GUNNISON COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH BOARD

AGENDA:  October 4, 2007
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.

1:00 p.m. 
Call to order; determine quorum, Approval of minutes from the June 21, 2007 and July 5, 2007 meetings;
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.     Public Hearing for Dorothy Tracy Living Trust/Robert Wilson for Lots       9-12, Block 12 Caufman’s Addition in Ohio City.  An Individual Sewage Disposal System Permit was denied because the lots, when combined, did not meet the County one acre minimum-requirement.  (ISDS Regulations 3-113).  
2:30 p.m.   Public Hearing for Glenn and Gesa Michel for Lots 8-11, and 30-33, Block 23 Schofield Townsite.  An Individual Sewage Disposal System Permit was denied because the lots, when combined, did not meet the County one acre minimum-requirement.  (ISDS Regulations 3-113).  
3:15 p.m.   Public Hearing for Carl and Joyce Wright/Martha and Ken Alexander for Lots 1-7 Block 12 Townsite of Tincup. An Individual Sewage Disposal System Permit was denied because the lots, when combined, did not meet the County one acre minimum-requirement.  (ISDS Regulations 3-113).  
 
4:00 p.m.       Adjourn

GUNNISON COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH BOARD

MEETING MINUTES

October 4, 2007

The Gunnison County Environmental Health Board conducted a meeting in the 

Commissioner’s meeting room in the Blackstocks Government Center.

Present Were:
Lucinda Lull, Chairperson


Steve Glazer, Vice-Chairperson

Ted Violett, Board Member


Marlene Zanetell, Board Member

Rick Richards, Alt Board Member

Larry Parachini, Alt Board Member

Richard Stenson, E. H. Official

Michelle Spain, E. H. Secretary

Absent Were:  Maureen Hall

01:10 p.m.     Call to order by Lull, quorum determined.  Approval of minutes.  Approve the minutes with corrections per Glazer. 2nd Richards.   Passed


Glazer would like the regulations to be ratified as soon as possible.


Stenson responded that the attorney and planning staff are reviewing this at this time.  Glazer would like staff to expedite this process and had requested that discussion with this board commence when he is available, in December 2007 or February 2008.


Zanetell stated that this board requested a meeting with the planning staff for designation of responsibilities.  Zanetell requested a clarification on many items.  Procedures need to be reviewed with this board.


Glazer indicated that this board works for the commissioners and not staff.


Lull agreed that staff needed to meet with this board on the approval process of the regulations.


Glazer wanted new language purposed to accommodate the changes of county policies, sage grouse etc.


Zanetell brought up the upcoming election year and this could delay approval even longer.


Richards indicated that this would be his last year and he would like to see these regulations approved before his term is over.


Glazer indicated that this board could assist staff in the review of applications and new water treatment systems.  Glazer requested that the county commissioners take a more active review with the issue of the sewage spills in the Mt Crested Butte area.


Zanetell responded to Glazer that this board should be more active in the review process.  This board does not get the reports for review.  Stenson responded that this board does have the expertise to assist in the review of the necessary reports.   

Ted Violett enters meeting at 01:35 p.m.



Glazer continued his review of water quality.


Stenson reiterated the requests of this board, meet with the planning director, get the final draft of the regulations and review, and request from the BOCC additional responsibilities for the E H Board.
01:37p.m.
Unscheduled Citizens.  Limit to 5 minutes per item.  No formal action can be taken at this meeting.  Glazer commenced a review of the Lucky Jack Mine operation.  Concerns were submitted to the Colorado Division of Water resources and their responses were not approved by the committee.  Presentations by Glazer and Belkan were discussed.  The Town of Crested Butte’s moratorium on septics was discussed.  Security bonds were requested.  Ground and surface waters were discussed with the mine.  Permits with the mine were discussed.  Glazer requested that this be continued either between the meetings or after.  More time for other business needs to be added to our agendas.   More meetings were requested by this board to address other items of concern by all members.  Staff would like to comment on the untimely death of one of our septic contractors.  
01:50 p.m.
Public Hearing for Dorothy Tracy Living Trust/Robert Wilson for lots 9-12, Block 12 Caufman’s Addition in Ohio City.  An Individual Sewage Disposal System Permit was denied because the lots, when combined, did not meet the County one acre minimum requirement.  (ISDS Regulations 3-113). 


Review started by Lull.  Keith Fisher is introduced to this board as the agent for the owners.  Stenson commenced his review of this denial. GUNNISON COUNTYPRIVATE 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH OFFICE REPORT
TO:
Environmental Health Board

PREPARED BY:
Richard Stenson, Environmental Health Official

DATE:

            September 24, 2007

APPLICANTS:            Dorothy Tracy Living Trust/Robert Wilson  



STATUS of APPLICANT:


 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Work Session date:   _________________   

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Public hearing date: October 4, 2007 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Action by Board date: ________________

PROPERTY LOCATION:  Ohio City, (owned by the Dorothy Tracy Living trust) at Lots 9-12, block 12, Caufman’s Addition
SPECIAL REVIEW ACTION REQUESTED:
Variance from section 3-113 states, “an individual sewage disposal system shall not be permitted to be installed on a parcel of land less than one acre in size unless part of a subdivision approved by the County prior to adoption of these regulations if that approval included siting for ISDS systems”. 

ATTACHMENTS 1. Design and site plan owner and site consultant, Keith Fisher;

2. Site inspection Report of 6-26-07;

3. ISDS Technical Inspection of 7-02-07;


4. ISDS Permit Application number 2007-059;

5. Denial of Application dated August 10, 2007;

6. Application for Special Review received 8-29-07;

7. Notice of Public Hearing and Agenda for October 4, 2007. 
 

SPECIAL INFORMATION: Gunnison County Individual Sewage Disposal Regulations section 3-101-13a.


COMMENTS:  The applicants wish to install a septic system on the lots, which when clustered, would be less than one acre, (. 456 acre according to the County Assessor’s record.  The applicants suggest .525 acres).  The lots are located on the south part of Ohio City.  Gunnison County ISDS Regulations are pertinent to this application.  The applicant has stated that they will install an individual well on the property as their water source. 

The applicants plan to use the soil absorption-infiltrator system designed by Keith Fisher, consultant.  The soils perc and profile inspection were by Gunnison County, rates ranging from 9 to 14 minutes per inch.  The application is for a three bedrooms, two bathroom single family residence with dishwasher, clothes washer, and no garbage disposal. 

The following observations were made by the Gunnison County Environmental Health Official:

1. The application is  for an ISDS on a lot that does not meet the one acre-minimum size requirement; (3-113) 

2. The Gunnison County Environmental Health Department mailed, certified, a formal written denial of the application; (3-126)

3. An application was filed for a special review within thirty days of the receipt of the denial letter; (3-127.1)

4. The applicants have stated that their request for variance is warranted by site specific lot configuration and site size which make compliance with the Regulations technically and economically infeasible (3-127.2.b).  The EH staff has not determined whether the lot size can be expanded.

5. They have demonstrated that a special review approval would not result in substantial variance from the Regulations.  Setback requirements can be met and it has been demonstrated that an approval would not be in violation of other minimum standards. (3-127.2.c and d);

6. It has been demonstrated that the system would not be a nuisance or injurious to public health and that no substantial injury would result from the granting of the special review request. (3-127.2.e and f)

7. Required and proper legal notifications of the public hearing were accomplished by the County. (3-127.3)

The Environmental Health Staff, after review of the pertinent information, considers this application appropriate for review by the Gunnison County Environmental Health Board.

Comments by Stenson continued.  Location was discussed and clustering of lots will be completed.


Richards asked if the well had been permitted.  Stenson did not have that information at this time.  No public nuisance would occur if this request were granted.  Application is reviewed for house size.  Cama record showing area under a half acre.  Richards ISDS technical inspection  shows a different owner.  Ditmar has nothing to do with this property.


Richards questioned the depth to bedrock and the greater than symbol was explained.


Zanetell questioned who was the owner of the property.  Point of order was called by Glazer and Richards.  Glazer asked what size of tank would accommodate the 3 bedroom home. Stenson responded that a 1000 gallon tank.


Zanetell questioned who was the owner and applicants of this property.  Zanetell questioned the existing structures and their use.  The remaining buildings are for historical use only.


Glazer requested a proximity map and it is not included in this packet.  The proximity map has been submitted with the application.


There is not a septic or leach field to Stenson’s knowledge.  None were noted during staff’s site visit.  Gold Creek set backs can be met.


Violett asked if there are wetlands on this property.  None noted.



Glazer questioned if all adjoining property owners had been notified.  Stenson indicated yes, and no comments had been received from these adjacent owners. 


Richards requested that a representative from the assessor’s office join this discussion.  Sara Stone, from the assessor’s office, was asked to attend this meeting to explain the size of this lot. 


Keith Fisher commenced his review.


Richards inquired about Fishers‘ qualifications.  The proximity of this parcel is explained and discussed.  
Break at 02:15 p.m.

 

Review of the parcel and vacated streets and alleys.   Addition of Resolutions of 99-10. 


Lull continued the meeting.


Glazer questioned addition of proximity map. 


Assessor representative, Sara Stone joined the meeting.


Lull reiterates the documentation of the legal size of this .69 acre.  Stone was introduced, and explained the changes to the assessor’s records as to .67 and these changes will be reflected at the next up date.


Glazer questioned the legality and terms of lot and size.


Fisher continued.  Fisher presents the photos as exhibit C to the minutes.  Review of the land locked properties.  The lots do not touch and this is reviewed by the board.  Fisher indicated that the septic system met the necessary set backs.


Zanetell questioned where Mrs. Tracy resided.


The Tippetts family owns the adjoining large parcel that does not touch this parcel.    Glazer requested that Fisher complete his presentation.  Fisher responded to Parachini’s review of the McClain property.  This parcel is much higher in elevation.


Zanetell asked Fisher what kind of system is to be placed.


Parachini had design questions. This system showed a one compartment tank.  Parachini discussed effluent filters and distribution boxes.     Parachini requested more engineered technology be submitted on this system.


Richards asked what kind of soils were found.  Eric Jansen did the initial soils review and a copy is in the file.



Glazer stated that the information being presented was inadequate and not complete for this board to make a determination on this request.


Lull is confused with this application also.


Glazer questioned the application on the well permit and if an augmentation plan was needed.  Lull responded that to her knowledge it was not a requirement for a well permit in this area.


Glazer questioned if the building permit application needed a well permit.  Gunnison County’s requirements for all building permits are for a water source only.  Discussion ensued on how the state will review this well permit request.


Parachini made a motion to close the public hearing, 2nd Zanetell, no further discussion.  Vote called for, Richards abstained, all other members voted yes, to close this public hearing.


Glazer indicated that there is not enough information from the applicant.  Glazer requested a clearer presentation of the lot lines, and adjacent property owners.


Zanetell indicated that this application should be denied and the applicant should reapply with clearer and more concise information.


Richards moved to deny this application, 2nd by Glazer.  Discussion.


Zanetell expressed that this was a clearer way to address the concerns of this request.


Glazer indicated that an engineered system may be more in line for this request.  Vote called for, unanimous denied.  


Staff comments.  Reason for denial was because the information submitted was inadequate for review.  A new application would be requested.  Presentation of a clearer site, and possible engineered design.  Zanetell indicated the Gold Creek was too close to this property for a simple system.  Parachini would like to see a design more specific to this lot size.  
02:55p.m.
Public Hearing for Glenn and Gesa Michel for Lots 8-11, and 30-33, Block 23 Schofield Townsite.  An Individual Sewage Disposal System Permit was denied because the lots, when combined, did not meet the County one acre minimum requirement.   (ISDS Regulations 3-113). Stenson commenced his review.  GUNNISON COUNTYPRIVATE 

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH OFFICE REPORT
TO:
Environmental Health Board

PREPARED BY:
Richard Stenson, Environmental Health Official

DATE:

            September 25, 2007

APPLICANTS:            Glenn and Gesa Michel  



STATUS of APPLICANT:


 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Work Session date:   _________________   

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Public hearing date: October 4, 2007 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Action by Board date: ________________

PROPERTY LOCATION:  Lots 8-11 and 30-33 block 23 Schofield Townsite
SPECIAL REVIEW ACTION REQUESTED:
Variance from section 3-113 states, “an individual sewage disposal system shall not be permitted to be installed on a parcel of land less than one acre in size unless part of a subdivision approved by the County prior to adoption of these regulations if that approval included siting for ISDS systems”. 

ATTACHMENTS:1.   Design and site plan by owner;

2. Site inspection Report of 7-17-07;

3. ISDS Technical Inspection of 7-23-07;


4. ISDS Permit Application number 2007-065;

5. Denial of Application dated August 28, 2007;

6. Application for Special Review received 9-13-07;

7. Notice of Public Hearing and Agenda for October 4, 2007. 
 

SPECIAL INFORMATION: Gunnison County Individual Sewage Disposal Regulations section 3-101-13a.


COMMENTS:  The applicants wish to install a septic system on the lots, which when clustered, would be less than one acre, (. 922 acre according to the County Assessor’s record.).  The lots are located in the Town site of Schofield.  Gunnison County ISDS Regulations are pertinent to this application.  The applicant has stated that they will install an individual well on the property as their water source. 

The applicants plan to use the soil absorption-Eljen In-Drain system designed by the owner for their gray water system and an incineration toilet.  The soils perc and profile inspection were by Gunnison County, rates ranging from 6 to 15 minutes per inch.  The application is for a three bedrooms, one bathroom single family residence with no dishwasher, clothes  or garbage disposal. 

The following observations were made by the Gunnison County Environmental Health Official:

1. The application is  for an ISDS on a lot that does not meet the one acre-minimum size requirement; (3-113) 

2. The Gunnison County Environmental Health Department mailed, certified, a formal written denial of the application; (3-126)

3. An application was filed for a special review within thirty days of the receipt of the denial letter; (3-127.1)

4. The applicants have stated that their request for variance is warranted by site specific lot configuration and site size which make compliance with the Regulations technically and economically infeasible (3-127.2.b).  The EH staff has not determined whether the lot size can be expanded.

5. They have demonstrated that a special review approval would not result in substantial variance from the Regulations.  Setback requirements can be met and it has been demonstrated that an approval would not be in violation of other minimum standards. (3-127.2.c and d);

6. It has been demonstrated that the system would not be a nuisance or injurious to public health and that no substantial injury would result from the granting of the special review request. (3-127.2.e and f)

7. Required and proper legal notifications of the public hearing were accomplished by the County. (3-127.3)

The Environmental Health Staff, after review of the pertinent information, considers this application appropriate for review by the Gunnison County Environmental Health Board.

Assessor’s records indicate it is .922.  This request is for a gray water system and incineration toilet.  All legal notification had been met.  The applicants requested street vacations and were denied.  This would have met the 1 acre requirement.


Stenson reviewed the Michel’s design.  Staff felt that this was a successful design for this system.


Parachini asked about the grease trap location as far as state law.  Grease interceptor location must be made to state code.  Applicant discussed the access port.


Richards questioned the well use.  Applicant stated that water would be portable.  Seasonal use does not exist in the county’s terminology. Richards asked about accessibility in the winter.  No motorized access is allowed during certain times in the winter.  Public Works has approved this access.


Glazer questioned the deed and the overlays in this area.  How many blocks are in this area?  What were the total number of homes?  The applicant responded that approximately 12 homes are at this town site. Special funding for the Crystal River area, Marble discussed.  Is there concern for back country density?   Stenson indicated that this has been discussed.  Had there been lots purchased to acquire open space?



Parachini asked about the avalanche risk.  This was reviewed by the planning department.


Richards indicated that this was not in an avalanche area but the access to it was.


Mr. Michel was asked to commence his presentation.


Zanetell asked about the land trust information.  Mr. Murray Cunningham enters the meeting and gave a synopsis of the Land Trust purchases in this area.   The Muellers ownership was discussed.  Michels discussed his ranking by the Land Trust on this parcel.  It is of a low priority.  8-12 homes are located in this Townsite. 


Glazer discussed the long term effects that could happen in this area with future building.


Zanetell approached the applicant on the terms of the application.  Gray water system and incinerator toilet, do we have regulations on this?  Stenson responded “yes” to both items.  Stenson reviewed the regulations with the board.  The yurt was discussed and the camping permit process was explained.


Michels commenced his review and explained the history and purchase of adjoining land.  There are no other overlapping mining claims. This is confirmed with a title policy.  Density issues discussed and only one other place is there at 500 feet away.


Richards asked where the cistern was.  A holding tank is in the basement of the hut.  A bladder system mounted to the truck will be use to transport water to the site.  Propane will be used to fire the incinerator system.


Glazer requested clarification of the plots, of lots and detail maps. 8 lots are not enough and the roads are off from the original plats.  The easement from the neighbor must still be met.   Does it meet the ridge line requirements?  “Yes”.


Parachini asked how many Eljin pads were going to be on the property.   The pads do not add up to 100 sq ft.  Stenson would like to review the issue of size.  Design of grease trap outside was discussed.  Set back requirements discussed.  Parachini discussed the Eljin system and the effluent requirements by the company.  Michel responded to this design.


Question on bath room by Violett.


Murray Cunningham from the audience spoke in favor of this application. 


The U.S. Forest Service closure of roads was discussed concerning snowmobile access.  There are none in this area.


Glazer asked about acquiring additional properties.  Because the properties are not contiguous this is not feasible.  The closest parcels are not for sale at this time.  What about the shed?   That is not on the property. The deck was discussed.  Motion to close the public hearing by Glazer, 2nd by Richards.  Carried.


Motion to accept by Richards. 2nd by  Violett,  Request amended motion by Glazer.  Strike #5 from the review.  Add that the gray water grease trap meet the 5’ set back requirements.  Parachini requested a review of the leach field sizing and be confirmed and met.  Violett request the “seasonal use” verbiage be deleted.  Delete #5.  Violett accepts amendments to his 2nd.   Roll call show vote.  Richards-yes, Violett-yes, Parachini-yes, Zanetell-yes, Glazer-yes, Lull-yes.  Passed.


Break  04:00p.m.

04:20 p.m.
Public Hearing for Carl and Joyce Wright / Martha and Ken Alexander for Lots 1-7 Block 12 Townsite of Tincup.  An Individual Sewage Disposal System Permit was denied because the lots, when combined, did not meet the County one acre minimum requirement.  (ISDS Regulations 3-113).  Lull called the meeting to order and apologized for the tardiness.   Bob Williams P.E. as agent, and Mr. and Mrs. Alexander by phone.  Stenson began his review.  GUNNISON COUNTYPRIVATE 

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH OFFICE REPORT
TO:
Environmental Health Board

PREPARED BY:
Richard Stenson, Environmental Health Official

DATE:

            September 25, 2007

APPLICANTS:          Carl Wright, Jr.,/Martha Alexander  



STATUS of APPLICANT:


 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Work Session date:   _________________   

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Public hearing date: October 4, 2007 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Action by Board date: ________________

PROPERTY LOCATION: The property is located at Lots 1-7, Block 12 Tincup Town site 
SPECIAL REVIEW ACTION REQUESTED:
Variance from section 3-113 states, “an individual sewage disposal system shall not be permitted to be installed on a parcel of land less than one acre in size unless part of a subdivision approved by the County prior to adoption of these regulations if that approval included siting for ISDS systems”. 

ATTACHMENTS:1.   Site plan by owner;

2. Site inspection Report of 7-19-07;

3. ISDS Technical Inspection of 8-08-07;


4. ISDS Permit Application number 2007-043;

5. Denial of Application dated August 15, 2007;

6. Application for Special Review received August 24, 2007;

7. Notice of Public Hearing and Agenda for October 4, 2007. 
 

SPECIAL INFORMATION: Gunnison County Individual Sewage Disposal Regulations section 3-101-13a.


COMMENTS:  The applicants wish to install a septic system on the lots, which when clustered, would be less than one acre, (. 18,799 sq. ft. according to the County Assessor’s record, 24,412 sq. ft. as represented by owner on special review application).  The lots are located in the Town site of Schofield.  Gunnison County ISDS Regulations are pertinent to this application.  The applicant has stated that they will install an individual well on the property as their water source. 

The applicants plan to use the engineered soils replacement infiltration system designed by Robert Williams, P.E.  The soils perc and profile inspection were by Gunnison County, rates ranging from 1 to 2 minutes per inch.  The application is for a two bedrooms, one bathroom single family residence with dishwasher, clothes washer and no garbage disposal. 

The following observations were made by the Gunnison County Environmental Health Official:

1. The application is  for an ISDS on a lot that does not meet the one acre-minimum size requirement; (3-113) 

2. The Gunnison County Environmental Health Department mailed, certified, a formal written denial of the application; (3-126)

3. An application was filed for a special review within thirty days of the receipt of the denial letter; (3-127.1)

4. The applicants have stated that their request for variance is warranted by site specific lot configuration and  site size which make compliance with the Regulations technically and economically infeasible (3-127.2.b).  The EH staff has not determined whether the lot size can be expanded.

5. They have demonstrated that a special review approval would not result in substantial variance from the Regulations.  Setback requirements can be met and it has been demonstrated that an approval would not be in violation of other minimum standards. (3-127.2.c and d);

6. It has been demonstrated that the system would not be a nuisance or injurious to public health and that no substantial injury would result from the granting of the special review request. (3-127.2.e and f)

7. Required and proper legal notifications of the public hearing were accomplished by the County. (3-127.3)

The Environmental Health Staff, after review of the pertinent information, considers this application appropriate for review by the Gunnison County Environmental Health Board.



Formal posting requirements were met on property, news papers and all county buildings.  Questions for staff.  Explain square feet calculations.  4200 sq ft.= .64 acre.  Is that what the applicant is dealing with?  Staff responded to question.  The size stated is what the assessor’s calculations are showing.  Staff does no physical size verifications.  The engineered system is approved by staff.


Zanetell asked if the applicants have tried to purchase additional parcels. Requests have been made.  They have not responded to the applicant’s request.


Lull commented, that on the vicinity map only streets and alleys available.  Richards asked, what was the status of the well permit?   The well permit was granted and is being installed.


Glazer asked about the Tincup Jail and the current plumbing.  There was an old outhouse but no septic system.  The outhouse building is there but not being used. No nuisance use was seen at inspection.


The owners have had this property for about 60 years.  Williams passed out the maps he had.  Exhibit A, map entered.  The general area was discussed.  The large picture is entered and the smaller version is attached in packets.  The jail is located in the street.  The outhouse is functioning.  ½ of the alley was abandoned and ½ of Walnut Street was vacated.  The new calculations were discussed.  All wells, leech fields, etc were located and marked on this map.  Frenchy’s Restaurant’s leach fields etc are not listed and marked on this map.  Effluence lines are marked and discussed.  This system meets all county set backs.


Zanetell asked about the yellow lines.  There are no properties that are available for purchase at this time.  Williams reviews the design calculations he had completed.  Lull opened for questions.


Parachini asked about the other side of 10th Street.  All are vacant.  Timberline Trails Inc. is the current owner.  Discussion ensured.  The owners tried to get the street abandoned but were unable to do so.  The well location was then sited to meet the 100’ set back.  The easement documents are being worked on at this time.  The lot clustering just was competed.


Glazer reviewed each step for the lot clustering and street vacation.  Glazer asked about the jail.  The cabin needs many improvements for safety and soundness.  Glazer questioned the design of the absorption field.  What is this size based on?  See engineer’s calculations.  50% oversized on this.


Parachini suggested that a 1500 or 1250 tank be installed.


Zanetell asked if the owner realize the non use of campers, RVs, for this system if this request is approved?



Eleanor McAuliffe is introduced to the board and is in support of this project.


Glazer asked, how do the owners occupy this property.  Cookstove for food preparation, bedrooms, water from spring, fire wood for heat, all of these are there now.


Zanetell asked if this would impact future properties.  Williams indicated “no” since the wells and septics are all ready in place. 10th street is not available for vacation.    Lull asked for any further questions.


Glazer made the motion to close the public hearing, 2nd Richards.  Carried. 


Glazer commented on the possible public health safety issue involved in the Tincup area.  Glazer requested that a central water system be investigated due to a possible health issue in this area. 


Motion by Glazer to adopt the findings in the special review action form, strike #5, modify #2  to say if a central water line or waste water line is added the owner must  tie in.  All lot cluster documents must be reordered prior to issuance.  The out house must be disabled, and not used by the public.  The septic tank must be increased to 1250, no RV hook ups be allowed with this septic system.  2nd by Zanetell.  Vote called.  Richards-yes, Violett-yes, Parachini-yes, Zanetell-yes, Glazer-yes, Lull-yes.  Approved. 
                        Motion by Glazer to instruct staff to contact the proper people to initiate an investigation of possible health risks in the Tincup area.  Waste water and central water system 2nd Richards.  Discussion ensued.  Has any water testing done?  Eleanor, the owner of Frenchy’s Restaurant, has monthly state required testing. 


Zanetell discussed what this board is trying to accomplish.  The Rainbow system is not a certified water supply.  Discussion commenced on other non compliant central systems that are out in our county now.


Eleanor asked if the board has required the owners of Tincup to have the wells tested.  Not at this time.  


Pitkin testing and pumping was discussed by Lull.


Richards asked about discussion in the future on the Gothic area.


Williams was thanked for supplying additional information to this board.  Vote called for.  Richards-yes, Parachini-yes, Violett-yes, Zanetell-yes, Glazer-yes, Lull-yes.  Approved.   
                       Discussion of the Public Health Department, the Environmental Health Department etc.  Glazer wanted a discussion with the health officer, Dr. Wolkov, concerning the situation in Tincup area.  Bob Williams requested that the Environmental Health Office be moved to the public health area and out of planning.  Land use was discussed and this board’s responsibility to the planning department.  November 1, 2007  is the next meeting.  


Stenson commented on the loss of an important community member and licensed installer, Terry Helms.  Gunnison Valley precast has been sold to a new owner.   Glazer will bring a report for the next meeting on the super fund cleanup and the Lucky Jack Mine.
05:33 p.m. 
Adjourned
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