host
fees is at the discretion of the municipality.

Comment: PA Waste went straight to Boggs Township, completely neglecting Clearfield

County or anything else with tipping fees. The township that's going to be most impacted by
this if it goes through is not Boggs Township, it will be Lawrence Township. Police
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11.

12.

13.

14.

protection, investigation of accidents, the fire trucks, the cleaning up and everything else.
Lawrence Township is going to be the one that's burdened with the most debt. And it's been
completely neglected.

Response: DEP does not involve itself in the development of local agreements. The
regulations and the act require an agreement with the host municipality but do not prohibit
additional agreements with other municipalities. The DEP is aware that discussions
between PA Waste and Clearfield County have occurred.

Comment: On the internet I found PA Lawyers against landfills. Tt showed $5 million in
lawsuits and stuff, It's like a parking ticket to these guys.

Response: Thank you for your comment.

Comment: A question for developers, would you be willing to move out of your happy
house and move down to one of the houses down there, for 25 years, as long as the landfill is
going to be operating?

Response: Thank you for your comment.

Comment: The landfill lacks clear benefit. The second benefit the landfill claims is a boost
to the Clearfield economy. However, these benefits rest on the assumption that the
employment and use of services will happen and be local. These benefits will only last for
the operational life of the facility and are small in scope and not quantitative. Therefore, the
benefits are both potential and minor, and do not justify the landfill's construction.

Response: Operation of the landfill within the area increases the tax base and local
commerce in addition to job creation and use of the community’s support services. These
benefits are not speculative. '

Comment: I am not an expert, but I am here as a citizen of Clearfield County. My family
actually are settlers of this town and I've lived along Clearfield Creek since 1979. For all
those years, I have watched the creek. I have tried to be active. I've talked to Camille
George. I've done everything I could do to bring that waterway back. I haven't been
successful in anything yet. But I know that there are organizations that have worked with the
Susquehanna. I know that there are many people who are involved in Little Clearfield and so
on. You folks are representing the people who are passionate about our town. I'm glad to be
here with you. The experts have been here are talking about various technical things that are
wrong with what's going to happen if this dump is permitted by the DEP. I'm not angry with
the DEP, because I think they try very hard. But the DEP cannot remediate anything, any
broken trust, and there's been a lot of that in the whole industry. Bonding only works as long
as the bonding is effective, and it only goes so far. We have all experienced that in our
county. I am trying to actually stand here before you guys and say even though technically
some of these things that they're promising may be acceptable, I think you need to look at the
human equivalent here as well. And realize that in our county we have been affected by
industries taking our natural resources and despoiling our lands for too long. Why focus on
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that? The remediation that they are promising for the coal industry. Iremediated a 1940s
high wall on my property; I know what it takes. It wasn't very big and I'm not a rich person.
But I did my little part. I understand that nobody can fix it completely; I certainly couldn't.
The DEP, if you're considering this, are you considering the synergy between the gas wells
that have been permitted? Are you considering the logging operations that are going on and
the fact that there is that fracture and we are on the Burgoon Sandstone? These are all things
that need put together. They don’t stand alone. We are at risk from a lot of this, as you all
well know, around the country. So, I think that that's something too that needs to be
considered. I'm speaking from my heart and soul and love for this town. I wish you would
reconsider and not approve this, as many of us wish you would.

Response: The treatment of AMD currently generated at the site from the previous
mining operation will provide a clean treated discharge in turn aiding in revitalization
Clearfield Creek. The regulations do not allow for drilling horizontally or vertically
within the landfill footprint. The site has been evaluated for geologic formation in
accordance with the regulations.

Comment: Iam a child of this community. To be quite frank, I'm not too happy about it. I
don't think any of us are, other than three or four people. Iknow a lot of people. I'm
speaking out of my heart and my love for my community and the people that are in it. Thad a
friend who was considering moving here. Do you think they're going to even bother
considering it any more if there's going to be a garbage dump that's blowing downhill from
where they're going to live? I have a cousin, a family, our family, they live right up the road
that the garbage dump is going to be on. I care about my community, and I care about what
we put in it. It's bad enough with all the fracking and stuff, and the coal mining.

Response: The landfill must comply with all applicable laws, regulations, and permit
conditions, including air quality regulations.

Comment: I was at the last meeting at the lighthouse. 1 registered. DEP had promised to
send me their findings in writing of my comments and everybody else's comments that
spoke. I never received that. You do have my email address. [ would like the findings.

Response: The Department held a public hearing on January 22, 2013 at the Lighthouse
Evangelical Church in West Decatur concerning the prior permit application. The comment
and response document developed from that meeting was posted on the Department’s
website with the relevant permit application. That site has since been updated to reflect the
current permit application. The comment and response document from this application will
be handled in the same manner.

Comment: How come no one talks of a recycling plant like the State of Minnesota has
where 120 people work good-paying jobs. How about an incinerator? How about we harvest
the water from the five springs on that property to generate electricity to hook to the main
power grid that runs close by to this property? No one talks about that. But yet they pass
laws and institute regulations where we're got to dispose of our trash, right, we have to
recycle. We need a few more recycling centers to recycle the products that each and every
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