BOARD OF HEALTH

MINUTES OF APRIL 3, 2007

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, Anthony Miele and alternates Richard Mahevich and Zia Shey.

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

1.        Open Public Meetings Statement

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

2.
Action to be Taken

Block 33 L 1
Bayer Risse Engineering

Ted Bayer of Bayer Risse Engineering was present on behalf of the property owner of Block 33, Lot 1 - Joan Naugle.

Mr. Bayer noted that the 9/10 of an acre property is under contract to be sold and there is an existing malfunctioning septic system.  The 200 year old, two bedroom stone structure is located on property at the corner of Bissell and Cokesbury Road and has a septic system located on the north side of the property on Bissell Road.  It was added that the tank and seepage pit are located under the garage and there is a single lateral running in an easterly direction towards the driveway; the well is on the south side of house in the patio area.  Mr. Bayer noted that the 50’ well setback and 100’ well setbacks are noted on the plan and the neighboring well is located 20’ off the south side of the property.  It was noted that there are two streams on the east side of the property and the 50’ stream set back is within 50’ of the well.  

The soil logs and pit bail tests were successful; however waivers are being requested for the following reasons.

· There are too many constraints on the property to have a reserve area.  The right of way for Bissell Road was discussed and it was noted that that the lawn area between Bissell Road and the garage in actually in the right of way. 
· Mr. Bayer explained that the proposed system consists of a long narrow pressure distribution disposal bed that would be a mounded system.  The proposed field would be 6.75’ wide, 69’ long and 11.4’ deep and would be set back 1’ from property line - code requires a distance of 10’.
· The disposal field would be 5’ from the existing dwelling and not the required 25’.

· The existing well will be located less that the required 100’ setback requirement- however the distance would be greater than the existing seepage pit  which is currently 55’.  

Mr. Bayer noted that the client has recently installed an ultraviolet disinfectant system to allay any fears of bacterial contamination.
In response to a question by Mrs. Vaccarella, Mr. Bayer noted that there is no information available on either the subject property or the neighboring property well casing, adding that the well head (on Naugle property) is at grade in the area of the patio.
Discussion followed regarding the soil type on the property and the water table in the soil logs.  Mr. Bayer noted that there are no wetlands shown on the property, but the area is very wet and there is a transition area on the property.
It was noted that there will be load bearing tanks and the existing garage will still be utilized.  The house is on a slab and there is no basement.
In response to a question by Ms. Masterton, Mr. Bayer noted that there is one stone outbuilding on the west side of the patio.

Mr. Bayer noted that the seepage pit is malfunctioning and there is water laying in building sewer – he was not aware of the length of time that the system was malfunctioning.  He added that he feels this design is the most practical as it keeps the system away from the streams and it will be a viable septic system.
Discussion followed regarding Mr. Formica’s suggestion that a peat moss system would be practical for this property.  It was noted effluent would still have to be discharged, a disposal field would be needed and the peat units would have to down into the well circles.  Mr. Bayer contended that the proposed system would be the most effective.

It was noted that the existing effluent is being discharged under the garage and there is a single lateral to the east.

In response to a question by Dr. Shey, Mrs. Vaccarella stated that wells are not normally retro fitted without known well record as drillers do not want to damage an existing well.  She noted that the Septic Code allows for Boards of Health to approve a waiver of up to 50’ if the is a 50’ distance between well and disposal field if 50’ casing in is the well.  She added that the owner’s installation of the ultraviolet light is a good thing and serves the same purpose.  It was added that 50’ of casing is required with 20’ protruding into hard rock.

Mr. Goyer made a motion to waive the following for the property located on Block 33 Lot 1.

:  

· 25 foot distance requirement for the disposal field – it will be only 5’ from the existing dwelling

· waive the requirement for the ten foot setback from the property -  it will be only 1’

· waive the requirement for the reserve area 
· waive the requirement for the one hundred foot set back from the existing well 

Mr. Formica questioned if this should all be outlined in a disclosure statement with regard to the sale of the house.  It was the consensus of the Board that this information be made part of the deed and all information disclosed to the new owners.
The above noted motion was seconded by Ms. Masterton.  The motion was approved.  Ayes:  Czajkowski, Formica, Goyer, Masterton, Miele.  Nays:  none.

Oldwick Animal Hospital
Block 45 Lot 28
Steve Parker of Parker Engineering was present to provide information regarding the above noted property which was before the former Board of Adjustment in 2006 and was denied.

The property is located at the intersection of Felmley and Oldwick Roads, a 4550 square foot structure is proposed and parking is proposed off of Felmley Road.

Mr. Parker stressed that he is not currently looking for approval to build a septic system as the application needs to be initially approved by the Land Use Board:  once approval is granted, a septic design will be submitted to the Board of Health for approval.
The perc and pit bail tests which were performed on 3-23-06 were discussed and it was noted that the eastern area of the property has a higher ground water level than in the area closer to Oldwick Road.  

The 1 ½ acre property has a net size of approximately one acre because of the right of ways deeded to the Township and the County.

It was stated that the existing structure on the property is used solely for storage, it has no bathroom facility and there is no septic or well on the property.  Mr. Parker reiterated that the septic system will be located on the Odwick Road side of the property.
It was noted that the 75’ separation between the primary and reserve could not be attained due to the constraints on the property.  Mr. Parker stated that conditional approval is being requested from the Board of Health prior to review by the Land Use Board.  He reiterated that a septic design would come before the Board of Health later.

It was added that the Hunterdon County DOH has requested preliminary calculations to show the total gallonage of sewage generated at the site.

Mr. Parker stated that the State Code has no requirements for animal/veterinary hospitals and the gallonage is based on water meter data from similar hospitals.  He added that the proposed hospital will service only small animals with no overnight or boarding facilities.  He surmised that an approximate gallonage would be 1500 gallons per day, mostly generated from employee usage.  In response to a question by Ms. Masterton, Mr. Parker stated that there would be no residences in the structure – he did not know the number of planned bathrooms.
Dr. Miele opined that 4550 square feet is a large structure for an out-patient facility and the definition of an animal hospital allows for overnight boarding and hospitalization of sick animals.  He added that the definitions of clinic, hospital and 24 hour facility are rather intertwined.
Dr. Shey questioned if there are specific requirements for the construction of septic systems for animal hospital because of the radio-isotopes that could be discharged into system.  Dr. Miele noted that radio-isotopes cannot be dumped into a septic or sewer, but must be disposed of in another manner.  He stated that chemicals used in a veterinary facility will invariably find their way into a septic/sewer system.

Mr. Goyer agreed that a septic system is extremely sensitive to chemical contamination because of the fact that it comprised of living organisms.  The problem of chemicals related to flea bathing was noted.

Mr. Goyer noted that the Board does not have a lot of experience with septic systems for veterinary facilities and additional information from the applicant is needed.  Mr. Parker suggested that Dr. Cailles come to the upcoming Board of Health meeting.

Mr. Mahevich questioned how the Board could grant a distance waiver without knowing where the well is going to be located on the property.
Mr. Goyer outlined the following information that the applicant needs to supply the Board of Health.

· Capacity of proposed septic system – approximate  size and usage

· Location of well

· Restrictions on use of chemicals and what would prohibit/preclude being done

· Number of bathrooms

In response to a question by Dr. Shey, Dr. Miele stated that there are many public health issues, similar to OSHA requirements for hospitals.

Mr. Goyer noted that there are potential risks associated with animals that could have bacteriological or viral infections.

Mrs. Vaccaralla stated that the DOH needs to know the extra gallonage that would go into the septic system, as the cleaning of runs and kennels would generate additional flow.  Policy states that animal and/or human waste must be disposed of properly.  In response to a question by Mr. Goyer, Mrs. Vaccarella stated that the introduction of blood into a septic system is not a problem.
In response to a question by Dr. Miele, Mrs. Vaccarella explained the protocol related to the requirement of having a distance of 75 feet between a primary and reserve area.

Mr. Goyer instructed Mr. Parker to advise his client of the Board’s concerns and to come to the 5-1-07 meeting to further discuss the issues.
Mrs. Vaccarella questioned if the Land Use Board could legally require local Board of Health approval prior to action.

Mr. Parker stated that various reviews are needed from outside agencies.

Devlin Block 12 Lot 25
Steve Parker of Parker Engineering presented information for an alteration to a malfunctioning septic system located at the property noted above.
He stated that the property owner takes pride in their backyard and do not want a mounded system.  There is high ground water as the property is close to a stream and the sandy soil is rapidly permeable.  Because of possible well contamination, the optimum option is to install a closed peat system, specifically an EcoFlo-650 biofilter peat system.  He noted that the system is comprised of what looks like a big septic tank (8’ wide by 14’ long) and is made of fiberglass and filled with peat moss.  It was noted that the effluent comes out of the house to a tank and there is an effluent filter on the outlet side of the tank.  The solids flow into the peat unit which is located below grade.  Additional construction details were given regarding the collection of effluent and the treatment.  He added that the field will be located in the back yard.  There is a high level of treatment which reduces the coliform level.  The proposed peat system would necessitate a slight mound in the back yard, but would save the property owner from a 38” high mound if a conventional system were installed.

In response to a question by Mr. Formica, Mr. Parker explained that the lid is at grade and cannot be covered in order to allow for maintenance.

Discussion followed regarding the annual maintenance agreement that has to be purchased when a peat system is installed.  The agreement is for eight years, after which time the peat would be replaced.  Mr. Parker noted that the most expensive component of the system is the disposal field.

Mrs. Vaccaralla advised the Board members that they should be referring to plans with a review date of 3-27-07 as a flood hazard area is noted.  In response to a question by Mrs. Vaccarella, Mr. Parker defined the term “flood hazard area” as the 100 year storm plus 25% which represents the ultimate build out of the drainage area-this is a Stare definition.  
He added that any fill would approval from the State.

Discussion followed regarding the possibility of flooding and what would occur if the tanks became submerged.  Mr. Parker explained that the peat tanks are carefully fitted and sealed and vented out of the roof and, if submerged, will still have access to air for aerobic reasons. 

Mr. Goyer noted that the following items need to apply to this application.

· maintenance agreement
· to file with the deed 
· disclosure upon sale

· no reserve area was tested due to constraints related to the flood hazard area sn the swimming pool

Mr. Goyer made a motion to accept the installation of an EcoFlo-650 peat system for Block 12 Lot 25 with the following restrictions:  

· a maintenance agreement be entered into and retained by the owner and reports provided to the DOH and Tewksbury Board of Health 
· a deed restriction be placed on the property indicating annual maintenance

· full disclosure be given upon sale of the property

The following waiver was also approved- that a reserve area not be located on the property due to site constraints.  It was additionally noted that all work to be performed on the property is contingent upon receipt of a GP 25 permit from the State Department of Environmental Protection.  The motion was seconded by Dr. Miele.The motion was approved.  Ayes:  Czajkowski, Formica, Goyer, Masterton, Miele.  Nays:  none
3.
Correspondence

a) From NJDHSS – information re:  duration of immunity from 3 or 4 year rabies vaccines
b) From NJLINCS – information re:  rabid coyote found in Bergen County NJ
c) Info from HCDOH re:  revised rules pertaining to NJ Retail Food Code 
d) From NJLINCS – CDC Health Advisory – Salmonella
e) From NJLINCS- FDA News – peanut butter warning
f) Notice of 3/27/07 report on the state of health in Hunterdon County 
g) April 2007 upcoming educational opportunities 
h) From HCDOH – information re:  mosquitoes
4. 
Minutes

Mr. Goyer made a motion to adopt the minutes of 1/02/07, seconded by Mr. Formica.  The motion was approved.  Ayes:  Czajkowski, Formica, Goyer, Masterton, Miele.  Nays:  none.
5.
Reports
Animal Control Report

December 2006

Annual 2006

January - February 2007

Submission of Repairs
Block 4

Lot 6.09
Frank Camendola

tank replacement


Block 3

Lot 26

Karen Kaplan


dosing tank – repair to pipe  

Block 31
Lot 24.02
Adrienne Raftree

d-box

Block 16
Lot 2

George Owen


baffle, riser, d-box, tank


Block 52
Lot 2

Phyllis Johnston

connecting line



Certificate of Completion

Block 11
Lot 37

Septic 


Mary Gadek

Block 15
Lot 21.01
Septic 


Richard & Deborah Lloyd

Block 27
Lot 71.09
well and septic

Sherman

Block 32
Lot 22.04
well and septic

Olsen

Block 37
Lot 7.09
well and septic

Stickel Properties

Block 16
Lot 26.01
well and septic

Stickel Properties

Notice of Septic Repair Completion

Block 12
Lot 26 & 26.01

Nierenberg

Block 11
Lot 32.01

Miller

Block 3 
Lot 26


Kaplan

Animal Bite Report

· Cat bite

02/18/07

· Cat bite
03/08/07
Orefice
spoke with mother of victim- was told cat would be tested for rabies

· Dog bitten by rabid raccoon
Sipos

Suspected Hazardous Substance Discharge Notification

97 Bissell Road
removal of UST – heating oil #2

6.
Adjournment
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 845 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

Roberta A. Brassard

Board of Health Secretary
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