BOARD OF HEALTH

MINUTES OF OCTOBER 3, 2006

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.  

Chairperson Peter Goyer presided.

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

Anthony Miele was excused.

Eric Faulstich of the Hunterdon County Department of Health was also present.  

1. Open Public Meetings Statement

The Open Public Meetings Statement was read by Mr. Goyer.

2. Action to be Taken 

Block 45
Lot 11& 12

Jeff Anderson

peat system

Mr. Goyer was recused from the following discussion and Ms. Masterton chaired the meeting at this point.

Doug Mace of Mace Consulting Engineers was present to discuss the above noted property on Felmley Road that has a failed system of approximately 50 years old.  Per Mr. Mace, the existing system is comprised of “a couple of laterals.”   Soil testing was done in the area of the existing system and the testing revealed the Norton soil type which is not a particularly good soil.    Testing found 75 minutes per inch, but adequate permeability was not located.  Mr. Mace stated that the applicant is looking at a peat moss system as a replacement and explained the construction and function of the system.  He added that the effluent that is released from a peat moss system has a much higher degree of treatment (than a conventional system).  A peat moss system is subject to maintenance that needs to be performed on an ongoing basis and included as a maintenance agreement, along with a deed restriction.  Mr. Mace explained that his company (Mace Consulting Engineers) is suggesting a soil replacement system that would sit directly underneath the peat moss chamber.   Mr. Mace ended his presentation by stating that two requests are being made:  approval of the experimental peat system and a waiver from having a reserve area on the property due to the poor soil quality.
In response to a question by Dr. Shey, Mr. Mace explained that the cost of the replacing the peat moss is approximately $2000.00 every six years, the average life expectancy of the peat.  It was added that the peat moss is approximately 3 -3.5 feet thick and is enclosed in plastic bags.  

Dr. Shey questioned the following recommendation from the HC Department of Health (HCDOC). “…the Board may want to consider the disposal area be over designed…” Mr. Mace explained that when a soil replacement system is built, it is constructed based on the soil permeability and he surmised that the County is requesting that more area be put in to assure that there is enough area for the water to be disposed of.
In response to a question by Ms. Masterton, it was noted that the system is inspected annually and the peat is subject to replacement once every 6 to 8 years.  

Ms. Masterton questioned the applicant as to why this system is appealing to them.  Jeff Anderson, property owner, stated that he does not want to pollute the neighboring wells and the he feels the peat system will do the job better than a conventional system.  He added that this system is more respectful to the community, the neighbors and to life.

It was noted that the maintenance agreement and deed restriction will go with the property and the information will be on file at the Municipal Building.   

Mr. Faulstich stated that the County agrees that the system is an improvement over the existing system and that the released effluent is cleaner than from a traditional system.  He added that the County wants to be certain that the system is properly maintained. 

In response to a question by Dr. Shey, Mr. Mace stated that the top of the tank sticks up out of the ground and the peat moss is below grade.

Additional conversation followed concerning the history of the peat moss system and the associated cost.

In response to a question by Ms. Masterton it was stated that the home owner wishes to proceed with beginning the work by November of 2006.

In response to a question by Mrs. Czajkowski, Mr. Mace stated that perc tests were not taken in the rear of the property because the soils are all basically the same in that area.  He opined that the improvement of the failed system (with the peat system) made the locating of a reserve field moot as something needs to be installed to make the house habitable.  Mr. Mace opined that a raise mound system would not be preferable because of the soil types and the difficulty with obtaining good perc results.

Dr. Shey returned to his question regarding the County’s recommendation to over-design the system.  Mr. Mace stated that the soil replacement system is based on K4 soil and the existing soil is less than K1.  The system is designed for a four bedroom house.
Ms. Masterton made a motion to approve the proposed peat moss system for Block 45, Lot 11 and 12
with the note that an inspection be performed annually and a maintenance agreement be executed and copied to the Township Board of Health.  The motion included that the requirement for a reserve field be waived.  The motion also included that the disposal area be oversized as per the recommendation of the HCDOH.

In response to a question by Mrs. Czajkowski, Mr. Mace explained that the matter of oversizing related to the soil replacement area and the total square footage of the disposal area.  It was noted that the system has no distribution lines beneath the peat moss system.  Additional comments were made regarding how much larger the area should be and Mr. Mace suggested increasing it by one soil permeability rating which would equate to 979 square feet (as opposed to 685 square feet).

The above noted motion was amended to include that the system be oversized to equate to increasing it by one soil permeability rating which would equate to 979 square feet for K3 soil (as opposed to 685 square feet for K4 soil).  The above noted motion and amendment was seconded by Mrs. Czajkowski.  The motion was approved.  Ayes: Czajkowski, Formica, Masterton.  Nays: None.  Absent:  Miele.  Recused:  Goyer.

Mr. Goyer returned to the meeting at this time.

Block 37
Lot 3.06
Puppe Septic Alteration

Erica Busch from Parker Engineering was present to discuss the above noted failed system alteration.  Ms. Busch stated that that four soil logs were dug and a high regional water table was encountered at 7 and 6 inches.  Waivers are being requested related to the high regional water table, the acceptable permeability in the upper soil horizons and the matter of locating a reserve area on the property.  It was added that that horizon above 112” in soil logs 3 and 4 reveals firm clay loam soil/K0 and was not tested.

In response to a question by Mr. Goyer, it was stated that the system is a raised mound system and the top of the bed is over 5 feet high on the low side and 7 feet high on the high side.

Discussion followed concerning the wetlands on the property and the fact that no wetlands are delineated on the State I-Map.  Ms. Busch opined that the area on the property is considered a “seasonal ditch” and is dry perhaps half of the year.

Additional comments were heard regarding the waiver for the reserve area.  A regional high water table was encountered as well as a reduced zone of disposal.

It was noted that the existing system is located behind the house.

Mr. Faulstich stated that the HCDOH feels that the system is “the best they can do.”

Mr. Goyer questioned why the field could not be located on the other side of the house so that crossing the stream could be avoided.

Ms. Busch explained that the system is being located on the highest part of the property, adding that Parker Engineering would not suggest locating the system in the rear of the property.
In response to a question by Dr. Shey, Ms. Busch stated that the piping would be located 4 feet under the stream and there would be 10 feet of protection on either side of the stream.  Discussion followed concerning the construction of the proposed system.

In response to a question by Mr. Formica, Ms. Busch stated that Parker Engineering is still waiting for final confirmation from the State DEP; they have received the initial review letter.  DEP has requested documentation regarding the stream cross section with the pipe underneath.
In response to a question by Dr. Shey, Ms. Busch stated that she could not guarantee that the PVC pipe would not fail and effluent contaminate the stream.  She stated that a continuous piece of piping will be utilized in the construction. Mr. Goyer opined that the system would fail before the pipe did.  It was added that the pipe will be embedded in sand to avoid puncture.
Mr. Goyer reiterated the three waivers under discussion.  He stated that the mound system which would utilize select fill would address the matter of permeability for soil logs 3 and 4.  The upper horizon waiver could be accepted and the matter regarding the request for a reserve field was accepted as there is little room on the property for constructing a reserve field.
Mr. Goyer made a motion to accept the three waivers as outlined in the letter from the HCDOH (attached) for Block 37, Lot 3.06, contingent on DEP approval, seconded by Ms. Masterton.  The motion was approved.  Ayes: Czajkowski , Formica, Goyer, Masterton.  Nays: None.  Absent:  Miele.

 Block 27
Lot 71.23
Cozza - alteration to septic system

Doug Fine was present representing the property owner of the above noted Block and Lot.  Copies of the original septic system design were distributed and it was stated that perc tests were done in the early 1990’s.  Mr. Fine stated that the constructing engineer used 12 inches of select fill which was compacted down to nine inches.  Mr. Fine opined that many of these systems are currently in failure because of the fact that the fill is over-compacted and the over compacted fill slows down the fill to a functional rate prior to operation.  

Mr. Fine stated that a repair is a viable option which would entail removing the select fill and rebuilding the existing system, but he felt it would be more cost effective to construct the new disposal field in the reserve area.  He added that he is requesting a waiver from the Board to locate the system in the existing reserve area.

Discussion followed as to what exactly Mr. Fine was requesting from the Board. 

Mr. Goyer noted that neither the HCDOH nor the local Board of Health had been presented with plans to review.
Mr. Fine stressed that he was at tonight’s meeting in order to determine if the Board would accept the soil logs taken in 1992 or 1993.  He opined that the original testing is still viable.
Speaking as the Chair, Mr. Goyer stated that the reserve field needs to be tested now as the old soil logs may not be accurate.  He added that the failing system is situated above the reserve field and the reserve field may be contaminated also.  He added that if new soil logs reveal that the reserve field is still viable, the new system could be built there.
Mr. Faulstich stated that the HCDOH has not received anything regarding this property to review.

Discussion followed concerning the amount of elapsed time from the original soil tests.  Mr. Fine stated that soil composition is based on geological time:  Mr. Goyer countered that

“people aren’t geological time” and septic system are based on people.

Mr. Cozza questioned if perc testing could be done anywhere on the property and if the existing reserve area would essentially be unusable.  Mr. Goyer stated that perhaps the home owner should attempt new perc tests on other areas of the property.

Mr. Goyer stated that the applicant and Mr. Fine should attempt to locate a different area for the system and if could not be located, to return to the Board.  He stressed that he would not accept 13 year old perc tests.
Mr. Fine stated that the existing system is viable for repair and would be approved by the HCDOH if the old fill were removed and the system reconstructed.  Discussion followed concerning the related cost to both scenarios.

In response to a question by Mr. Cozza, Mr. Goyer stated that the main concern of the Board is the associated environmental issues, again stressing that he is not comfortable using information from old soil logs.  He added that he thinks the reserve field would not be acceptable as he feels effluent will be found.
Mr. Goyer made a motion to not accept the reserve area as an area to construct a repair to an existing septic system on the property located on Block 27, Lot 71.23 because of soil logs dating from 1992 or 1993.  The plan will be accepted with a reserve field with sufficient contemporary logs being taken, and an attempt made to locate a reserve field, seconded by Mrs. Czajkowski. The motion was approved.  Ayes: Czajkowski , Formica, Goyer, Masterton.  Nays: None.  Absent:  Miele.

3. Correspondence

a. From HCDOH – information re packaging and transportation of rabies specimens

b. Information from HC Public Health Nursing & Education re:  measles 

c. 2005 annual report – HCDOH

d. NJ Communi-CABLE – information re Vaccinations

e. From HCDOH – quick reference guide – retail food licenses

f. From HC Public Health Nursing & Education – info re:  vaccines

g. September 2006 Upcoming Educational Opportunities from Health Department

h. From HCDOH – letter re:  treatment and drip irrigation disposal systems

i. From HCDOH – info  from Tennessee Dept of Health re:  rabid horse

j. Public Health Advisory- notice of botulimum toxin type A cases (Georgia)

k. CDC Alert – e-coli outbreak associated with pre-packaged spinach

l. NJLINCS Health Alert Network – infom re:  botulism from carrot juice

m. NJLINCS Health Alert Network – update re: e-coli

n. NJLINCS – listing of animal control officers who have lost their certifications  

o. 2006 Hospital Performance Report from NJ Department of Health & Senior Services 
p. literature re:  upcoming flu/pneumonia community clinics
Discussion followed concerning the upcoming flu clinics being held in the County.
4. Minutes

Mr. Goyer made a motion to adopt the minutes of 07/03/06, seconded by Ms. Masterton.  The motion was approved.  Ayes: Czajkowski , Formica, Goyer, Masterton.  Nays: None.  Absent:  Miele.

5. Reports

Animal Control Report

June 2006

August 2006

Submission of Repairs
Block 12
Lot 6.02
clogged pipe

Block 51
Lot 110

connecting line

Block 10
Lot 5.01
baffle

Block 20
Lot 24

tank

Block 31
Lot 15

tank

Block 7

Lot 21.03
connecting line, baffle, d-box

Block 11
Lot 3201
tank, riser, locking lid

Block 38
Lot 16.20
outlet

Block 28
Lot 30.02
connecting line – replacement of pipe

Certificate of Completion

Block
6
Lot
24.17
well and septic

Block 
51
Lot 
23
well and septic

Block 
23
Lot
5
septic

Block 
29
Lot
10
septic

Notice of Septic Repair Completion

Block 11
Lot 47.01


Block 37.03
Lot 13



Block 51
Lot 80.02


Block 47.02
Lot 4



Block 38
Lot 3.01


Block   38
Lot 2

Block 
31
Lot
15


Block 
51
Lot
110


Animal Bite Report

Police report – Dog attacking/killing domestic ducks

Suspected Hazardous Substance Discharge Notification

51 Philhower Road
1000 gallon UST removal

30 Boulder Hill Road
Oil Transformer fell into pond 

11 Matheson Road
fuel oil #2

37 Hunters Circle
heating oil #2

14 Hunter Circle
heating oil #2

47 Hunter’s Circle
heating oil #2  removal of UST

5 Matheson Road
heating oil #2  removal of UST

6.  Adjournment

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:35 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

Roberta A. Brassard

Board of Health Secretary
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