
Errata Sheet
Board of Health Minutes

Meeting of July 15, 1986

The following paragraph was omitted from the original
minutes:

9:36 p.m. Mrs. Karen Ferrante, 12 Smart Road, Request for
variance. Mrs. Ferrante wishes to add a bedroom without
enlarging her septic system to meet Acton Code. It was
stated by staff that the current system was working properly
and that groundwater was not a problem. Mr. Stephens moved
that a variance be granted subject to the following conditions:

1. A 1,000 tank be installed
2. The present leaching field may be used only so

long as the Ferrantes own the house. Should the
property be sold, the septic system will have to
be brought up to code.

Miss Voorhies seconded the motion, which was carried by
unanimous vote.

Respectfully submitted,

/ 7/ ‘

Carol Holley, Sec’,

Signed and Approved,

/7

__________________

RECEIVED & FILED
Daniel %ste1o, Chairman DATE’/7/p-
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BCR0 OF HEALTH MEETING

July 15, 1986 TOWN CLERK, ACTON

Present: Dan Costello, Richard Stephens, Eleanor Voorhies, George Emmons.
Staff: Steve Calichman, Ed Wirtanen, Marion Donanue, Carol Holley.

The meeting began at 7:40 p.m. with a review of corresponcence. Mr. Stephens
anc Mr. Emmons aiscussea 133 Great Road beinc in a well buffer zone. Mr.
Caiicnman stated that Mr. Moran, the owner, was interested in building a small
office builcinc on the site. Mr. Stephens felt that the Board needs to
ciscuss :ne matter of the area being in a well buffer zone, and asked that the
matter be brougnt on the agenca for a later Boaro meeting.

Mr. Costello askea that the Greater Lawrence Sanitary District totals be
placec on a spread sheet. Mr. Calichman mentioned using pump slips vs Greater
Lawrence totals as a means of monitoring pumpers to insure that they submit
pmp slips, which is a condition of their being licensed with the Town.

Co:res:cncence #8 (letter to E:ic Curling from James P. Fuller datec 7/i/3d)
regarcinc lagoon closure, was aiscussea. Mr. Stephens sugoested resampling at
a later iate. The Boara reached the consensus that they dim not object to any
of the alternatives presentec to them in this corresponcence.

Returning to accuifer protection issues, the Board of Health informally
ceciced that Eoarc of Health well buffer zones remain rem. There was a
cuestion as to whether the Ice House Pond was red or yellow zone, ano as to
wnether or not Town Meeting stripped the area out of aquifer Protection Zoning.

Lpon review of correspcncence #10 regarcing septic repair, Mr. Costello
remarkec that this letter from DEE was critical in nature. The letter
incluce :ne foliowinc lancuage: “be adviseD tmat we in this office feel that
a subsurface sewace cisposal system shoulo be aesignec in accordance with
Title 5 to treat the expected caily flow of sewace to it.”

Recarcinc correspondence #11 (letter to Stephen Karp from James R. Fuller re
Fowcer Mill Plaza Notice of Violation catec 5/22/66), Mr. Calichman stated
that one sewace was being truckeD to Greater Lawrence, not cischargec into the
river. Mr. Calichman summarizeD for the Board actions taken to date.

ecarbzng correspondence #lz (Notice or Puolic hearing from Acton ooard of
zpeals re creaging in the tailrace area, High Street), letters were sent out
recuesting that sampling be cone. Mr. Costello requesteD Mr. Calichman to
.rite to the Board of ppeals asking them to take the matter under advisement
pencina completion of testing.

motion was made to ask Mr. Calichman to write a letter to the Board of
ppeals to take the matter of dredging uncer advisement. The motion was
seconcec and unanimously passed.

Minutes of the Kelley’s Corner public meeting were reviewed. Mr. Calichman
suogestec that no official action be taken until revised copies have been
typec up. Mr. Calichman requested tnat the Boarc’s revisions, be submitted to
staff by Moncay, July 21.
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Minutes of July 1 meeting were reviewed and revised. Mr. Stephens moved that
the minutes be accepted. Miss Voorhies seconoed. All voted in favor, except
Mr. Emmons who abstained.

Mr. Emons raised the question of what happened to the Scard of Health minutes
Of meetings after submission to Selectmen. This issue will be looked into.

7:45 Erookside Condominium. Request for Variance for LifeguarD.

The representative for Brookside stated that he wisheD to amend the request
for variance to state that a lifeguard not be present only from 6:00 to 8:00
p.m., and that there would be a lifeguarD at other times. Mr. Stephens moved
that a variance be grantec with the stanOard provisions, with the exception
that a lifecuard is to be on duty except from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. provided
that there are not more than twenty people in the pool at that time. Mr.
Costello seconded the motion, ama it was unanirrously passeo to grant the
variance.

8:00 :.m. Mr. ano Mrs. Forces, 25 Martin Street, Variance.

Mrs. Forbes statec that the family wisned to ado on to their home, that the
acition would not create any new becrooms. It was also determined that tne
locus was within ,the area votea to be sewerea with South Acton at a later
cate. Tnere is ample land for future expansion of a septic system if
necessary, 4.2 acres. Mrs. Forbes showed the architect’s crawinas to the
Ecaro. Mrs. Forces asked wnat mocifications to tne septic system woula be
recuirec. Mr. Stephens inquirea as to g:ouncwater conditions, anD learnea
trom r. Cacnman that crouncwater and soil were cooc. Mr. Calichman turther
statea tnat :ecnnicaily notning was recuirec, but he sugcestec that a 1,000
calion septic tank be installed since construction was coinc on anyway, citing
the lw cost of the tank ano the benefits to the septic system. consensus
was rescned to ask the Forbes to install a 1,000 gallon tanK in front of the
existino 500 gallon tank. The Board cetermined that, under these
circumstances, no variance was even required anc that no official action
neecec to be taken.

3:13 p.m. pending tne arrival of Mr. bemis from the Kay Companies, tne Board
revieweD tne package submittea by Mr. Bemzs. cetailec Discussion ensued
regarcrnc lethai limrts, anc whether lethal limit was a viao.Le standara ror
th Town of Pc:on. Mr. Stephens suqcesteo that a toxicologist be consulted on
me health effects of the first 2 minutes exposure in case of a disaster. Mr.
Stephens expressed concern as to the safety factors. Mr. Stepnens statec that
tne toxicity figures were geared to healthy adults, not chilcren or elderly or
ailing individuals. There was also a question as to whether ammonia hugs the
crounc or disperses. Mr. Stephens felt that Dicital, a near neighbor to the
proposea plant, be contacted for input. There was some question as to whether
or not a public hearing would be required under the hazardous material bylaw,
to whicn Mr. Calichman responced it was not. Conant School is 1,600 feet from
the prcposed site, and this raised several safety questions. Mr. Costello
stated mis favoring of an uncerground storage facility, ana commented on Kay
Company’s unwillingness to consicer same. Mr. Emmons stated concerns that an
emergency response plan be drawn up.



Mr. Semis and Mr. Cordon, the consultant, then gave their presentation. Mr.
Stephens expressed the Scare’s concerns for elderly and children. Mr. Cordon
stated that at 2,000 ppm, exposure to the ammonia fumes could not be tolerated
for more than one breath, that such a concentration would be “very irritating”.
Upon query by Mr. Stephens, Mr. Cordon statea that putting the tanks
underground, so far as he knew, presented no danger, but he had never heard of
anyone ever doing it. fnmcnia is lighter than air, so it would go up anyway.
Mr. Stephens stated the eavantaces of protection from fire and vehicles of an
undergrounc facility. He then clarifiec undergrcund as being submerged, but
not covered. Mr. Cordon stated that then water would have to be pumpec out,
etc. Mr. Semis stated that the more elaborate the design, the more systems
wculc be susceptible to failure. Mr. Gordon stated that as a rule, ammonia
tanks just seem to not have accidents. Mr. Costello asked what the
concentration would be at 1600 feet (the distance to the Conant school). Mr.
Coroon replied that it woulc be less than 200 ppm, or a strono smell, not
injurious for 2 minutes of exposure. Selow 50 ppm, ammonia cannot even be
smelled, according to Mr. Cordon. Mr. Calichman restatec tne question of why
the company was resistant to an undergrounD tank, and Mr. Semis stated that it
was a question of aifficulty in maintenance. Mr. Semis, upon query by Mr.
Stefhens, stated that he would be happy to meet with Capt. Craig of the Fire
epartment for plans acainst fire. Mr. Corcon stateD that heat wculc not

affect the tCnK cecause it red a blow valve to TCICCSC vacor pressure. fter
some furtner ciscussion, Mr. Stephens askec that the matter be taclea penDing
more healtn effects Data. Mr. Emmons seconcea the motion to taDle the matter.

further ciscusson ensued, ana the motion to tacle was not actea on. Mr.
ucreon suggested an alternative to unaerçrounc storage, stating tnat a
concrete ounKer waula have similar protective procerties. He statea that from
a maintenance point or view, acove grouno woult cc prererable. Mr. bems
statec that if the tank were in a clock builcing with a release valve on the
top, it couid control concentration levels in case of a problem. Mr. Stephens
ancenceä the previous motion to state that a permit be granted on the
condition of secondary containment. Mr. Semis stated tnat caily inscection of
tme facility was required. The discussion switchea briefly to the Cenesclv
tank ana procedures to ce followea in case of a leak, ana the cancers to
crouncwater involved with this substance. Mr. Semis reiterated the company’s
responsicility in promptly cleaning up any leaks.

Mr. Stechens then moved that the Scare of Health crant permits for the two
tanks suoject to the following concitions: that the structural cesicn be
scmitted and approvec including a building arounc the ammonia storage tank,
to minimize camace cue to vanaalism, fire, leskace, anD that such cesign iS to
be stancec by a recisterec Massacnusetts engineer, and suoject to approval of
tne staff. Tne Cenesol tank snail e couble wallec. Mrs. Ycornies SëCDflCCC
:ne motion, ana all votec n layer.

9:32. Soc O’Neil. pplication for Special Permit, Lot 2 Forest Roac.
Stepnens asked if tnere were anything to cc coneernec aoout, to whicn

staff repliec no. Mr. Stephens movea that a special permit cc crantea witn
the conaitions that (1) No undergrounD fuel storage tanks are permitted on the
site; (2) Tne septic tank will be pumped a minimum of once every two years;
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(3) the sewage disposal system for the proposed buildings at this site are to
be approved by the Acton Ecard of Health staff; (4) leaching facility are
designed and installed with an intermediate layer with a percolation rate of
between 6—10 minutes per inch in those areas that have a percolation rate of
less than 2 minutes/inch; and (5) sewage disposal system is a minimum 100 feet
from flood plain and/cr wetlano. The motion was seconcec by Mrs. Voorhies,
and the vote was unanimously in lever.

9:6 p.m. Mrs. Charles Ferrante, 12 Smart RoaC, Variance request to aed Cfl

addition including an extra becroom to the house without adding to the size of
the leaching area. It is currently a 3 bedroom house.

9:37 p.m. Mrs. Sagcff arrives

Mr. Calichman statea that he did a site inspection at 12 Smart Road ana the
current system appears to be working fine. The ground water presented no
problems. Mr. Stephens moved that a variance be granted to allow the current
leach field to be used with the conditions of the addition of a 1,000 gallon
tank, ard that if tne property is to be sold, the system must be brought up to
coce. Mrs. Voornies seconded the motion, which was unanimously carriea. In a
followup discussion recaraing proceoures with the State, Mr. Calicnman stated
that if the current leacn area meets Title 5 standards, the variance will not
require CEC approval.

9:45 A 5 minute break was declarec.

9:51 Mr. M1liam Yetman, MeineKe Muifler, Kelley’s ucrner.
Mr. Calionman statec thCt Mr. Yetman hac recuestea to come in after receipt or
a letter iecarclnc nis compliance ,tn a previous agreement to complete a
subsurface sewage cleposal system repair Within 120 cays or Boarc or ealtn
°zproval of plans. Pccording to Mr. Yetman, the proposed system has an
astimatac cost of $35,000 — $50,000, and calls for interceptor trenches on all
four sices of the flab. Primary ana reserve areas are to be put in at tne
same time. There is a possicility of a proclem with ledge in the area. Mr.
Yeoman expressed concern that the time was running cut on his $1,000 bone.
Tnere was a question on whether or not Mr. Yetman receivec proper notification
on approval of system plans. Mr. Costello asKed now many cays extension on
tne time to: perrormance would be reasonaole. Mr. Emmons asec ii the plan
indeed ,vas to go aheaD and bulb the system per the submitted plans. Mr.
Yetman stated that ne was trying to find a less costly solution to his
:rcblem, ano stated that the Sunoco station across the street usec his
oathroom wnen they were having proDiems, and that the VaSt majority of his
aoer usace ,,ãS for cooling metals, anD tflat very little actually went into
one system. He also stateo that he baa been tolD when he purchased the
oroperty tnat a new system was in place. Mr. Calichman statec that ne nec
zeen told that a new tank baa been installed, but not a new system. Mr.

Costello stated that it was his unDerstanding Mr. Yetman’s request was for an
extension of time for compliance. Mr. Calichman recommenced 90 Days. Mr.

Emmons moved that the Meineke plan be sent to the State for approval, citing
his concern that material from the leach field couia overflow into the
interceptor tanks, thereby causing problems. A discussion ensued regarding

whether or not the Meineke plans shoulD have been sent to the State for
approval. After some further
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discussion, revolving around variances, whether or not the plan originally
approved would be the final plan acted upon, ano whether or not the question
before the Board was extension of time for performance or a request to change
the plans, Mr. Stephens sucgested that the Board extend Mr. Yetman’s
compliance nate by 90 days. He further statea that the purpose of this motion
would be to remove tne time barrier, ana if we wish, to continue our
ciscussions with Mr. Yetman. He also suogesteo that, after the motion, staff
be SSKCC to review the plan in light of possible variances requirea. Mr.
Emmons seconced the motion for a 90 day extension. Mr. Costello suggested
that, during the 90 days, Mr. Yetman come in with an alternate proposal right
away. Mr. Costello voted against the 90 cay extension; the motion carriec
wion Mr. Stepnens, Mr. Emmons, Mrs. Sacoff and Mrs. Vocrnies voting in favor.
Mr. Stephens, after the vote, stated that as far as ne was concernea, there
was a stiution in place ana 0 oays was ample time to rix tne property. Mr.
Emmons mcvea that staff sit cown with Mr. Yetman to ciscuss options tnat might
oe availamle at lesser cost. Mr. Costello stateo tnat, uncer the spirit of
the law, this was what tne staff had aireaoy done. The letter of the law is
very clear that he has to hire a licenseo engineer or recistereo sanitarian
to presare the plans. ciscussicn ensued as to how Mr. Yetman could properly
:et relief. Mr. Yetman gave a syncpsis of mis expenses to cate and the
projectea exzenses. Mr. Stepnens statec that Mr. Yerman hat an approvec plan,
ana 0 cays to co it. He suspecteo the boara wou±c see Mr. Yetman at tfleir
next meeting.

1D:2 Mr. Dolan. 24 Monawk Drive. Variance.
• new plan was submitted to Ecaro and staff review. Mr. Dolan stated that he
was OCKIED Icr a variance because the natural materIal 15 less than 4.u’ in
oeptn acove iecge. He wisnec to bulk up to 4 feet aOove icoce. aiscussion
or one ecce oonrlcuraticn ifl one area ensuec. Mr. Steonens asKed how the
p_an re_area to own 01 Pctcn ccoe, ana Title . Mr. Costailo notea that the
a:;_:ca::on ror a variance had ncL teen properly iliCC out ano sicneo cy chC
r:opert.’ owner, ant sucgestea to Mr. Doian mat he ta<e steos to orlng cne
pace:1orK in orcer. Mr. Stapnens movea tnat tne Doarc crant a variance to
CCt0fl _t.Cm 01 ick t, waiving tne requ:rea cep:n or pe:vlous materIal cO

allow one system, if approvea cy staff. Mr. Vocrhies seconcec the motion,
wnicn unanimously passec.

ll:7 Omarlotte Sagoff re: Pesticice Bill
Mrs. Sa:cff stated that the Boaro snould support the pesticica till, as it has
some very coca anc careful controls over pesticice use reculations. Mr.

Costello mace a motion requesting tbe uoaro or Health cC write a letter to
:ez:esen:atives Loring ama Cellucci. Mrs. Scooff restatec tne motion, Mrs.
oo:mies seconcea it, anD it was unanimously carrieo.

12:52 Mr. Chris Dekosa re MeacoworocK Concominium Conversion
Mr. CeRosa stated that it was a concition of tne Concominium Conversion
repuested by the board or Selectmen tnat he appear berore the oaro of Health
with reports as to the water supply and septic system of Meaoowbrook for the
boaro’s “review and comment.” He stated that no action by the boaro was
required at this time except that they “review ano comment.” He stated nis
wlllincness to work with the Board at a later cate to meet tneir requirements.
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The report by Charles Perkins, Inc. and the water tests were reviewed. P
discussion ensued on the condition of tne leach fields and the maintenance
thereof, and the cost of hooking into Town water. Mr. DeRosa stated that as
part of the general plan for the condominium property, the sum of $10,000 per
year was being set aside in an interest bearing escrow account to provide for
future major septic repair. No money was planned to be set aside for hookup
to Town water, and he felt that the sum required by the hater District would
impose a hardship. Upon query by Mr. Stephens as to the accountability of tne
Trustees of the concominium association, Mr. Dekosa cave his assurances. Mr.
Emmons asKed if tfle Eoard could state that they have reviewed the report and
maäe note of the ceficiencies on the property, and would expect further
contact with Mr. DeRosa. Mr. Stephens then moved that as part of the
condominium conversions provisions, the Eoard accept the recommendations of
Charles Perkins and order that those recommendations be done as part of the
conversion process, ana, further, that the sum of $10,000 per year be set
aside as cart of an escrow fund for septic repair. Mrs. Voorhies seconoed the
motion, wnich was passed unanimously.

11:35 Mr Emmons moved that the Doard take up the issue of Kelley’s Corner.
Mr. Costello stateo that Kelley’s Corner is not part of a 20—year plan, and
adced that tests snowed nothing remarkable in teims of pollution. He saw two
issues in the area: Sunoco, wflicn was not perceivec as impossible to solve
cue to low water usage (he sugaestec cutting out pudlic restrooms and
reservino one facility for employees only)...(sice ciscussions by other •bosrc
memoers)... .ana Reastone. Mr. Calichrnan statec that he rereac the reports.
In Redstone, the front system has been working properly as far as anyone can
tell. Tne area oftne front, with 10 foot offset, is 2,134 sq. ft. oased on
cinensions of 22 x 97. The flow of this system for 48 oecrcoms in 24 units,
per coce, is 110 gal/beoroom, or 5260 callon flow. Rccoroing to ooserver
Nancy Tavernier, the water recoros show 600,000 gallons flow/year water usace,
or 2,222 railons per cay. Calculations incicatec that trenches 3 feet deep oy
3 feet ice, 6 feet on center x 97 feet would yield 2619 square feet.
qccorcinc to Coce, a 2134 square foot field with 5260 gallons per cay equals
2.-r7 feet/callon. Mr. Costello stated that there appeared to be an on—site
solution to Recstone, namely to bulb a package treatment plant and use one
system cr the treatec effluent. Tnis could be cone accorcing to Coce. Mr.
Emmons soatea the alternative of combining Sunoco, Meineke, ano Reostone into
an interceptor sewer. He cited conversations he hac had concerning
nossiiility of state funaing. Mr. Costello stated that, after 30 years, Soutn
/otcn was close to a solution. ne recommended cautoon in interfering with the
ioutn otcn clan. The Eoard, stated Mr. Costello, had received a strong
etter f::o CEE statinc that it cio not recognize interim solutions. Ve mccc

to acurass tne issues ci one failinc systems. ncerson Nicnols report has
p:ovea conservacive tn 1c5 predictions; we are In pretty good snape compared
to tacir precictions of system failures. e snoulo go back ano review the
ceoisicn on sticking to on—site solutions. Eased on all information
availsole, are e going to be exposed to esclating system failures until there
are so many that we can’t keep up with tnem? Jnoerson Nichols report
preoictec an increase, then a decrease as cIa systems are fixea. Tne Lycott
Crouncwa:er quality stucy infoimation now availaole confirms our gooc status.
we should stick to our on—site policy. Tne Town has no long range planning.
It seems to me tflat that shoulo be tne major mocification. The Town neecs a
larce master plan re land use, and scenarios with/without sewers. when we
construct SoOth qcton, we shoulo construct acccraing to a master plan so that
the money woUld be invested with the
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knowlecce that once the master plan is complete, it can still be carrieo
forwara. We can require developers to hold money in escrow, etc.

George Emmons recommended that the Town staff prepare appropriate relevant
data for Kelley’s Corner sewage disposal. Certain areas we should track right
now. I would recommend this to the Groundwater Protection Commission. Mr.
Costello stated that e are lacking hard data on inoividual systems. Cnce we
cat this, we will not be cuessing acout what systems are wnere and in what
snane. also recccn1ze that we have several systems out there atout wnicn
we know notning. George Emmons statec that the Selectmen asked us to give
tnem recommendations regarding Kelley’s Corner as that is the current hot spot
in Town. Mr. Costello stated that there were two things — Kelley’s Corner,
anD tne 29 year plan, requestec by Selectmen. Mr. Emmons moveo that Town
Stan prepare relevant cate nor Kelley’s Corner, nor exampie but not limitec
to capon on crouncwater, location of Jeach foelcs, etc., to Determine wflat 1S

colng on and to actively monitor appropriate poinca. Mr. costello poontec out
tnat Eoaro of health Staff Doesn’t have the time to perform these
acotiunaltasks.
Mr. Stepnens statea that he wasn’t suie he understooc the purpose of all this
cata, or how it ciffers from what was presented at the puclic meeting, ncr
coes he understand how this will provice a solution to the Town or to Kelley’s
Corner. Mr. Costello askec Mr. Emmons what accitional informticn he was
see<inc. Mr. Emmons repliec that he is see<ing to finc out anc ma.e
engineering assessments of where are tne points in view of septic systems arc
interceptor trenches, that sort of Data could then be usec to monitor the
area, to incicte the concitions where arouncwater is ich anc flows near
lesoninc fields anc these are examples that seem to be potentially useful.
Mr. Emmons aovisec that he haG spoken with Mr. Murphy wnc requesteD that the
Issue on staff assignments be iert to him. Mr. Costello stacec that it we are
oo:nc -or the staff to cc thls, you are ±ooking at a minimum or a year

tanore we get any inrormation. Mr. Stepnens stated that one or tne Key
15 apparent from cne academic ciscussions that say, wou±cn’t it cc nice

if wC nab a Kelley’s Corner solution, then the South Rctcn solution nas cot to
cc, and one more we talk acout MacDcnala’s, etc., the slower tne soluticn wi

be. n::i we can somenow get tnat solltlon in place, cc: very nervous
::in: to cat the state or feceral covernment to hello something. Point
numoer 2 is that thInK it s also omportant to ring a be;l tnat starts
pusnlng nor a treatment plant. e shoula start cathernc Data anD to pressure
on—site clutions. Mr. Costello statec that no mecium or long rance plan is
coin9 to fix these proclems.

l::15 a.m. Mrs. Sagoff moves to aDjourn. Mrs. Voornies seconas. Meeting is
aojcrnec.

Respectfully suomittea,

Carol . holley, Sec’y

Signe na pprovec, - 7
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Daniel Cote1lo, Chairhia?i
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