DRAFT MINUTES OF MEETING

SHARON BOARD OF HEALTH

June 26th 2013
Community Center

The meeting of the Sharon Board of Health was called to order at 7:36 PM by Stan Rosen, Chair.  In attendance were:   Jay Schwab, and Chuck Levine.  
Also in attendance were Bridget Sweet, Health Administrator, Jim Andrews Health Agent for Engineering, Eddie Little, Animal Inspector, Mark Abernabal (resident), Mahendra Patel, George Collins of Collins Engineering, Al Chuba, Howard Glaser, Gary Johnson 
Minutes
The minutes of the June 5th Meeting were reviewed, and there several areas where corrections were necessary.  S. Rosen made a motion was suggested, as well as the sentence “created to combat the community’s negative feelings toward the lake” amended to be more of a positive sentence. There are no negative feelings towards the lake.  
S. Rosen made a motion to approve the minutes as amended with Chuck Levine seconding.  All voted in favor.  (3-0)  
Lake Testing 
Discussion surrounding the Neponset Valley Watershed Association poster and where it posted.  Final version was sent electronically to the Board.  

Bathing beaches FAQ’s document that was created by the Health Administrator were reviewed by the Board.  

Hearing Request 7:45 Septic System at 72 Cedar Street 
Hearing was opened at 7:45 for Howard Glaser at 72 Cedar Street.  All abutters had been notified, return receipts on file at the Health Department. 
S. Rosen questioned the variance request letter, letter on file with the Health Administrator requests a variance from Title V.  Letter to abutters requests a variance from Article 7 as well as Title V.  S. Rosen asked for clarification in this.  

Mr. Glaser requests that his plan be approved.  Jim Andrews stated that the minimum setbacks from Article 7 are more stringent, and the variance requested are truly for Article 7 as opposed to Title V.  There is a 2’ variance for the minimum setbacks.  The setbacks.  Jim Andrews stated that the plans are presented are not correct; the setbacks defined actually cut into the existing properties.  The 50 foot wetland buffet goes directly through the existing home and proposed septic. It is closer to 40 feet.  The request in writing is not matching the drawing.  A waiver has been requested, and S. Rosen asked for clarification.  Mr. Glaser stated that he did not want to change the plans as proposed, that was his intention for the waiver.  The home has not been occupied for several years.

S. Rosen stated that the letter and the plan are for a variance request, however the numbers are not correlated.  Back in 2006 plans were approved, and the Board was under the impression that all properties would be updated.  The 2006 approval is invalid, which is why Mr. Glaser is submitting plans.  J. Andrews stated that there is actually a 75’ variance that is being requested (out of 125’) from the wetlands.  J. Andrews stated that the question remains if the Board of Health wants to give this kind of a variance.  The current property is a 1 bedroom house, and the plans state 2 BR house.  J. Andrews would prefer to have a variance to the property line as opposed to the wetlands variance to ensure best protection to the environment.  The design of the system could handle trucks if it were placed under the driveway.  
Mr. Glaser was directed to be more specific on his plan, modify the plans and return to the Board.  The hearing is to be kept open until the next available meeting date.  
4 Commercial Street Hearing/Variance Request

Hearing opened at 8:07 pm. A variance was requested by George Collins of Collins engineering to accept sieve analysis in lieu of soil testing due to the heavy rains that have been occurring.  A proposal for Hindu Temple at 4 Commercial Street, a general overview of the property was displayed.
Al Chuba a principal engineer developed a floor plan with the building inspector, and the health agent for engineering.  This floor plan was presented to the Board of Health.  The system is designed for 3600 gpd.  Once the architectural aspects have been approved, George Collins will ensure that the Title V requirements are met.  This is in Walpole Zone II, and S. Rosen asked whether any other systems had been put in place.  

J. Andrews stated that in the past 5 years that an increase in design flow would require additional treatment to protect the Walpole Zone II.  Staples and Preferred Freezer are systems that had been installed.  

This location has the distance from groundwater; however J. Andrews recommends an alternative system to stay true to form. G. Collins states that with the size of the lot, they will be meeting DEPs requirements.  J. Andrews still believes with the amount of water and sewerage it should have advanced treatment.  
S. Rosen stated that this is worthy use and endeavor for this property, however if in the past other systems have needed advanced treatment, the Board would be more inclined to approve this system if this was an advanced treatment system.  The Change in Use must be approved by the Board of Health, and living quarters that are being proposed need to be approved.  S. Rosen inquired if the Fire Dept has seen these plans.  
A neighbor from 2 Commercial Street of Cedar Realty Trust (Gary Johnson) expressed concerns over a notice he had received regarding contamination issues, and that it is listed with MA DEP due to release of chlorinated solvents.  Mr. Johnson wants to know if this is brought into context with this design.  This report is dated May 2012.  
J. Andrews stated that the purchaser should have submitted all this information to the BOH.  M. Patel stated that this is under remediation and monitoring, and these reports were requested to be submitted to the Health Department.  
S. Rosen stated that as much information as possible should be presented to the Health Department and the DPW in regards to this matter.  S. Rosen is aware of the time constraints associated with this property and suggested that when more information is presented this hearing is continued.

Discussion that there can be no approval until the plans have been received.  At this time the engineer stated that they will go ahead and design an advanced system.  

The variance to accept the sieve analysis as opposed to the soil testing was approved.  S. Rosen made a motion to accept the sieve analysis, J. Schwab seconded.  All in favor ( 3-0)
This hearing is to be continued until information is submitted.  
Animal Complaint – 4 Manning Way
Mark Abernabal of 4 Manning Way discussed his complaint with the Board.  His neighbor on Mallard Street, N. Katz owns several animals and had been dumping manure and animal waste onto his property.  The complaints started in the Health Department in March, and there was no resolution until the first week in May.   The animal inspector went on the property and a landscaper had been hired to remove all of the feces and straw and clean the area.  

Discussion ensued surrounding the animals, permitting of these animals, if these animals were grandfathered in with the redrafting of the Animal Regulation in 1993.  Mr. Little stated that the animals are kept in good order, and that the stables were placed prior to the 50 foot minimum requirement of property lines.  Mr. Little stated that there are measures that can be undertaken to reduce the odor from animals.  
Mr. Katz submitted a correspondence to the Chairman of the Board of Health with pictures, stating that he takes impeccable care of his property and that his hired help had accidentally thrown the manure over the fence.  He stated that he has had these animals for years and has never had a complaint.  

Discussion continued on whether the animals were permitted, last year that a permit was on file was 2011, and whether these buildings were erected prior to the Animal Regulation Revision.  
At this time the stables are not within the parameters of the Animal Regulation, however the longevity of the animals occupying this location and that the stables would have to be removed completely have been discussed.  
The Board suggested that the animal inspector follow this closely and a manure management plan be implemented.  Follow up with the complainant would occur by the Health Administrator and reported back in one moths time.  
Motion to adjourn at 10:00 PM
Respectfully Submitted, 

Bridget Sweet 
