GUNNISON COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH BOARD

AGENDA:  June 19,  2008
Planning Commission Meeting Room, Blackstock Government Center, 

Gunnison County 221 N. Wisconsin, second floor.  

All meetings are open to the public.
Anyone needing special accommodations please contact the Environmental Health Office prior to the meeting.

1:15 p.m. 
Call to order; determine quorum, Review and possible Approval of minutes from the June 5, 2008 meeting;
1:30 p.m.
Unscheduled Citizens:  Limit to 5 minutes per item.  No formal action can be taken at this meeting.
1:45 p.m.  OLD BUSINESS.   Environmental Health Board discussion of previous meetings and information.  Review of County Attorney recommendation of Proposed ISDS Regulation Amendments.  Formal action can be taken on reviewed items.  
3:00 p.m.   Public Hearing for Doug Hosier, Lot 2 McCormick Ranch, near the Town of Crested Butte, for the denial of an application for an Individual Sewage Disposal System permit.  The system, as designed, did not meet the required setbacks from wetlands.  
4:30 p.m.       Adjourn

GUNNISON COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH BOARD
Meeting Minutes

June 19, 2008

The Gunnison County Environmental Health Board conducted a meeting in the Commissioners’ Meeting Room in the Blackstocks Government Center.

Present Were:

Lucinda Lull, Chairperson


Steve Glazer, Vice-Chairperson

Ted Violett, Board Member


Larry Parachini, Board Member

Richard Stenson E. H. Official                             Michelle Spain, Sec. for the Board

Absent Were: Cory Bryndal
01:45 p.m.  Call to Order:  Lull called the meeting to order at 01:45 p.m.  Quorum determined.   Stenson verified all mailings and notices were posted in both papers and the posting areas at the County buildings.  Review of minutes for March 6, 2008.  Review of Minutes June 5, 2008.  Changes were requested. 
Glazer made a motion to approve June 5, 2008 minutes as amended, 2nd by Parachini, Passed.
Review of the March 6, 2008 minutes.  Glazer requested a change to the minutes.  Glazer made a motion to accept the March 6, 2008 minutes with corrections, 2nd Parachini.  Violett abstained.  Vote called for, passed.
01:50 p.m.  Unscheduled Citizens:  Stenson summarized on an application that is currently in review, that had been turned over to the attorney and is now under enforcement.  Stenson explained the time that staff has had to put in on this application.
Lull asked about how our Regulations got involved in this.  Set backs from water bodies were discussed.  Stenson explained the pre 1995 set backs and the current set backs.
Parachini questioned the section concerning upgrading the system to current regulations.
Stenson quoted the Regulations for the board on repairs.
Lull discussed who was responsible for keeping location records on each property, owner or County.
Discussion of policies and procedures section commenced.
Performance based systems discussed as to where in the regulations this needed to be.  Revised section 1-104.N discussed.  Upon request by the E H Officer of Gunnison County, the property owner will assist this office with a verifiable ISDS location.  
Discussion of septic cleaners, providing the County with location mapping.  Section 10.101:  Upon request of the Environmental Health Official the owner shall assist with a verifiable location of the ISDS system.   
E H Board discussed wording changes of Performanced Boundary”.  Delete “or” at a property boundary at the end of the sentence.  Change word “in” to “by” in the last sentence of Industrial of commercial effluent definitions.    See pg 51, the list of items that Gunnison County does not permit.  1041 regulation section is available now and Stenson will review.  

Break  02:57 p.m.                                                                                                         
03:00 p.m.  Public hearing for Doug Hosier, Lot 2 McCormick Ranch, near the Town of Crested Butte, for the denial of an application for an Individual Sewage Disposal System permit.  The system, as designed, did not meet the required setbacks from wetlands.  Lull calls to order the Public Hearing.   Verification of all proper notices to adjacent owners, to the two papers, sign posted on property by contractor, posting at both county buildings.  Applicants and representatives introduced.  Robert Williams P.E., Todd Carroll, Contractor, Tony Benson, Contractor.
Carroll submitted an area map and went over the parcel location.  This is a 35 acre parcel.  Wetlands located on the 2nd map.  The driveway listed on the map does not currently exist.  When the entire subdivision was approved the road was approved at that time.  Mitigation of the drive way was discussed. Wright Water Engineers was hired to delineate the wetlands.
Stenson clarified that this is a totally different application than the original application.  The owner has decided to build the guest house at this time.  This will be a four bedrooms total between the main house and the quest house.
Carroll talked about the energy saving design of this new structure.
Williams indicated that there is positive access to this property.   Williams submitted maps to show the location of this building site in such a heavily watered area.  Sewer lines with East River Water and Sanitation were looked at.  Next Crested Butte Water and Sanitation were looked at.  In each case wetlands had to be crossed and the cost was prohibitive.  Set backs were then determined for the ISDS.  Once the set backs had been determined then the owner decided to down size to meet the demands of this parcel.
Wetlands are protected.  Surface water and wetlands discussed.  Heavy metals were analyzed, organic parameters, were determined.  With this information Williams then proceeded to explain his design.  The Crested Butte Watershed standards were also taken into consideration when drafting this design.  Monitoring system was discussed and recommended by the engineer. Advantex ® and sand filter was then discussed.  Reduction of field size was not used in the load calculations.  Monitoring below this system was recommended by the engineer.  This may be the best technology out there right now.  The maintenance of this type of system was brought up.  Back flush stays in tank.  Standard maintenance is part of this system.  All this is set up with the computerized system.
Parachini asked about the one bedroom unit now and the future bedrooms that will be put in place.  William’s indicated that this is over designed for the one bedroom.
Glazer looked at the phosphors study and questioned this.  Washington Gulch and the Slate River phosphorus levels are increasing.
Lull stated that this Board has not adopted these new guidelines at this time.
The tank size was verified to be 2250.   These copies have been submitted with the application. No formal requirements through the Planning Commission were necessary for this split.
Stenson commenced his review.

GUNNISON COUNTYPRIVATE 

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH OFFICE REPORT
TO:
Environmental Health Board

PREPARED BY:
Richard Stenson, Environmental Health Official

DATE: June 16, 2008



APPLICANT: Gerald (Doug) Hosier, Jr. 



STATUS of APPLICANT:


 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Work Session date:  ________________   

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Public hearing date: June 19, 2008 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Action by Board date: _______________

PROPERTY LOCATION: Lot 2, McCormick Ranch. The application is located approximately ¾ miles east of the Town of Crested Butte.    

SPECIAL REVIEW ACTION REQUESTED: Variance from section 6-101.13a which states that each ISDS system shall have a minimum horizontal distance from pertinent terrain features, including streams, lakes, water courses, wetlands, dwellings, property lines, etc. During the County site inspection of May 2, 2008 the required setbacks from the proposed septic system to an identified wetland were less than the required 100 feet, (approximately 75 feet).
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Septic permit application for permit 2008-004;

2. Gunnison County Assessor's record for parcel number 3255-000-09-002;

3. Site inspection information 5-02-08;

4. Individual Sewage Disposal System design and site plan from Williams Engineering;

5. Copy of Denial Letter dated May 2, 2008;

6. Special Review Application and written statements by the applicant;

SPECIAL INFORMATION: Gunnison County Individual Sewage Disposal Regulations section 3-101.13a.


COMMENTS:  Doug Hosier has applied to construct a residential septic system on his lot.  The location of the applied system does not meet the required 100-foot setbacks from watercourses, including a wetland surrounding the building site. 

The lot is in a County-reviewed lot split.  In my review of the lot, I did not find another site for ISDS that would meet the required 100-foot setback from ISDS components to watercourses. The owners suggest the use of an advanced septic tank system for the primary effluent, with a designed absorption area.  
The system appears to provide opportunity for wastewater treatment prior to the absorption area.  Filtering and treatment of the wastewater would probably be very consistent.  The ISDS Regulations, section 3-116.3 require specific effluent quality data generated from this system and the other specifications for design included in section 3-116.3 (i.e. loading, capacity, liner material, filter media, density and species of plant material, effluent level, final discharge type).
The EH Board may approve the applications for the following reasons:

1. The application was denied;

2. The owner has demonstrated that the requested variance is warranted;

3. The approval will not result in substantial variance from the regulations;

4. Mr. Hosier has shown that the approval will not be in violation of any minimum standards;

5. The owner will show that the proposed system will not be a nuisance or injurious to public health, safety or welfare;  

6. The owner has shown that no substantial injury to the wetlands or streams will result from the granting of the approval.  

The staff will recommend approval contingent upon a conditioned permit.  It is recommended that:

1. The system be required to have a lifetime annual maintenance contract with a qualified contractor, and;

2. Monitoring and sampling (11-104) of the effluent quality and the wetlands quality shall be provided by the owners, at the owner’s expense.  Collection and testing shall be performed two times per year and designated parameters for approved effluent and wetlands impacts shall be determined by the County Environmental Health Official and Mr. Hosier’s engineering consultants.  

Stenson asked Carroll about the Land Use Change Application that is being reviewed and applied for at this time.  Size is very important.  2nd dwelling was then added to the waste water calculations for the additional bedrooms.
Williams verified that this design was engineered for future growth.  The one bedroom house is the current application and the additional 3 bedrooms will be the future house.
Carroll indicated the maximum square footage of all buildings combined that are allowed on this parcel.
Parachini asked how the square footage was to be distributed.  Parachini asked if the site could be adequate for higher bedrooms for the future home.  The current proposal will handle 4 bedrooms max at this design.
Parachini asked if Stenson was comfortable with the design at this time.  Stenson responded that Advantex ® designs seem adequate.  No adverse comments have been received at the EH office at this time on Advantex ® units all ready installed.
Parachini asked about insulation on the tanks.  Williams responded that the tank would be insulated. If this system were ever totally turned off an alarm would sound.
Glazer asked what the performance standard was if the loading is only on the guest house.  Williams responded with fewer occupants more cycling will happen and the cleaner the system would be.
Glazer asked about the other application and the conversation with Mr. Lacy and the bream ditch.  The water rights are for sale.  The water table was discussed.  The lake table was discussed.  Glazer was unsure how much of the water rights were for sale.
Lull indicated that this application needs to be reviewed as presented, without the Lacy scenario.
Williams indicated that it is all hydrologically connected.
Draft—SPECIAL REVIEW ACTION FORM—

SUBJECT: Environmental Health Board action, for Jerald (Doug) Hosier, Jr.,  Lot 2,   McCormick Ranch, represented by Todd Carroll, (contractor)
ACTION:Special Review

PREPARED BY:Richard Stenson, Environmental Health Official

DATE:  Environmental Health Board meeting June 19, 2008
PROPOSED ISDS APPLICATION:

Doug Hosier has applied for a permit to install an individual sewage disposal system (ISDS) Lot 2 McCormick Ranch. The application is located approximately 3/4 east of the Town of Crested Butte.    
Sections 3-116.2 states, “No ISDS facility, except an approved composting or incinerator toilet without an associated graywater system, will be allowed within a horizontal distance of 100 feet of a wetland”. 6-101.13a states, “Each component of each ISDS shall have a minimum horizontal distance from pertinent terrain features, including streams lakes, water courses, wetlands, dwellings, property lines, etc.”  During the County site inspection of July 18, 2006 the required setbacks from the proposed septic system to an identified wetland were less than the required 100 feet, (approximately 50 feet). The applicant has proposed an advanced treatment system, (i.e. an advanced treatment septic tank with designed absorption area—see design), with Robert Williams Engineering and will present information about this system.

GUNNISON COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH DEPARTMENT ACTION: 

The Gunnison County Environmental Health Department conducted a site inspection on May 2, 2008.  Notes regarding the inspection and evaluation of the proposal relative to Sec. 1-104 of the Gunnison County Individual Sewage Disposal System Regulations are included in the ISDS Site Inspection. (Setbacks from delineated wetlands not met from proposed ISDS components.) The Environmental Health official determined that the granting of this application would be in violation of the Gunnison County Individual Sewage Disposal System Regulations, and granting the application would create a nuisance or be detrimental to the public health, safety and welfare.  The application was denied based upon review of the observations made during the site inspection.  Written notice of that denial, including specific reasons for the denial, was  delivered to the applicant on May 2, 2008, and a copy is attached to the Staff Report document.

APPLICANT’S REQUEST FOR SPECIAL REVIEW:

The applicant filed a written application for special review on May 14, 2008 which was within 30 days of the postmark of the Notice of Denial.  The applicant asserts the following grounds for special review: 

1. Site constraints prohibit the design of an onsite wastewater system that can meet the Gunnison County requirements for setbacks to Jurisdictional wetlands. 

PUBLIC HEARING:
The Gunnison County Environmental Health Board conducted a public hearing regarding this application on June 21, 2007. 

FINDINGS:

Based upon review of the information included within the Environmental Health Department file for this application, and consideration of any and all testimony and public input relative to this application, the Gunnison County Board of Environmental Health finds that:  (The Gunnison County Individual Sewage Disposal System Regulations, Section 3-127.2, requires that the Board may issue a special review approval ONLY under the following property specific conditions; additional findings or expansions of these findings may be included which more specifically address such things as grade of slope, mitigation proposed by applicant, etc.).

1. Action on this special review application is property-specific and limited to circumstances unique to this application.

2. The applicant has demonstrated that the requested variance from the Gunnison County Individual Sewage Disposal System Regulations is warranted. The specific lot configuration has made it technically, environmentally and economically infeasible to locate the ISDS in accordance with the setback requirements for watercourses.
3. The applicant has demonstrated that the requested variance from the Gunnison County Individual Sewage Disposal System Regulations is warranted by the proposed restrictions on use.  The applicant has agreed to provide an engineered system that will provide wastewater treatment that will meet or exceed requirements of the ISDS Regulations.  During this hearing the Gunnison County Environmental Health Board found that engineering warranted the requested variance.
4. The applicant has demonstrated that approval of this special review will not result in substantial variance from the requirements of the Gunnison County Individual Sewage Disposal System Regulations, including but not limited to Sec. 1-104, the general policies of the Regulations. The applicant's specific design speculations for discharge showed a discharge that will be clarified and treated to provide for the systematic discharge to the environment.  

5. The applicant has demonstrated that this special review approval will not be in violation of any minimum standards established in any other applicable federal, state or local rule or regulations; including but not limited to those minimum standards issued under authority of Article 10, Title 25, C.R.S. 1973 as it may be amended. The application meets or exceeds the State minimum setback requirement from lined sand filter to watercourses. (25 feet) 
6. The applicant has demonstrated that the proposed system will not be a nuisance or injurious to public health, safety or welfare.  According to the information from the design of Robert Williams Engineering, the system will meet Gunnison County and State of Colorado requirements for design standards. 
7. The applicant has demonstrated that no substantial injury will result from the granting of this special review approval.  The applicant has suggested an annual  maintenance contract of the system. All requirements of the Gunnison County ISDS Regulations, other than the horizontal setbacks from watercourses, shall be followed.

8. The preponderance of evidence presented by the applicant sufficiently proves that this application should be granted.

DECISION:
1. Based on its review of all the documentation of the file for this application, the Gunnison County Board of Environmental Health approves the special review application of Gerald (Doug) Hosier, Jr.,  septic permit application 2008-004. 

Stenson ended his presentation.
Parachini asked what months would this system be monitored. Stenson responded June and late fall.
Williams indicated this monitoring port should be located in the wetlands some where. Stenson would like one in the leach field.
Question from the board on how deep is the adjoining neighbor’s well.
 Stenson recommended a collection and monitoring technique near the sand filter, and ground water monitoring near the wetlands.
Parachini asked if the station needed to be anchored.  Williams indicated yes.  Both the tank and the pump station will need to be anchored.
Glazer asked questions on the engineers design and Williams responded on how the system operated.    Freezing problems and insulation of tanks discussed.
Carroll asked about the monitoring of this twice a year.  Carroll asked if after so many years of positive readings could once a year monitoring be done.  Stenson responded that this should be set as a maintenance item and this is not that expensive for the owner to comply with.  Parachini responded that he also would like this set.   Stenson indicated that no public comment had been received to date.  Public hearing closed 04:35 p.m.
Deliberation commenced.

Parachini requested that the following stipulations be made.

1) Monitoring months shall be May 15th – June 15 and October 15 – November 15.  Depth to ground water and water quality testing.
2) BOD test run, nitrate, ecoli, phostrates, limits to be determined between applicant and county.
3) Monitoring ports for collection and sampling in down slope wetland and adjacent to the sand absorption field.

4) Future construction limited to 3 bedrooms.

5) No garbage disposal.

6) Anchoring of tanks to be approved by EH Official.

Motion for approval by Parachini, 2nd by Violett.   Further discussion.  Glazer had struggled with this application.  Glazer indicated that we will be opening up the other adjoining lots coming back for variances.  There is a reason for this set back requirement.   Williams commented that this may also be the test for other owners to only do the top of the line units.  Stenson commented that  the one other septic system did meet the set backs to wetlands. 
Lull called for a vote.

Parachini- yes, Violett- yes, Lull- yes, Glazer- no.

Application passed.

Discussion on other items, Ouray’s new waste system was discussed. 

Next meeting July 3, 2008,  11:30 a.m. with a working lunch.
04:54 p.m.  Adjourn
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