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From: Steve Ewing <sewing@woodardcurran.com>

To: "Stacy Roth (Stacey.Roth@njpines.state.nj.us)" <Stacey.Roth@njpine
s.stat...

CC: "Bethke, Richard (SJG)" <rbethke@sjindustries.com>, Dennis Walsh
 <dmwals...

Date: 10/25/2013 3:42 PM

Subject: South Jersey Gas -Black &Veatch Report Question

Attachments: Response to PC Question re Black Veatch Report 10-25-2013.docx

Hello Stacey,

Attached is the response to your question about the Black &Veatch report.
 If you have any questions

please call or email me.

Have a nice weekend Stacey

Steven R. Ewing
Vice President
Woodard &Curran
50 Millstone Road
Bldg 300, Suite 115
East Windsor, NJ 08520
T 609 448-8110 Ext. 2904
F 609 448-8118
Cell 732 740-5728
sewing@woodardcurran.com<mailto:sewing@woodardcurran.com>

COMMITMENT &INTEGRITY DRIVE RESULTS

www.woodardcurran.com<http://www.woodardcurran.com>

This e-mail communication and any attachments are confidential and
 intended only for the use of the

designated recipients named above. This communication may be an att
orney-client communication and

as such is privileged and confidential. If you are not the intended recipie
nt, you are hereby notified that you

have received this communication in error and that any review, disclo
sure, dissemination, distribution or

copying of it or its contents is prohibited.



South Jersey Gas

BL England 24" Pipeline Project

October 25, 2013

As the Black &Vetch report states, South Jersey Gas and Woodard &Curran beg
an the process of

evaluating how to supply gas to the BL England Power Plant while providing n
eeded reliability to Atlantic

and Cape May County customers by looking at a variety of potential solutions. W
e identified the overall

South Jersey Gas service area and identified potential supply options but most o
ptions were quickly

dismissed because they were either not good solutions to the reliability issue
 or they were not

environmentally feasible. Options such as coming from the south or from the eas
t were immediately

dismissed because there is not existing piping with the required capacity 
to support any aspect of the

project. Routes that did not meet the goals of the project, such as extend
ing the existing gas system

down Route 50 would have not provided the reliability because you woul
d still have had a one way feed

from the Union Road Station as indicated in Figure 4 of the Black &Veatc
h report, were dismissed.

Ultimately, the most viable options from a constructability, supply, and re
liability perspective were

identified as Routes A, B and C. Route A became the obvious choice for th
e reasons that have been

stated in both the route study prepared by Woodard &Curran and the Cost 
Allocation Study prepared

by Black &Veatch. We have provided all documentation of the detailed rou
te analysis in the reports

submitted. No other routes were identified by South Jersey Gas, Woodard 
&Curran or Black &Veatch

that met any of the project goals.

After the initial evaluation of the South Jersey Gas service area the three 
potential routes (A, B &C) were

identified. We shared the route evaluation process and the three pote
ntial routes with your office at

meetings with Mr. Chuck Horner and Branwen Ellis as well as Dr. Ruth
 Foster in the spring of 2012. We

also shared the potential routes with the NJDEP and the US Army Corp
s of Engineers. We submitted the

Route Analysis with mapping to your office and requested commen
ts on July 24, 2012.


