BOARD OF HEALTH

MINUTES OF MARCH 2, 2010

The Tewksbury Township Board of Health met in regular session at 7:30 P.M. on the above date, in the Mountainville Meeting Hall, 60 Water Street, Mountainville, NJ.  

Vice Chair Janet Masterton presided.

Other members present were Shirley Czajkowski, Anthony Formica and alternates Richard Mahevich and Zia Shey.

Peter Goyer and Anthony Miele were excused. 

Debie Vaccarella of the Hunterdon County Department of Health was also present.  

1. Open Public Meetings Statement

The Open Public Meetings Statement was read by Ms. Masterton.

2. Action to be Taken

Block 24
Lot 17.01

Andrew Higgins Chief Engineer for Applied Water Management (AWM) explained that NJ American Water purchased the Pottersville Wastewater Treatment Plant in 2008 which is severely in need of updating and improvement.

He explained that the existing plant was discharging directly into the Lamington River and AWM has until June of 2013 to complete improvements.

Mr. Higgins noted that AWM will be appearing before the Land Use Board (LUB) for Minor Site Plan approval. He stated that AWM is requesting the continued use of the existing on site non potable well.

Mrs. Czajkowski was recused from the following discussion as she is a member of the LUB. 
Mr. Higgins distributed three documents for review by the Board members:  a site and grading plan, the mechanical and yard piping plan and the analytical report from water tested on 11/03/09.
Mr. Higgins noted that the existing well is 300 feet deep, has 44’ of 6” casing, a pump that is set at 140’ and produces 7-10 gallons per minute.  He added that the well water is used for the toilet and sink located in the building and for hose bibs on the exterior.  He stressed that the well is for non-potable use only.
It was added that the well is currently working although the toilet does not currently flush.  Mr. Higgins noted that the water analysis revealed no coliform and arsenic at a rate of 13.5 parts per million (ppm)– the standard is 5 ppm.
Mr. Higgins noted that AWM is proposing improvements to the facility to include a proposed tank that will be <50’ from the well:  he added that the existing well is <10’ from the existing plant.
Discussion followed regarding the proposed new tank, which Mr. Higgins stated is similar to a septic tank, but is actually a trash tank.  The sealed 5000 gallon tank will be constructed of reinforced concrete and will designed to not break or leak.

Mr. Higgins added that more pipes are proposed and will be considered drain/sewage lines.

A brief description of how the plant currently works as compared with how it will work once improvements are completed followed.

In response to a question by Mr. Formica, Mr. Higgins stated that a licensed operator will be on site daily for testing.  This is mandated through the NJDPES permit.

Further discussion followed regarding the Board’s concerns with possible break ins at the facility.  Mr. Higgins explained that the area will be fenced and the entries locked.  He added that all water sources will be clearly marked as being non-potable.

In response to a question from Mr. Formica, it was noted that the water does not have to be treated for arsenic as it is classified as non-potable.

Further discussion followed regarding the number of homes served by the plant (approximately 100) and the proximity of available public water from the plant (over 1000’).  In the unlikely event of well failure, Mr. Higgins stated that getting public water to the site would be very difficult because of the distance and terrain.  He added that AWM did get an estimate for drilling another well in the event of failure, but he did not foresee any problems with the existing well.  Mr. Higgins stated that the site is very restrictive and certainly not an ideal site for a wastewater treatment plant.

In reply to a concern raised by Mrs. Vaccarella, Mr. Higgins noted that the nearest house is 300’-400’ away and if the existing well on the plant site were to become impacted, he did not see that it would affect a neighboring well.  He surmised that the well was originally dug 30+ years ago by Somerville Drilling and a pitless adaptor installed at a later date.  He added that the County Department of Health and State offices had no well records for this site in their files

Further comments were raised regarding the need to have permanent signs installed regarding the fact that the water is non–potable.  Dr. Shey suggested the installation of special faucets that could have the handles removed in order to avoid possible use by unauthorized persons.

In response to a question by Ms. Masterton, Mrs. Vaccarella stated that due to the history that the site has been used as a wastewater treatment plant in the past and a new tank if being added, she did not see this as impacting the existing well and she recommended that the Board consider approving the application.
In response to a request by Dr. Shey, Mr. Higgins stated that AWM could test the water annually for bacteria and forward the results to the HCDOH with a copy to the local Board of Health.

In response to a concern of Dr. Shey, Mrs. Vaccarella stated that the chance of damage to the well casing occurring was negligible short of a mechanical problem such as a truck impinging the well.  She added that there have been no problems for 30+ years and it would not seem likely that a problem would arise now.

Ms. Masterton made a motion to approve the continued use of the non-potable well on the property located on Block 24, Lot 17.01 at a distance of <10 feet from the existing plant with the provision that annual water testing be done for bacteria and that permanent signs be installed denoting that the water is for non-potable use only, seconded by Mr. Formica.    The motion was approved.  Ayes:  Formica, Mahevich, Masterton, Shey.  Nays:  none.  Absent:  Goyer, Miele.  Recused:  Czajkowski.
Mrs. Czajkowski returned to the meeting at this time. 
Block 51
Lot 36

Erica Busch was present to discuss the malfunctioning septic system with no expansion for the .57 acre property located at Block 51, Lot 36.  She noted that the property has been in the family for over 100 years, the one bedroom cabin is currently being rented and the existing cesspool is now malfunctioning and the effluent is seeping into the rock crevasses and down the edge of the cliff.  The property is located on Ridge Road on Hell Mountain and there are huge boulders on the property making access very difficult.   It was added that a new well needs to be dug on the property as the water is currently coming from an adjoining property (Lot 39).

Ms. Busch noted that six waivers are being requested, specifically related to distance and to waive the need for a reserve area.  These waivers are outlined in the attached letter from Robert Vaccarella of the HCDOH.

Ms. Masterton noted that Mr. Vaccarella’s letter states that the proposed alteration to the system would make it more in conformance than it currently is, and that the Board should consider approval of the design.

Mrs. Vaccarella noted that a similar application was heard by the Board in October of 2009 and approval was granted.

In response to a question from Dr. Shey, Ms. Busch explained how a seepage pit is designed and how it functions, noting how it is similar to a dry well.  She added that the two pits will be dug 74” deep and the rings will be 41” high.  

Mrs. Vaccarella noted that seepage pits are normally utilized on sites with physical limitations.

In response to a question from Mr. Formica, Ms. Busch stated that a peat moss system would not be practical for the site as it would not be possible to dig deep enough.

Discussion followed regarding the proposed system – the septic tank would collect the solids and the liquid would go through the seepage pits.  The proposed polyethylene tank will be located at the base of the existing driveway.
In response to a concern raised by Mr. Mahevich, it was stated that there would be no impact on adjacent properties as there are no structures within 200’-300’ of the system.  Ms. Busch reiterated that the soil is permeable.

In response to a question by Mrs. Czajkowski, Ms. Busch explained that the two seepage pits are connected in a 10’ x 10’ stone area.  

Additional discussion followed regarding Mrs. Czajkowski’s question as to whether the house would pass a septic inspection with seepage pits.  Ms. Busch stated that seepage pits never pass inspection as they are not allowed by State code.
Mrs. Vaccarella noted that cesspools are no longer permitted by State code, but seepage pits are allowed.  She opined that the difference is mainly a difference in definition and seepage pits are allowed with older construction and when no other system would work.  She added that is takes a knowledgeable person to inspect seepage pit adding that there is water inside.

In response to a question by Ms. Masterton, Mrs. Vaccarella stated that the State would only approve a temporary holding tank if nothing else would work on the site.

Further discussion followed regarding the perc test and soil logs performed on the property.

Ms. Busch noted that a rubber tired back hoe was able to excavate to 72” and one soil log was dug which produced a K3 type soil.  The basin flood test was only dug to a dimension of 24 square feet as opposed to the required 50 square feet because of the large boulders encountered.  She added that a large track hoe will be needed on site when the septic is built.  Ms. Busch also noted that bedrock was met at 50”in one area of the property.

The following comments were heard regarding Mr. Vaccarella’ letter.  
1.
The proposed well would be only 107 feet from the proposed seepage 
pits and not the required 150 foot separation distance by code. Due to 
lot limitations, a waiver is being requested. 

Dr. Shey stated that additional casing should be installed on the well piping to compensate for the proximity to the seepage pits.  Mrs. Vaccarella stated that when the well is dug, the DEP will require additional casing.

2.
The seepage pits will be only 11 feet from the dwelling and not the 
required 50 foot separation distance by code.

Ms. Busch stated that the house is on a crawl space and has no basement, so the required distance is not really needed.

 3.
The seepage pit will be only 6 feet from the property line and not the 
required 20 foot setback requirement.

Discussion followed regarding how the distance of 6 feet might affect a neighbor on an adjoining property.  Ms. Busch stated that there is no one on Lot 38 as it is an empty lot.  There is a 50’ access to the property from Block 39, but the access leads to the rear of the property.  She stressed that no neighbors will be affected by the proximity of the seepage pits.

 4.
A reserve disposal area was not tested for on this property. The engineer 
has stated due to limited acreage and terrain, a waiver is requested from 
the reserve area testing.
Additional soil testing was not performed as the only area suitable for testing is the front of the property where the well will be located.

5.
The minimum square footage required for this system is 110 square 
feet. The design was revised to show 2 seepage pits for the additional 
square footage, however, only 105 square feet was provided. 

As previously noted, the two seepage pits will total 105 square feet as the land limitations would not allow for the seepage pits rings to be placed any deeper.

Mr. Formica opined that “some things should just not be there.”

 6.
The basin flood test pit area was only 24 square feet, and not the 
required 50 square feet, so the pit could not be excavated further due to 
large boulders.  However, an additional soil permeability test was 
obtained with a K3 result.

As previously noted, the topography and geology of the property made excavation very difficult.

Ms. Busch reiterated that there is soil permeability and she feels confident that the proposed system will function properly.

Mrs. Czajkowski reiterated her concern that the surrounding area is rock and the system will not drain well.  She added her concern that the effluent will eventually will run down onto Sawmill Road.   

Ms. Busch stated that the effluent will go in between the rock and not sideways.  She added that the cesspool worked for a long time adding that there is soil permeability.
In response to a question from Dr. Shey, Ms. Busch stated that it would not be necessary to fracture bedrock to build a septic system.

Ms. Masterton made a motion to accept the waivers as outlined in the letter from the HC Department of Health dated 03/01/10 for the property located on Block 51, Lot 36 with the provision that the structure remain a one bedroom/one bathroom house and that additional well casing be installed when the well is drilled, seconded by Dr. Shey.  The motion was approved.  Ayes:  Mahevich, Masterton, Shey.  Nays:  Czajkowski, Formica.  Absent:  Goyer, Miele.  Nays:  
Ms. Busch stated that the only other alternative would be to condemn the property and the proposed system will alleviate the having problem of raw sewage on the surface.
3. Correspondence

a. HCDOH – LINCS – Influenza like illness activity =week ending 1/29/10
b. HCDOH – gastrointenstinal illness outbreak information
c. HCDOH – LINCS – Influenza like illness activity =week ending 2/6/10
d. HCDOH – ongoing mumps outbreak information

4. Minutes

Ms. Masterton made a motion to adopt the minutes of 12/01/09, seconded by Mr. Formica.  The motion was approved.  Ayes:  Formica, Mahevich, Masterton, Shey.  Nays:  none.  Absent:  Goyer, Miele.  Abstain:  Czajkowski.
Ms. Masterton made a motion to adopt the minutes of 01/27/10, seconded by Mrs. Czajkowski.  The motion was approved.  Ayes:  Czajkowski, Formica, Masterton, Shey.  Nays:  none.  Absent:  Goyer, Miele.  Abstain:  Mahevich.
5. Reports

Animal Control Report

January 2010

Suspected Hazardous Substance Discharge Notification

Route 78 Exit 24
diesel fuel

6.  Board Member Comments

It was noted that a Land Use Board application for Block 12, Lot 42 will be acted upon at the April meeting.

Ms. Brassard will review Robert’s Rules for clarification regarding the responsibilities of alternate members.

7.  Adjournment

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:55 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

Roberta A. Brassard

Board of Health Secretary
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