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MISSION STATEMENT

The mission of the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection
and Energy s to conserve, protect, enhance, restoreand manage our environ-
ment for present and future generations. We strive to prevent pollution;
ensure the efficient use of safe, environmentally sound and reliable energy
resources; provideopportunities for recreationand enjoyment of natural and
historic resources; and promote a healthy and sustainable ecosystem.

GUIDING PRINCIPLES
We are guided by these principles in accomplishing our mission:

¢ Toconsistently apply and vigorously enforceenvironmental laws and
standards in a fair, timely and predictable manner.

¢ To be accountable, accessible and helpful to the public.

¢ To provide clear, prompt and fair guidance and decisions.

¢ To increase understanding of environmental and energy concerns
through effective communication and education. .

* Toestablishregulations and standards consistent with law and public
policy and active public dialogue.

* To base our standards, decisions and activities on sound science.

* To promote energy conservation, pollution prevention and consider-
ation of the cumulative impacts of activities in our actions and those
of individuals, business and governments throughout the state.

¢ To maintain a work environment that attracts and retains dedicated,
talented people; fully develops and challenges individual abilities;
and encourages innovation and teamwork.

¢ To adhere to the highest standards of personal and professional
conduct.



State of New Jersey
Department of Environmental Protection and Energy
Municipal Wastewater Assistance
CN 425 .
Trenton, N 08625-0425

Tel. # 609-292-8961
Scott A. Weiner Fax# 609-633-8165 Nicholas G. Binder, PE., P.P.
Commissioner Administrator

FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993
PRIORITY SYSTEM, INTENDED USE PLAN AND PROJECT PRIORITY LIST

The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection and
Energy has completed the development of the Federal Fiscal Year 1993
Priority System, Intended Use Plan and Project Priority List and has
received the United States Environmental Protection Agency's
approval of these documents. The Priority System establishes the
project ranking methodology and funding policies that will govern
the award of federal grants in Federal Fiscal Year 1993 and the
award of State loans in State Fiscal Year 1994. The Intended Use
Plan includes information on the timing, use and distribution of
federal funds anticipated to be made available to New Jersey
(through a capitalization grant) for use in the State's Wastewater
Treatment Financing Program. The Project Priority List identifies
those projects eligible to receive State loans in State Fiscal Year
1994. Projects will be funded with the monies anticipated to be
allocated to the State of New Jersey in Federal Fiscal Year 1993 and
funds made available from the New Jersey Wastewater Treatment
Financing Program in State Fiscal Year 1994.

Grant increases will be awarded in Federal Fiscal Year 1993 to
provide funding based on the low bid building cost to municipalities
which received federal grants in previous years. Projects on the
Project Priority List (whose sponsor indicated their intent to
comply with the project document submittal deadlines) will be
eligible to receive loans from New Jersey's State Revolving Fund
(SRF) in State Fiscal Year 1994.

Certain changes were made to the Priority System, Intended Use
Plan and Pricrity List proposal as a result of comments received
through the Department's public participation program. A complete
discussion of major issues and the Department's responses are
presented in the Federal Fiscal Year 1993 Response Document.

Also enclosed are summary sheets of grant and loan actions
which have occurred over the past several years.

New Jersey Is an Equal Opportunity Employer
Recyded Paper



The public comments concerning the development of the Federal
Fiscal Year 1993 Priority System, Intended Use Plan and Priority
List have been very helpful. We wish to thank all of the
individuals and organizations that. have taken the time to assist the
Department in developing this important aspect of our clean water
‘program.

Very truly yours,

SOt A

Nicholas G. Binder, P.E., P.P.
Administrator

February 1993
Enclosures



>roject
Number

2340704-02
2340377-01
C340584-02
C340755-01
2340389-03
C340389-04
C340804-01
©340519-04
>340340-02
C340399-04
£340519-02
>340447-02

Project
Number

“c340871-01

€340491-01
2340808-02
©340461-02
C340412-04
£340714-03
2340524-03

(1) Includes $8,689 of Alternative Funds

(2) Alternative Funds to satisfy I.0.U. made in FFY90

(3) Innovative Funds to satisfy I1.0.U. made in FFY90

(4) Includes $689,323 of Innovative and $695,296 of Alternative Funds

MUNICIPAL WASTEWATER ASSISTANCE

Federal Fiscal Year 1991 Grant Decrease Actions

Grant
Recipient

Stony Brook RSA

South Monmouth RSA

0ld Tappan Borough
Western Monmouth UA
Rockaway Valley RSA
Rockaway Valley RSA
Salem County BCF
Middletown Township SA
Essex & Union Joint Mtg
Hudson County UA

Atl Hghlnds/Hghlnds RSA
Elizabeth City

Decrease
Amount

$ 31,381
$1,042,900
$ 290,567
$ 7,953
$ 89, 456
$ 197,241
$ 195,938
$ 867,442
$2,078,515
$ 353,732
$ 393,497
$ 105,536

Award
Type

Closeout
Closeout
Termination
Termination
Closeout
Termination
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout

Federal Fiscal Year 1992 Grant Increase Actions

Grant

‘Recipient

Gibbsboro Borough
West Windsor

Bass River RSA
Landis SA

Asbury Park

Ocean County UA
Camden County MUA

Increase
Amount

$ 799,033
$1,176,578

$ 36,929 (1)
$ 726,656 (2)
$ 184,849 (3)
$1,384,620 (4)
$ 634,061 (5)

(5) Alternative Funds, I1.0.U. of $174,262 remains

Award
Type

Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase

Award
Date

12,/04/90
12,/04/90
12/26,/90
12/26,/90
01,/09/91
01,/09/91
12,/26/90
01/18/91
02/13/91
02/13/91
02/13/91
03,/06,/91

Award

Date

09/30/92
09,/30/92
09/30/92
09,/30/92
09,/30/92
09,/30/92
09,/30/92



Project
Number

S340717-03-1
S340874-01-1

S5340874-02

S340697-03-A
S340697-03-B

S340708-07
S340640-04
S340933-01
S340818-03
S340931-01
S340919-01
5340880-01
S340920-01

Project
Number

CsSO 90-003
CsO 91-019
CSO 90-016
CSO 91-017
CsSO 90-013

Project

Number

S340708-05-1

S340699-04
S340794-04
S340929-02
5340881-01
S340927-01
5340921-01
S340628-03
S340924-01
S340937-01
S340874-03

MUNICIPAL WASTEWATER ASSISTANCE

State Fiscal Year 1992 Loan Actions

Loan
Recipient

Cedar Grove Township
Phillipsburg Town
Phillipsburg Town
Bayshore Regional SA
Bayshore Regional SA
Camden County MUA
Camden County MUA
Hackettstown MUA
Burlington County BCF
Montville Township MUA
Holmdel Township
Peqgk.,
Paramus Borough

Lin. Prk.,Frfld.SA

AN ENEONEOREOREOEOEOENVEORENELED]

Principal

Amount

3,551,188
985,336
1,116,926
8,000, 000
23,801,300
2,642,676
11,460,156
11,449,132
53,530,000
3,576,062
2,993,712
6,609,800
1,602,660

Award
Type

Supplemental
Supplemental

New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan

State Fiscal Year 1992 Grant Actions
Sewage Infrastructure Improvement Act

Grant

Recipient

City of New Brunswick
City of Hackensack
City of Newark

City of Elizabeth
Edgewater MUA

Grant

Amount_

v n

53,312
128,261
472,239
433,548
190,660

Award
Type

New Grant
New Grant
New Grant
New Grant
New Grant

State Fiscal Year 1993 Loan Actions

Loan
Recipient

Camden County MUA
Middlesex County UA
Delran SA

Wayne Township
Hawthorne Borough
Hammonton Town
Millville City
Woodstown SA
Clinton Town
Berkeley Township SA
Phillipsburg Town

Grant
Amount

$ 8,555,250
$17,950,300
$10,331,785
$ 6,952,000
$ 2,978,508
$12,400,000
$ 6,380,458
$ 5,238,167
$ 4,345,144
$ 2,622,154
$ 466,648

Award
Type

Supplemental

New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan
New Loan

Award

Date

12/23/91
12/23/91
12/23/91 |
12/23/91 |
12/23/91
12/23/91 g
12/23/91
12/23/91
12/23/91 _
12/23/91
12/23/91 |
12/23/91
12/23/91 §

Award

Date

-

10/24/91
10/24/91
01,/08/92
02,/28/92
05,/06,/92

Award

Date

11/19/92
11/19/92
11/19/92
11/19/92
11/19/92 ,
11/19/92
11/19/92
11/19/92
11/19/92
11/19/92
11/19/92



Priority System, Intended Use Plan, Project Priority
List and Response Document for Federal Fiscal Year 1993

New Jersey Municipal Wastewater Assistance Program

Executive Summary

The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection and Energy
(Department) has completed the development of the Federal Fiscal
Year 1993 (FFY93) Priority System, Intended Use Plan, Project
Priority List and Response Document. This document describes the
state's policies governing the New Jersey Municipal Wastewater
Assistance Program which consists of two elements - the traditional
federal Construction Grants Program administered by the state on
behalf of the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)
and the New Jersey Wastewater Treatment Financing Program, a
revolving loan program administered by the Department and the New
Jersey Wastewater Treatment Trust (Trust).

Since the enactment of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act of
1972 (commonly referred to as the Clean Water Act) greater than $2.7
billion inmr federal funds have been awarded for the construction of
municipal wastewater treatment facilities in the State of New Jersey
under the Construction Grants Program. The rules implementing the
Clean Water Act and its amendments require each state to develop a
priority system which rates and ranks municipal wastewater treatment
projects that are considered eligible for federal assistance and to
prepare annually a priority listing of such projects for submittal
to USEPA for approval. The state's priority system must use
criteria based on the severity of the pollution problem, the
population affected and other related factors. The Construction
Grants Program has resulted in major improvements to the state's
wastewater treatment facilities and overall water quality; even so,
the state's estimate for the 1990 National Needs Survey indicates
that $4.4 billion in wastewater treatment improvements is still
needed.

In an effort to address this need, coupled with a backlog of more
than 300 projects on the Project Priority List totalling
approximately $3.0 billion, the State of New Jersey introduced an
alternative funding mechanism known as the New Jersey Wastewater
Treatment Financing Program. The program consists of the Wastewater
Treatment Fund (Fund), established by the Wastewater Treatment Bond
Act of 1985 and the Trust, created by the New Jersey Wastewater
Treatment Trust Act. The Fund provides zero percent interest rate
loans to local government units for up to half the allowable project
costs. The Trust loans monies for the other half of the costs at or
slightly below the prevailing market rate. The Trust leverages its



available monies to generate its share for the projects by issuing
revenue bonds on behalf of the program participants. By combining
these two funding sources, the state is able to maximize the use of
available funds and offer municipalities loans at roughly half the
prevailing interest rate, which results in an annual savings of
approximately 30 percent compared to what it would cost each
participant to obtain its own financing.

The Water Quality Act of 1987 (Act), which phased out the
Construction Grants Program and required states to establish State
Revolving Fund (SRF) programs, signalled a change in the federal
government's role in the financing of wastewater treatment

projects. The intent of Congress was to provide states with the
'incentives and means to achieve long term self-sufficiency in
financing projects which meet the enforceable requirements of the
Act and improve water quality. A new title, Title VI, was added to
the Clean Water Act which established the framework through which
USEPA and states may enter into capitalization grant agreements
which enables those states to use their annual allotments for loans
or other allowable SRF uses. The Act requires states to prepare
annually a plan identifying the intended uses of the amounts
available to its SRF program, known as an Intended Use Plan. States
were also permitted to transfer portions of Construction Grant
(Title II) funds authorized in FFY87 through FFY90 to Title VI for
SRF purposes. As one of the first states to establish an SRF, New
Jersey took advantage of the early participation option and executed
a $70 million capitalization grant in October 1988 out of its FFY88
allotment to finance projects in State Fiscal Year 1989 (SFY89). 1In
its first five funding cycles, the Department and the Trust have
loaned over $880 million to fund 65 projects benefitting over 170
municipalities. In SFY93 (using the FFY92 allotment and other
funds), the program expects to continue past progress and has
targeted 12 high priority projects throughout the state for low cost
financing. ' : '

The FFY93 Priority System, Intended Use Plan and Project Priority
List is designed to build on our past accomplishments. The proposal
document underwent extensive public involvement in January 1992 and
required local government units interested in pursuing Fund/Trust
loans in SFY94 to notify the Department of their intent to satisfy
applicable planning, design and application deadlines. The Project
Priority List identifies 56 projects (12 targeted for SFY93 funding
and 44 targeted for SFY9% funding) whose sponsor has indicated
interest in the program. Public comments received have been
summarized, addressed in the Response Document, and considered in
finalizing the FFY93 Priority System, Intended Use Plan and Project
Priority List.

ii
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ATLANTIC COUNTY
Atlantic County Library
2 S. Parragut Road

Mays Landing, NJ 0813130

BERGEN COUNTY

Johnson Pree Public Library

275 Moore St
Hackensack, NJ 07601

BURLINGTON COUNTY

Burlington County leriry
Woodlane Road
Mt. Holly, NJ 08060

CAMDEN COUNTY

Camden County Library
Reference Department

Echelon Urban Center
Laurel Road

Voorhees, NJ 08043

CAPE MAY COUNTY

Cape May County Library
Boyd & Mechanic St.

Cape May Court House, NJ
CUMBERLAND COUNfY
Cumberland County Library
800 E. Commerce St.
Bridgeton, NJ 08302
ESSEX COUNTY

Newark Public Library
5 Washington St.
Newark, NJ 07102

LIBRARY INFORMATION CENTERS

GLOUCESTER

West Deptford Public Library
Grove Ave. & Crownpoint Rd.
Thorofare, NJ 08086

HUDSON COUNTY

Jersey City Free Public Library
472 Jersey Avenue

Jersey City, NJ 07302
HUNTERDON COUNTY

Hunterdon County Library

Rt. 12

Flemington, NJ 08822

MERCER COUNTY

Trenton Free Public Library

120 Academy S§t.
Trenton, NJ 08609

MIDDLESEX COUNTY

Woodbridge Free Public Library
George Predorick Plaza
Woodbridge, NJ 07095

MONMOUTH COUNTY

Monmouth County Library
Highway #1315 - Eastern Branch
Shrewsbury, NJ 07701

MORRIS COUNTY

Morris County Free Public Library

30 E. Hanover St.
whippany, NJ 07901

OCEAN COUNTY

Ocean County Library
101 Washington Street
Toms River, NJ 08753

PASSAIC COUNTY

Paterson Free Public Library
250 Broadway

Paterson, NJ 07501

SALEM COUNTY

Salem City Pree Public Library
112 W, Broadway

Salem County, NJ 08079
SOMERSET COUNTY

Somerset County Library
North Bridge S8t. & Vogt Dr.
Box 6700

Bridgewater, NJ 08807
SUSSEX COUNTY

Sussex County Library

Rd. #3 Box 76

Newton, NJ 07860

UNION COUNTY

Elizabeth City Pree Public Library

11 S. Broad St.
Elizabeth, NJ 07202

WARREN COUNTY

Phillipsburg Pree Public Library

200 Frost Avenue
Phillipsburg, NJ 08865
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Priority System, Intended Use Plan and Project
Priority List for Federal Fiscal Year 1993

INTRODUCTION

The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection and Energy
(Department) has developed a Priority System which details the
state's policies governing the award of federal grants under the
Construction Grants Program and provides the ranking methodology
for municipal water pollution control projects eligible for
state loans under the Wastewater Treatment Financing Program.
The Federal Fiscal Year 1993 (FFY93) proposal is generally in
conformance with the Priority System adopted for FFY92 and is
compatible with the federal Clean Water Act as amended. New
Jersey plans to channel the state's FFY93 allotment through a
State Revolving Fund (SRF) capitalization grant award to the
Department-administered Wastewater Treatment Fund (Fund). The
Fund, together with the Wastewater Treatment Trust (Trust)
comprise the Wastewater Treatment Financing Program. New
Jersey's SRF program was established in 1988 within the
structure of the state's Wastewater Treatment Financing

Program. The details of New Jersey's anticipated uses of the
federal capitalization grant and related state policies are
discussed in the Intended Use Plan. The Project Priority List
identifies projects which may qualify for low interest rate
loans from the Wastewater Treatment Flnanc1ng Program in State
Fiscal Year 1994 (SFY94).

BACKGROUND

Since 1972 greater than $2.7 billion in federal funds have thus
far been obligated in the state for the construction of
wastewater treatment works. Yet, the state's estimate for the
1990 National Needs Survey indicates that $4.4 billion of new
investment in wastewater treatment projects in current needs is
required throughout the state to allow economic growth, improve
water quality and meet clean water standards. In recognition of
these significant needs and the availability of limited and ever
decreasing federal funds, the state moved to implement an
alternative financing program to supplement the water quality
progress being made through the federal funding program. In
November 1985, the New Jersey electorate overwhelmingly approved
a bond issue of $190 million for the purpose of providing low
interest loans to local government units for the construction of
wastewater treatment facilities. As provided by the Wastewater
Treatment Bond Act of 1985 (P.L. 1985, c¢. 329), $40 million of
the $190 million is allocated for payment to and use by the New
Jersey Wastewater Treatment Trust and $150 million to the
Wastewater Treatment Fund in order to provide financial aid to
local government units for the construction of wastewater
treatment facilities. The New Jersey Wastewater Treatment Trust
Act (P.L. 1985, ¢.334) indicates that the list of projects to
receive assistance from this program must be developed in
conformance with the federal ranking methodology.



I.

PRIORITY SYSTEM

Grant Program Policies

In addition to the requirements and limitations specified in the
Clean Water Act and the federal regulations, the following
statements represent policies of the State of New Jersey
regarding federal grant awards under the Construction Grants

Program:

A.

B.

Grant funding for new project segments is no longer
available.

The grant increase application submission deadline under the
FFYS3 Priority System is January 4, 1993. Any grant
increase applications received after this deadline may be
processed in future fiscal years in conformance with the
Priority System provisions in effect at that time.

Grant amendments will be awarded in FFY93 to cover the low
bid building cost (i.e., no cost overruns or contingencies),
administrative/fiscal/legal costs (limited to one percent of
the total eligible low bid building cost), engineering
costs, as well as the appropriate allowance for planning
and/or design. Once the grant is adjusted as a result of
the low bid building cost, and should cost underruns occur '
during construction which result in grant funds remaining
after the completion of construction (with no reduction in
project scope), budget line item changes may be approved for
cost overruns in other cost categories only to the extent
that the remaining low bid adjusted grant funds will allow.
In this case, administrative/legal/fiscal costs will not be
limited to one percent of the low bid building cost, but a
greater eligible amount could be approved should sufficient
funds remain in the grant and if sufficient justification
and documentation for the higher eligible costs are
submitted and approved. In the event that a grant recipient
receives the Department's approval to reduce the project
scope for which funding was awarded through the elimination
of a contract (or portion thereof), the eligible project
cost (and therefore the grant amount) will be reduced
(through the Department's deobligation) in an amount based
on the estimated cost of that scope of work which was
included in the original grant award.

NOTE: The "low bid building cost" as discussed throughout
this document is the actual bid cost from the lowest
responsive and responsible bidder.

The grant increase policy is generally consistent with the
policy as specified in the FEFY82 through FFY92 Systems.
Grants awarded since FFY82 have been limited to the low bid
building cost (i.e., grants will be adjusted to the 65 or 55
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percent level, in conformance with the applicable grant
award level). Grants awarded prior to FFY82 (at the 75
percent level) are eligible for grant increases based upon
the overall base grant amounts (i.e., the total of all
previous awards, excluding any I/A bonuses). The amount of
the increase will be equivalent to the amount necessary to
increase the overall grant to 65 percent of the eligible

costs.

E. The state reserves the right to use recovered (i.e.,

deobligated) grant funds for SRF purposes, for
administrative purposes or for grant increases (which may
include Innovative/Alternative (I/A) bonus awards).

F. The Governor's Discretionary Fund will be used to provide up
to $1 million in grant increase awards to otherwise
ineligible categories of need and will include only those
combined sewer overflow (CSO) projects which received grant
awards in FFY84 and FFY85 under the National Marine CSO
Program and Public Health Hazard (PHH) Bypass projects which
received federal grant awards prior to FFY89. Since FFY93
funds cannot be reserved for such purposes, grant increases
may only be available to the extent that sufficient funds
become available through grant reductions.

G. The reserve funds established in the FFY93 Priority System

are generally consistent with those reserve fund programs
adopted under the FFY92 System. The reserves in the FFY93
Priority System will be the Grant Increase Reserve (which
may include I/A grant increases), the Reserve for State
Management Assistance and the Reserve for Non-Point Source
Pollution Programs (as required by Title VI of the Clean
Water Act).

II. Reserve Funds

In developing the Priority System, the state has established
several reserve fund programs. Funds have been dedicated for
the following purposes:

A. Reserve for Grant Increases:

The Department developed criteria, adopted in the Federal Fiscal
Year 1982 through 1992 Priority Systems, for funding grant
increases for previously funded projects. The Department will
continue to use these criteria in the FFY93 Priority System to
determine eligible grant increase amounts. Since FFY93 funds
cannot be reserved for such purposes, grant increase awards may
only be made to the extent funds become available through grant
reductions. Priority for projects eligible for conventional or
I/A grant increases will be based upon the date of the base
grant award. For two or more projects which were awarded base
grants on the same day, priority for increases will be based
upon their rank in the fiscal year in which their grants were
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awarded. 1In cases where projects are due conventional or I/A
grant increases as a result of an appeal, priority will be given
based upon the date the determination of the appeal was given.

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)
previously indicated that funds realized through grant
reductions from previously funded projects cannot be used to
provide Innovative/Alternative (I/A) assistance. However, on
September 27, 1990, USEPA issued guidance to the contrary which
would allow such funds realized through grant reductions to be
used for I/A assistance up to the amount that was available to
each state in FFY90 through section 205(i) of the Clean Water
Act (in New Jersey, approximately $2.9 million). The Department
has applied for a deviation from the federal regulations to
allow recovered funds to be used for I/A grant increase
assistance. Provided USEPA approves the Department's deviation
request, the state may use recovered funds for I/A grant awards.

In addition to routine I/A grant increase awards, grant
assistance may also be awarded to fund 100 percent of the
allowable costs of the modification or replacement of any
project that received I/A grant funding if it can be
demonstrated to USEPA-Region II with the approval of the
Department that: (i) the innovative or alternative elements of
the project have caused the project or significant elements of
the complete wastewater treatment system of which the project is
a part to fail to meet project performance standards; (ii) the
failure has significantly increased operation and maintenance
expenditures for the project or the complete waste treatment
system of which the project is a part, or requires significant
additional capital expenditures for corrective action; (iii) the
failure has occurred prior to two years after initiation of
operation of the project; and (iv) the failure is not
attributable to negligence on the part of any person. Any I/A
project adequately demonstrating the above criteria and declared
a failure by the Regional Administrator of USEPA will receive
high funding priority over other projects. Funding for such
projects may come from the Grant Increase Reserve (including I/A
and/or conventional funds in the Grant Increase Reserve) or any
other source permitted by law.

1. For projects with an initial base award of 75 percent, the
grant increase policy is as follows:

Grant increases for cost overruns (increased costs with no
change in the scope of a project) for prior grant awards will
receive additional grant monies when the overall grant amount
falls below 65 percent of the overall eligible cost. The
overall grant amount is the total of all 75 percent base grants
awarded under the Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendments
of 1972 and 1977 (i.e., the base grants for step 1, step 2, and
step 3 grants and grant increases, which excludes any I/A bonus
awards). The overall eligible cost is the total of the eligible
costs of all prior grant actions and the eligible cost of any

-4-
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pending cost overrun grant increases, excluding any I/A funding
bonuses. The amount of the increase will be equivalent to the
amount necessary to increase the overall grant to 65 percent of
the overall eligible cost. If the overall grant amount is equal
to or exceeds 65 percent of the overall eligible cost, no
increase will be awarded. It should, however, be noted that
grant increases for pre-Federal Fiscal Year 1982 awards (i.e.,
75 percent grants) may be further limited as a result of the
federal regulations, effective February 10, 1986, which
establishes a five percent limit on allowable grant increase
awards for each contract of a project.

Including all previously funded eligible costs in the
calculations to determine the overall 65 percent increase will
be inequitable for certain grantees. In general, regional
systems only include the treatment systems and major conveyance
facilities. Collection systems and rehabilitation work are
normally constructed by the local municipality. For
consistency, the eligible costs of collection and rehabllltatlon
work will not be included in the overall eligible cost
calculation where such work has been constructed by the
treatment agency. Therefore, in developing the overall 65
percent increase entitlement, cost overruns will be separately
considered for treatment and/or conveyance systems and for
collection and/or rehabilitation projects.

The amount of any grant increases that will be awarded under the
above criteria will be initially determined by the Department.
Grantees that can receive additional monies will be so

notified. An analysis of the overall grant amount and overall
eligible costs will be included with the determination of the
additional grant funds that can be offered. The grantee will be
afforded an opportunity to review the determination and request
appropriate revisions. Upon final determination of the amount
of the additional increase monies, the grantee may request an
increase, at the 75 percent funding level, that is equivalent to
the grant amount determined through the above criteria. Upon
receipt of such request, the Department will certify the
increase to USEPA for funding.

Use of excess grant funds - general:

Budget line item changes will continue to be made with excess
funds for awarded grants without affecting the funding levels.
In addition to budget line item changes, grant monies can also
be transferred between existing 75 percent step 3 grants where
there are cost overruns in a grant for construction work with no
increase in scope and excess monies in the sponsor's other 75
percent step 3 grant without affecting the funding level. Where
funds are available as a result of reduced scopes of work, such
funds will be deobligated and will not be available for transfer
to other 75 percent step 3 grants or for budget line item
transfers. Such adjustments may be further limited as a result
of the federal regulations, effective February 10, 1986, which
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establishes a five percent limit on allowable grant increases
for each contract of a project.

2. The Department will fund grant increases for projects that
received awards at the 65 or 55 percent initial base grant
level as follows:

65 percent initial base grants will be adjusted as necessary to
cover 65 percent (or, in the case of a 55 percent initial base
grant award, to cover 55 percent) of the low bid building costs
and the associated eligible project costs (administrative/
legal/fiscal costs, limited to one percent of the low bid
building costs, and engineering costs), but will specifically
exclude funds for project contingencies and cost overruns.
Monies available in the grant increase reserve will be used to
award the base grant increases necessary to fund 65 (or 55)
percent of the low bid building costs and the associated
eligible project costs (consistent with the eligible categories
of need at the time of the project's grant award). All grants
that have excess monies will be decreased to 65 (or 55) percent
of the eligible low bid project costs. This decrease will be
done unilaterally by the Department if the grantee does not
forward the required documentation within 30 days after receipt
of the last bid. Further decreases will be made for any excess
grant monies remaining if the final work in place is less than
the grant amount adjusted as a result of the low bid building
costs. (Note: while the grant amount will be limited to the low
bid building cost, budget line item changes may be approved
within these grants where cost overruns may be covered by
underruns in other cost categories that are not attributable to
a reduced scope of work to the extent that the remaining grant
funds will allow. In this case, administrative/legal/fiscal
costs will not be limited to one percent of the low bid building
cost but a greater eligible amount may be approved should
sufficient funds remain in the grant and if sufficient
justification and documentation for the higher eligible costs
are submitted and approved. However, these services, if not
provided by the grantee's own staff, are subject to the federal
procurement requirements contained in 40 CFR Part 33 (as of
October 1, 1988, 40 CER Part 31). It should also be noted

that such adjustments may be further limited as a result of the
federal regulations, effective February 10, 1986, which
establishes a five percent limit on allowable grant increases
for each contract of a project).

B. Reserve for State Management Assistance

At least the first $400,000 of any funds realized through grant
reductions will be used for state administrative purposes to the
extent permitted under the Water Quality Act of 1987 and federal
policy.

'
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C. Reserve for Non-Point Source Pollution Programs

The Administrator of the USEPA will reserve each fiscal year for
each state 1 percent of the sums allotted and available for
obligation under Title VI to such state or $100,000, whichever
is greater, for the purpose of establishing a non-point source
pollution management program. The details of this reserve are
not addressed in this document.

III. Ranking Methodology
A. Water Use/Water Quality Segment Priorities

As in FFY92, the FFY93 Project Priority System evaluates
wastewater treatment projects individually for their anticipated
impacts on existing and potential water uses in combination with
present water quality conditions. All wastewater treatment
projects eligible for financial assistance are included in this
water use/water quality ranking. Each project which is known to
affect the following water uses would receive the corresponding
points:

Existing Water Use Points
Public Potable Water Supply 200
Fishable

Trout 75

Nontrout 25

Shellfish 125
Recreation (Primary Contact) 125
Public Nuisance (On-Site Systems Only) 50
Agricultural Water Use 25
Industrial Water Use 25

Points were assigned to a project on an all or nothing basis.
For instance, whether a project affects a public water supply
serving 2,000 or 200,000 people, it received 200 points. Water
use determinations were based on available documentation and
Departmental staff knowledge. Below are working definitions for
each water use evaluated:

- Public Potable Water Supply: Consists of existing and
projected (based on the state Water Supply Master Plan)
surface water, public and non-public community surface
supply sources or intakes for water companies or
municipalities.




- Eishable:

a. Trout: Includes bodies of fresh water of the state
designated for trout production or maintenance by the
Water Quality Standards (N.J.A.C. 7:9-4.1 et seq.).

b. Nontrout: All fresh water classifications of the state
that are not designated for trout production or
maintenance by the NJ Water Quality Standards, and
including all Delaware River fresh water zones as defined
above mile point 85 by the Delaware River Basin
Commission.

c. Shellfigh: Those bodies of water in the state being ™
~monitored for shellfishing by the Department and those
waters designated as shellfish growing waters pursuant to
N.J.A.C. 7:12-1 et seq.

- Recreation (Primary Contact): Waters which contain bathing
areas routinely monitored as a public bathing beach; also
included is the Delaware River upstream of Trenton (as this
body is widely used for primary recreation purposes).

- Public Nuisance: This category includes problems related

' to on-site systems (such as septic systems) where a direct
water quality impact was not identified but where on-site
failures have been reported.

- Agricultural Water Use: Surface waters which were known to
be diverted for agricultural uses such as irrigation and
farm ponds. Information was based on the issuance of a
state Water Diversion Permit (any surface water diversion
greater than 70 gallons per minute is required to have a
state-issued permit). 1In addition, if a water course flows
through an extensive agricultural area within which no
diversion permits have been issued, then agricultural water
use was assumed to be occurring.

- Industrial Water Use: Surface waters which were known to
be used for industrial cooling and/or process purposes.

An evaluation of existing water quality conditions followed the
water use determinations. Surface water quality of the streams
within the project's service and planning area, along with
receiving waters of a project's treatment plant discharge, were
specifically reviewed. Four different water quality indicators
(dissolved oxygen, nutrients, fecal coliform and toxics) were
compared against the state's Water Quality Standards. Points
were given for each indicator, on the basis of the frequency
each exceeded its respective water quality standard. Higher
points reflected poorer water quality conditions and were
assigned in the following manner:



Meets Marginally Does Not

Parameter Standards Meets Standards Meets Standards
Dissolved Oxygen 0 50 100
Fecal Coliform 0 50 100
Nutrients 0 25 50
Toxics 0 25 50

The points established for the water quality indicators reflect
the impact each has on meeting the state's goal to protect and
enhance surface water resources, quality criteria and designated
water uses. Also included in this determination is the
magnitude of the contribution that municipal sewerage facilities
have on each of the indicators. Dissolved oxygen and fecal
coliform were given the highest points because of their direct
impact on the fishable-swimmable water use, coupled with the
fact that municipal treatment facilities have been known to be a
major cause of contravening these water quality standards.

Nutrients were given lower points since they may cause
conditions that interfere with water uses, but the resulting
conditions will usually not significantly affect the established
water use. Though municipal treatment plants contribute a

large amount of nutrients to the state's water bodies, non-point
sources of pollution have also been found to contribute a

significant amount of nutrients. Nutrients reflect the presence

of phosphorus/phosphates and nitrates/nitrites in the water
body. Points were given to nutrients only if the surface waters
involved significantly impact the following:

- potable water reservoirs,
- surface water impoundments or lakes,
- public bathing areas, and
- shellfish growing waters.

Points for toxics indicate the relative magnitude of ammonia,
metals, pesticides and organic chemicals in the water body.
Toxics were also given the lower points since in most cases the
significant contributions of toxic substances come from
industrial and non-point sources and are therefore not
significantly abated by municipal treatment facilities. 1In the
case of the toxicity of ammonia, municipal facilities are
usually the main source, but the most significant impact is
associated with those streams designated for trout
production/maintenance (a category which already receives a high
number of points under the "water use" subranking).

The segment points were not awarded to projects where an impact
on water quality could not be identified. An example of such a
project would be a sewer rehabilitation project which currently
does not result in raw discharges and the treatment plant being
affected is meeting required discharge limits.



B. Project Discharge Priorities

To assign discharge priority scores, each project was subdivided
into distinct project segments. The individual segments
received the discharge points based upon the existing water
quality impacts associated with each segment. Therefore, a
comprehensive project for upgrading an existing inadequate
secondary discharge, upgrading a facility within the service
area to provide advanced wastewater treatment and rehabilitating
existing sewers would be listed as three separate segments with
different discharge point scores assigned to each based upon the
existing pollution conditions that would be alleviated.

The methodology involves evaluating the existing discharge
conditions to determine which of the following categories most
properly describes the existing situation. The categories are
listed in order of priority. If a project fell into more than
one category, the highest score, for the significant components
of the project, was awarded (e.g., a project to construct
regional conveyance and to upgrade a 10 MGD wastewater treatment
system to correct an inadequate secondary discharge, which will
result in the elimination of a 0.1 MGD primary plant, would be
awarded 200 points).

1. Primary Treatment Discharge (500 points) - The projects in
this category will eliminate existing raw and primary
discharges. Projects in this category also include the
wastewater treatment facility which provides the capacity
for the elimination of these existing discharges and for
sufficient reserve capacity, where eligible, based upon the
cost effectiveness analysis developed in the facilities plan
(in accordance with the federal requirements and the Clean
Water Act) or project report (in accordance with the Project
Report Requirements for New Jersey Wastewater Treatment
Financing Program Projects) and sufficient conveyance
facilities to eliminate the inadequate discharges and to
make the system viable. Where additional flows/conveyance
facilities are necessary for the proposed system to be cost
effective and operable, these eligible facilities may also
be included under the scope of the project.

2. I/I Correction - Overflowing Sewers (250 points) - This
category of projects includes projects which will remove
quantities of infiltration/inflow (I/I) which can
economically be eliminated from the sewer system as
determined in a cost effectiveness analysis that compares
the cost of correcting the infiltration/inflow conditions to
the total cost of transportation and treatment of the
infiltration/inflow. The infiltration/inflow of these
projects result in raw sewage discharge through intermittent
hydraulic overloading of the conveyance system and have
documented water quality impacts. Also included in this
category are those projects which propose the construction
of a new interceptor to relieve a hydraulically overloaded
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system which results in a major discharge of raw or _
inadequately treated wastewater for transport directly to
another interceptor or to a treatment plant.

Combined Sewer Overflow (CSO) projects (250 points) - This
category includes projects to correct combined sewer
overflow conditions. The study of such projects is
extremely complex, requiring comparisons of various
treatment alternatives and the associated cost with benefits
gained in terms of water quality improvements. The points
assigned to CSO remediation projects reflects the impact
these systems are known to have on water quality. The
discharge of untreated sewage during wet weather events is
an inherent feature of such systems. The higher ranking of
CSO remediation projects willy assist in the elimination of
the discharge of untreated sewage and in the Department's
goal of maintaining and improving the state's water quality.

Inadequate Secondary Treatment (200 points) - The projects
in this category are to upgrade or eliminate existing
wastewater treatment facility discharges that cannot meet
secondary treatment standards. Included in this category
are those facilities which due to process limitations are
incapable of meeting secondary treatment standards. Also
included in this category are wastewater treatment
facilities which are incapable of meeting permit standards
for secondary treatment due to intermittent hydraulic
overloading. Projects involving hydraulic overloading which
is a result of infiltration/inflow (and which, as a result
of a cost effectiveness analysis that compares the cost of
correcting the infiltration/inflow (I/I) conditions to the
total cost of transportation and treatment of the I/I
indicates that it is more economical to transport and treat
the I/I than to eliminate the I/I) would be included in this

category.

Projects have been segmented, where appropriate, such that
they will only provide service for existing discharges plus
adequate reserve capacity, where eligible, based upon the
cost effectiveness analysis. Project segments for new
service areas will be included in 6 below. Exceptions will
be made where additional flows (including flows as a result
of the expansion of the existing service area) are necessary
for the proposed system to be cost effective and operable.
Under these circumstances, eligible conveyance systems may
be included within the scope of the financial assistance

agreement.

Sludge Treatment and Disposal Facilities (100 points) - The
projects in this category are for the construction of sludge
treatment and disposal facilities. This includes projects
to serve existing wastewater treatment facilities that
received funding under the federal Construction Grants
Program or the state's Wastewater Treatment Financing
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" Program but where the sludge treatment/disposal facilities
were segmented from the initially funded project(s).

New Systems (50 points) - This category of projects includes
new conveyance systems, on-site management projects and new
or expanded sewage treatment plants (including all
appurtenances) for the primary purpose of providing service
for new wastewater flows. This category alsoc includes
septage treatment facilities and segments of projects that
were initially funded under other categories.

I/I Correction (50 points) - This category includes all
infiltration/inflow correction projects which will remove
quantities of infiltration/inflow which can be economically
eliminated from the »ewer system as determined in a cost
effectiveness analysis that compares the cost of correcting
- the infiltration/inflow conditions to the total cost for
transportation and treatment of the infiltration/inflow.
This category includes all other I/I correction projects for
removing excessive system flows that are not included in 2
or 4 above. The point assignment for I/I correction
projects with no direct surface water quality impacts
reflects the impacts that excessive I/I has on the integrity
of a wastewater treatment system as a whole. Excessive I/I
is responsible for (1) diluting wastewater to the point that
the treatment facilities are frequently unable to satisfy
the percent removal requirements of their NJPDES permit and
(2) occupying capacity within a wastewater treatment system
that could otherwise be used for alternative purposes.

Advanced (More Stringent) Wastewater Treatment Facilities (1
point) - This category includes projects to upgrade adequate
secondary facilities to provide advanced wastewater
treatment. The state is continuing to evaluate all
discharge limitations that require advanced treatment. The
benefits derived from upgrading facilities from secondary to
advanced treatment levels are being carefully analyzed and
compared to the costs associated with this type of project.
Advanced treatment will only be required in those cases
where the costs of advanced treatment can be justified by
water quality improvements, including maintenance of
existing water quality in accordance with the state's
anti-degradation policy.

C. Population Difference

After the segment points and the discharge points were
established for each project, many projects achieved identical
scores. To further rank projects with identical scores, a
population differential was used which assessed additional
points based upon the population served by the project (i.e.,
the population of the service area divided by one million).
Therefore, projects with identical scores were ranked in
descending order and assigned a unit population difference
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between the initial score and the next highest score. It should
be noted that application of the population differential did not
cause any project to be ranked above a project with a higher
initial score. 1In cases where both year-round and seasonal
(peak) populations are given, the year-round population will be
used for ranking purposes.

IV. Public Health Hazard (PHH) Bvypass

Notwithstanding any other provision of the Priority System, in
instances where project conditions are determined to constitute
a public health hazard by the Commissioner of the Department of
Environmental Protection and Energy in consultation with the
Commissioner of the Department of Health, the project will
receive funding priority over other projects on the Priority
List. However, it should be noted that consideration under this
section does not exempt project sponsors from the
Department-established deadlines and requirements under the
state's loan program. A procedure for reviewing PHH Bypass
eligibility has been adopted as follows:

a. To assist the Department in evaluating eligibility to be
declared a public health hazard, the following
substantiating documentation is to be submitted (Note:
information regarding each of the following items may not
be available for all projects. Bypass applications
should comprehensively address these items to the extent
practicable, and may include any additional items not
specifically listed herein.):

l. Identification of the extent of the wastewater
problems. Include a map and a numerical count of
problem wastewater conditions. Describe each type of
problem, show the percentage of homes for each type,
and explain the probable causes of the wastewater
problems. Records of previous attempts to correct the
problems should be included, where available.

2. Identification of the known incidences of sewage-borne
disease in the problem area. List diseases, dates of
occurrence and the name and addresses of affected
residents. :

3. Identification of the number of wells that are
contaminated in the problem area. List names and
addresses of affected residents. Provide data for
concluding that such contamination is the result of
malfunctioning wastewater systems, and list the type
of contamination (e.g., fecal coliform, nitrate,
etc.). Provide data on the availability and/or
feasibility of introducing public water supplies into
the problem area.
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4. Identification of the number of homes or other
building structures that experience sewage back-up
into the occupied areas of the structure. List names
and addresses of affected residents. List the degree
(duration, frequency, and severity) to which the
back-up constitutes a public health hazard and the
cause of each back-up situation.

5. Identification of the number of homes that experience
outdoor surfacing problems. List the number of
properties experiencing outdoor surfacing of sewage,
the reason for the surfacing, and the degree
(duration, frequency, and severity) to which the
surfacing constitutes a public health hazard.
Identify any surface water bodies being impacted and
the type of contamination (e.g., fecal coliform,
nitrate, etc.).

6. Identification of the number of homes that contribute
to ponding of wastewater. List properties where
partially or untreated wastewater has run off site and
ponded or accumulated in proximity to inhabited areas
and/or has resulted in the growth of significant
populations of disease vectors (carriers) such that a
severe public health nuisance exists.

A preliminary review of all applications will be conducted
by the Municipal Wastewater Assistance staff in order to
screen applications that may or may not be eligible for
PHH Bypass consideration under the state's Wastewater
Treatment Financing Program requirements or where
documentation is inadequate to support the PHH Bypass
request. Project sponsors which submit documentation that
is denied at this stage will be notified, in writing, by
Municipal Wastewater Assistance, indicating the reasons
for the denial. (Note: applications denied on the basis
of inadequate documentation may be revised and resubmitted
for further review and action by the Municipal Wastewater
Assistance staff).

A Joint Committee of representatives from both the New
Jersey Department of Health and the New Jersey Department
of Environmental Protection and Energy will review
documentation forwarded by the Municipal Wastewater
Assistance staff for the bypass provision.

The Joint Committee will perform a field inspection of
the problem area. Applicants will be notified in advance
of the visit so that a representative may be present
during the inspection.

The Joint Committee will report its findings from the

supporting documentation and site inspection and make a
recommendation to the Commissioners of the Departments of
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Health and Environmental Protection and Energy to make
the final determination regarding bypass eligibility.

The Department of Health may make separate determinations
on mandatory or recommended actions to be taken
immediately to protect the public health and welfare.

The Municipal Wastewater Assistance staff will make
determinations with respect to the conformance of proposed
wastewater projects with the regulatory requirements of the
Wastewater Treatment Financing Program regardless of eligibility
for the PHH Bypass. No project will be certified or approved
unless all requirements of federal and state funding programs
are met, including development of the most cost effective,
environmentally sound and implementable solution to the health
hazard conditions. 1In addition, the priority bypass will only
be applicable to those portions of the overall project that will
eliminate the health hazard conditions.

New collection systems and appurtenances (category 4A needs)
required to correct public health hazard conditions are included
in the Governor's Discretionary Fund for FFY93 and are therefore
eligible for state loans. However, in order to permit the
Department to award loans to other highly ranked projects in the
fundable range of the List in a timely manner (consistent with
the target certification dates), funding of PHH Bypass projects
may otherwise be limited.

Requests for PHH Bypass eligibility which were received on or

before January 15, 1992 received high priority for staff review
to permit processing of the bypass and loan award within SFY94.

V. Priority List Procedures

The Project Priority List is developed through consideration of a
segment category which ranks projects in accordance with the
water quality improvements that will be achieved considering the
existing water quality conditions, and a discharge category which
ranks projects on the basis of the degree of water pollution
problems associated with the existing wastewater discharge. Both
the segment category and the discharge category assign the
highest point values to the most severe water quality

conditions. The Project Priority List is developed by adding the
segment category point scores to the discharge category point
scores and ordering the projects according to total points,
highest to lowest. Equivalent total scores are ranked in
accordance with the population served by the particular project
(i.e., the greater the population, the higher the rank).

Projects may be subdivided into operable segments which are
independently ranked for water quality impacts and discharge
conditions. Listing on the FFY93 Project Priority List was the
first prerequisite to be considered eligible for a state loan
under the Wastewater Treatment Financing Program for the
construction of wastewater treatment facilities in SFY94. The
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applicant has the responsibility of submitting all the required
application material in a timely manner.

The Priority List presents the estimated total eligible building
costs under the appropriate treatment category. The figure under
the "Total Eligible Project Cost" includes the estimated total
eligible building costs, the related construction services (i.e.,
administrative, legal, engineering, inspection, one year start-up
services, etc.) and the appropriate allowance for planning and/or
design. The figure under the "Total State Share" column '
represents 100 percent of the estimated total eligible project
costs for state loan projects. The Department has adjusted
project costs identified on the List based on staff knowledge and
experience of anticipated project costs. Justified revised costs
submitted by project sponsors in response to the public
hearings/public participation program were included on the final
FFY93 List. The FFY93 Project Priority List identifies those
projects eligible for loans in SFY94.

As a result of the public hearings and public comments,
appropriate changes to the Priority System, Intended Use Plan and
Project Priority List are made by the Department, and are fully
discussed within the Response Document. Any significant
revisions to the Project Priority List during the fiscal year
will also be the subject of a public hearing. The Department
will not, however, consider the following revisions to the
Project Priority List to be significant:

a. Bypassing (i.e., deferring funding of) a project to a future
fiscal year if all requirements (including commitment to and
compliance with the project document submittal schedule) of
the New Jersey Wastewater Treatment Financing Program have
not been satisfied on schedule;

b. Increases or decreases in allowable project costs that may
influence the fundable range of the Priority List;

¢. The addition of a project or projects to the fundable range
as a result of their qualifying under the PHH Bypass criteria;

d. The revision of the fundable range of the Priority List as a
result of a change in the allocation that New Jersey receives
or a change in the state's contribution to the SRF and/or as
a result of a revision to the total amount of monies made
available from the Fund/Trust program;

e. The revision of the fundable range of the Priority List as a
result of ensuring the proper dollar amount is obligated to
eligible project categories included under the Clean Water
Act's reauthorization.

The projects on the List are ordered according to their sum total

of category points, highest to lowest, with tied scores ranked by
greatest population served, to result in a final project priority
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ranking. Projects will be eligible to receive state loans in
rank order provided project sponsors comply with the planning,
design and application deadlines and requirements. Thus, these
"rankings reflect, in a comprehensive manner, overall state
considerations, the appropriate inputs of national priorities and
the USEPA Guidelines. '

INTENDED USE PLAN

This Intended Use Plan provides information on the FFY93
allotment which New Jersey plans to channel into the Wastewater
Treatment Financing Program to provide loans for projects in
SFY94. The Intended Use Plan identifies state policies
governing loan awards and includes information on the following:
(a) the list of projects to be used for funding purposes, (b)
the long and short term goals of the state's program, (c) the
programmatic activities to be supported with the anticipated
funds, (d) the timing and use of such funds, (e) the criteria
and method of distribution of the funds and (f) provisions for
interim reporting (as required by the Regional Administrator at
the time of capitalization grant award).

Programmatic requirements imposed by the Water Quality Act of
1987 include:

A. The schedule of state capitalization grant payments will be
jointly agreed upon by the Administrator of USEPA and each
state and will be based upon the state's Intended Use Plan.

. States are required to deposit in the SRF, from state
monies, an amount equal to at least 20 percent of the total

. amount of all capitalization grants which will be made to
the state.

B. The fund created with federal capitalization grants can only
be used to provide assistance for the construction of
publicly owned treatment works, as well as for the
implementation of a non-point source management program and
the development and implementation of an estuary
conservation and management plan. However, all funds in the
SRF as a result of federal capitalization grants (i.e.,
capitalization grants, the state match, interest, and
initial loan repayments from these grants, and leveraging
proceeds, but not proceeds from state monies in excess of
the match) must first be used to assure maintenance of
progress toward compliance with the enforceable deadlines,
goals and the requirements of the Clean Water Act.

C. Monies in the SRF may be used to provide loans at or below
market interest rates, for terms not greater than 20 years
(after completion of construction). Repayments must begin
no later than 1 year after completion of the project and
must be credited to the SRF (principal and interest) for -
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Title VI purposes. The recipient of a loan must establish a
dedicated source of repayments. The Act also authorizes the
use of federal SRF monies to refinance local debt
obligations, provide guarantees or purchase insurance.

States must reserve the greater of $100,000 or one percent
of its annual allotment for the development and
implementation of non-point source pollution management
programs.

Additionally, the following is a listing of the major state
wastewater treatment project funding policies.

E.

The Department established the following project document
submittal schedule and required that all local government
units listed or eligible for listing on the FFY93 Project
Priority List (for SFY94 loan funding) advise the Assistant
Director (now Administrator), Municipal Wastewater
Assistance (in writing, with a copy to the Administrator,
Wastewater Facilities Requlation) prior to the close of the
comment period for the FFY93 Priority System/Intended Use
Plan/Project Priority List proposal of their intent to
commit to the schedule below.

Planning Documents April 27, 1992
Design Documents November 2, 1992
Loan Application March 1, 1993

An acceptable planning documentation submittal must consist
of a complete project report, the appropriate environmental
planning documentation for the level of environmental review
determined applicable by the Department, complete cultural
resources survey documentation, a long term sludge
management plan (in cases where the project involves a
treatment plant upgrade or expansion), documentation of
completed public participation activities, and the results
of preliminary coordination activities with lead agencies
regarding environmental and permit concerns. In addition,
as part of the planning documentation submittal, proof of a
final NJPDES permit or a Discharge Allocation Certificate
for the project for which the applicant is requesting
funding assistance must be submitted. 1In this way, all
final effluent conditions will be known and agreed upon at
the time of the submittal of the planning documentation.
Note that the Department intends to notify project sponsors
by August 17, 1992 of their eligibility to continue in the
design phase based upon the acceptability of the planning
documentation submittal of April 27, 1992. Projects with
unacceptable planning documentation submittals will be
bypassed at this time.

In order to provide better cost estimates to the state

legislature for incorporation into appropriations bills,
project sponsors will be given the opportunity to-
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revise/update the estimated allowable project costs
identified on the FFY93 Project Priority List via their
April 27, 1992 planning documentation submittal. Further,
since the project sponsor's initial loan award may be
limited to such cost revision/update the Department will
verify the estimated allowable project costs it intends to
include in the January 15, 1993 Report to the Legislature
with the project sponsor (through the August 17, 1992
planning documentation acceptance correspondence).

Failure of the local government unit to advise the Assistant

Director, Municipal Wastewater Assistance in writing of

their commitment to the established project document
submittal schedule by the close of the comment period for
the Proposed Priority System, Intended Use Plan and Project
Priority List was interpreted by the Department as a
decision by the local government unit to not pursue funding
in SFY94. This will result in those projects being deemed
ineligible for funding in FFY93/SFY94 and will result in a
"BEYOND 93" designation for the estimated state
certification date on the final Project Priority List. Such
projects remain on the Project Priority List and are
eligible for funding in future years.

Wastewater treatment project categories eligible for
assistance from the SRF may be limited since the SRF must
use an amount equal to the federal capitalization grant for
the following project categories: secondary treatment
(including sludge treatment/disposal), advanced wastewater
treatment, infiltration/inflow correction and new
interceptors and appurtenances. However, the Governor's 20
percent discretionary authority will be used to maximize the
state's flexibility in awarding SRF loans to high priority
projects. Given the Governor's Discretionary Fund and since
state monies are anticipated to be made available in SFY94,
project categories that would not be eligible under the
federal requirements may be eligible under the New Jersey
Wastewater Treatment Financing Program. These categories
include collection systems, major sewer system
rehabilitation, and correction of combined sewer overflow

projects.

Loan awards for new project segments will be made in SFY94
for up to 100 percent of the allowable project costs to
cover the low bid building cost (i.e., no cost overruns or
contingencies), administrative/fiscal/legal costs (limited
to one percent of the total low bid building cost),
construction management costs (limited to 12 percent of the
total low bid building cost), as well as the appropriate
allowance for planning and/or design. However, the initial
loan amount will be limited to the lesser of (1) the
estimated allowable project cost identified in the
Department's August 17, 1992 planning documentation
acceptance correspondence, included in the January 15, 1993
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Report to the Legislature and as approved in the
appropriation bills for that funding cycle, (2) the
allowable project costs based on the engineer's estimate in
the project sponsor's loan application package and (3)
funding based on the low bid building cost. The adjustment
to provide funding based on the low bid building cost (as
applicable) will be made only after all project-related
contracts have been awarded. At this time, the Wastewater
Treatment Financing Program cannot commit to provide loan
increases due to low bid adjustment. Consideration will be
given to providing warranted loan increases due to low bid
adjustment subject to the New Jersey Wastewater Treatment
Trust's approval, legislative approval in the form of an
appropriations bill(s) providing such loan monies, and the
availability of funds for such purposes. As a result of
this policy, any dollar changes in cost estimates for
projects on the List may result in the Department requesting
the local unit to provide a third party's concurrence on the
cost change. Should cost underruns occur which result in
loan funds remaining after the low bid building cost
adjustment and the completion of construction, budget line
item changes may be approved for allowable cost overruns.

In this case, administrative/legal/fiscal costs and
construction management costs will not be limited to one and
12 percent, respectively of the low bid building cost, but a
greater amount could be approved should sufficient funds

remain in the loan and if sufficient justification and

documentation for the higher costs are submitted and
approved. In the event that a loan recipient receives the
Department's approval to reduce the project scope for which
funding was awarded through the elimination of a contract
(or portion thereof), the eligible project cost (and
therefore the loan amount) will be reduced (through the
Department's and the Trust's "deobligation") in a loan
amount equal to the estimated cost of that scope of work
which was included in the original loan award.

State loan funding will only be provided to publicly owned
wastewater treatment facilities. However, if a unit of
government assumes ownership of a system which was
previously privately owned, it may be funded under the
authority of section 603(c) of the federal Clean Water Act.
At its option, the state may deem the public ownership
requirement to be met for small/onsite systems where
adequate inspections and operations are assured through the
establishment of a management district or use of service
easements or agreements.

Planning and design costs of the project are not directly
eligible for loan awards from the New Jersey Wastewater
Treatment Financing Program. However, an allowance to
assist in defraying the planning and design costs will be
provided to a project as a percentage of the allowable
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building cost at the time of receipt of a loan for
construction of the project.

All projects must be sized in accordance with the cost
effectiveness analysis and, as a minimum, to accommodate not
only existing needs but also the amount of reserve capacity
which is determined to be cost effective over a 20 year
planning period. The recipient's loan assistance will
generally be limited to the cost of the project with a
capacity based upon flow records, existing documented
unsewered needs and flows anticipated prior to the date of
initiation of operation as established in the loan
agreement. However, recent amendments to the program's
regulations (N.J.A.C. 7:22-4.36) allow the borrower to
apply for a market rate Trust loan to cover incremental
costs related to reserve capacity (costs which were
previously unallowable under the loan program).

Local government units are required to meet the technical
and administrative provisions of the regulations of the
Department and the Trust (N.J.A.C. 7:22-3, 4, 5, 8 and

9). Disbursement and loan repayment requirements must also
be consistent with the regqulations. Additionally, project
sponsors must comply with the Environmental Assessment
Requirements for State Assisted Wastewater Treatment
Facilities (N.J.A.C. 7:22-10).

Certain projects are eligible to receive pre-award approvals
provided the requirements of the regulations (N.J.A.C.
7:22-3.32 and 4.32) are met. This is a significant
difference from the federal grant program, since project
sponsors may maintain the eligibility of project costs
incurred prior to the execution of formal state loan
agreements. However, to maintain the eligibility of such
costs, project planning (including the appropriate
environmental documentation), design and contract documents
must be reviewed and approved by the Municipal Wastewater
Assistance staff (including issuance of authorization to
advertise and award contracts for which reimbursement is
sought) as well as securing all permits and approvals for
the construction of the project. In addition, the receipt
of state disbursements for building costs incurred prior to
the award of a Fund loan may not be fully disbursed upon
award. As a direct result of federal policy, such costs may
only be paid in equal amounts over the number of quarters
over which the state can receive capitalization grant
payments (which will typically be eight quarters).

Project sponsors should be aware that a goal of not less
than 10 percent of the costs for construction, materials or
services for a project must be awarded to small business
concerns owned and controlled by socially and economically
disadvantaged individuals (SEDs) as defined in the Small
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637(a) and (d)) and any
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regulations promulgated pursuant thereto. The Department
and the Trust have adopted the SED regulations (N.J.A.C.
7:22-9), which identify the SED utilization requirements
that project sponsors will have to meet.

N. 'In instances where the project conditions are determined to
constitute a public health hazard by the Commissioner of the
Department of Environmental Protection and Energy, in
consultation with the Commissioner of the Department of
Health, a project may receive funding priority over other
projects on the Project Priority List.

0. SRF loans will only be awarded to a distinct project segment
that will result, in itself, in an operable treatment works
(i.e., not relying on award of funds for additional portions

of the project).

In addition to the above, the Clean Water Act, and USEPA's
National Municipal Policy (NMP) mandates that all wastewater
facilities must meet water quality standards by July 1,
1988. Financial assistance awards cannot be made to such NMP
projects unless a federal or state court-sanctioned order or
state administrative order (only accepted in certain cases)
specifying a compliance schedule beyond the July 1, 1988
date has been established. The financial assistance may
then be awarded, with the project schedule in compliance
with the order. A copy of the judicial or administrative
order will be required at the time of submittal of the loan
application.

%* * %*

The short term goal of New Jersey's wastewater financing program
is to provide funding to needed, high-ranked wastewater
treatment facilities. The long term goal of the program is to
establish a sound, self-sufficient, self-perpetuating financing
program to assist communities with the financial burden of
providing costly wastewater treatment facilities to meet
on-going water quality improvement/maintenance needs of the
state.

As a result of the differences in the state and federal fiscal
years, New Jersey's Intended Use Plan proposal for receiving the
Federal Fiscal Year 1993 allotment for State Revolving Fund
purposes does not commence until SFY94, as follows:

Oct 92 Jan 93 Apr 93 Jul 93 Oct 93 Jan 94 Apr 94 Jul 94

0 : 0 0 $49.0 0 0 0 0
million

The federal monies identified above may be combined with state

monies in an amount at least equal to 20 percent of the federal
capitalization grant (approximately $10 million). Those monies
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will be used to provide loans to municipalities for their high
ranking wastewater treatment project(s) on the FFY93 Project
Priority List at approximately one-half the market interest rate
for up to 100 percent of the eligible project costs for a term
of 20-23 years.

As provided for in the January 1988 Initial Guidance for State
Revolving Funds, a state that has deposited monies in a
dedicated revolving fund after March 7, 1985 and prior to
receiving a capitalization grant, may credit these monies toward
the match, binding commitments, and equivalency requirements.
Since many of the projects certified by the Department in SFY88
through SFY92 qualify under the criteria to bank monies toward
the specific requirements, at least a portion of the state
monies may be requested to be qualified as bankable to satisfy
the SRF's match, binding commitment and equivalency requirements.

In recognition that modifications to the provisions of this
Intended Use Plan may occur, the Department may provide updates
of the Plan to the USEPA (including updates of actual dates).
In addition to the above, an Annual Report representing the
actual use of the SRF funds will be submitted to the USEPA in
accordance with the requirements of the Water Quality Act of
1987 and Agency guidance.
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Wastewater Treatment Financing Program Schedule

DATE

April 27, 1992

August 17, 1992

November 2, 1992

on or before
January 15, 1993

March 1, 1993

on or before April 1

on or before May 15

on or before July 1

July 3, 1993

On or after

September 15, 1993

ACTION

-Applicants submit all planning
documents (i.e., project report) to
DEPE, including DAC or final NJPDES
permit

~-DEPE notifies project sponsors of
acceptability of planning
documentation submittal and verifies
estimated allowable project costs

-Applicants submit all design
documents to DEPE

-DEPE/Trust submits list of projects
(based on federal Priority System
ranking methodology) to legislature
for forthcoming State Fiscal Year

-Applicants submit complete loan
application to DEPE/Trust

-Legislature approves

appropriation and authorization
bills for project funding
-Financial Plan for forthcoming
State Fiscal Year submitted by
DEPE/Trust to legislature
-Legislature acts on Financial Plan

-DEPE/Trust transmit draft loan
agreements to qualifying applicants

-Trust financial transactions
complete

- Execute loan agreements
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2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 1
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 FROJECT FPRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligibte Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Ellgible Total Est
Rank Loan /Sea No Praoject State St Cert
Recipient Cat % Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat 5 Costs Amount Date
= - = A= = Bt ] $83 0 I R 4 B I8 120 50 6T R 40 B T 2 2
i 34054704 3,873 4,454 BEYONDY S
RAHUWAY VALLEY SA
2 34044003 348 400 BEYOND%3
FLEMINGTON BOROUGH
3 » 340437-02 5,500 6,660 &,660 T 930730
NEW BRUNSMWICK CITY
4 34043504 25,786 29,654 HEYOND?3
PERTH AMBOY CITY
S 340486803 1,141 2,243 19,921 23,933 BEYOND?3
HOPATCONG BOROUGH
é 34038405 13,000 3,000 4,000 26,315 BEYOND?3
MUSCONETCONG SA
7 340384—-04 7,500 2,000 3,000 15,022 15,022 T 930730
MUBCONETCONG SA
8 340463804 1,054 1,308 BEYOND9Y3
BRIDGEWATER TOWNSHIP
9 J40747-05 2,142 12,780 15,3469 BEYOND93
JEFFERSON TOWNSHIP
10 = 340768404 225 283 283 T 930730
RARITAN BOROUGH
14 » 34054103 1,174 ?,369 12,6846 12,686 T 930730
MOUNT ARLINGTON BOROUGH
12 340746304 2,948 3,425 BEYOND93
TRIBORO—-FPALMYRA
NOTE # - Project(s) indicating anticlpated compliance with FFY ?3/5FY 94 project documant submittal dates as established per

the Project Status/Froject Bypaasing provisions of the FFY 93 FPriority Byatea.

Eastimated State certification date

for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resalution of all projJect funding requirements and the avallability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Program monies.

All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)

Cat { - Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation
Cat 5 - Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows

Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment
Cat 4A— New Collectors & Appurtenances

Cat 3Aa— Infiltration/Inflow Covvection

Cat 4K~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances
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2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 2
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Project State St Cert
Recipient Cat ¢ Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date
13 » 340701-03 350 438 438 T 9230730
WEST MILFORD TWP MUA
14 340835-01 204 259 BEYOND93
ORADELL. BOROUGH
15 340518-02 2,632 2,949 BEYOND93
ATLANTIC COUNTY UA (UGEH/MRR)
16 34035403 2,749 3,462 BEYOND93
PEQUANNOCK , LINCOLN, FAIRFIELD 8A
17 340748-03 . 12,948 14,6894 BEYOND?3
BERGEN COUNTY UA
16 3404652-02 2,000 3,000 . 10,000 19,198 BEYOND?3
NORTH BERGEN TOWNSHIP/HUDSON CO UA
19 34063203 2,400 1,800 5,395 BEYOND93
NORTH BERGEN TOWNSHIP/HUDS8ON CO UA
20 340418-03 7,000 15,4665 6,095 33,740 BEYOND?3
OAKLAND BOROUGH
21 34040302 4,205 1,122 : 4,940 10,844 BEYOND93
RINGWOOD BOROUGH SA
22 340925-01 2,000 200 3,400 BEYOND93
WRIGHTSTOWN (WRIGHTSTOWN MUA)
23 34072003 82 734 834 BEYOND93
MIDDLE TWP SA (AVALON MANOR)
24 340495-03 1,470 637 2,824 BEYOND93
SPAKTA TOWNSHIP
NOTE # -~ Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 923/5FY 94 project document submittal dates as established per

the Project Status/Froject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority System. Estimated State certification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availability of

State Wastewater Treatment Financing FProgram monies.

All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)

Cat 4 ~ Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 -~ Advanced Treatment

Cat 3A— Infiltration/Inflow Corvection

Cat 3B— Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4B~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances
Cat 5 - Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows
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2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 3
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Coat Breakdown (Total Bullding Cosats) Eligible Totat Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Project State St Cert

Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat & Costs Amount Date

25 340469903 179,409 211,344 BEYOND?3
MIDDLESEX COUNTY UA

26 34092801 207,390 72,053 334,743 BEYOND93
HUDSON COUNTY UA/JERSEY CITY 6A

27 34039909 10,8446 12,473 EEYOND?3
HUDSON COUNTY UA (HOBOKEN)

28 34094202 58, 3464 469,292 BEYOND?3
ELXZABETH CITY

29 340299-04 4,199 5,044 10,179 BEYOND93
LINDEN-ROSELLE SA

30 340639-05 1,520 1,826 HEYONDY3
RIDGEWOOD VILLAGE

31 34044304 1414 127 BEYONDY3
EDGEWATER BOROUGH

I2 n 34093401 3,000 3,655 3,65 T 930730
CAPE MAY COUNTY MUA

33 340430~-02 79,793 4,762 EBEYOND?3
PABSAIC VALLEY S8C

34 340926-014 1,000 1,204 BEYOND?3
PATERSON CITY

35 340898-01 8,095 9,562 HEYOND93
HAMILTON TOWNSHIP

346 34039908 14,510 13,236 BEYOND93
HUDSON COUNTY UA (BAYONNE)

NOTE » - Project(s) indicating anticlipated compliance with FFY 93/8FY 94 project document aubmittal datea as establlshed per

the Project Status/Project Bypassing provisions of the FFY 23 Priority System.

Estimated State caertification date

for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirvements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Program monies.

All costs shown are in thousands ($10

Cat

i — Secondary/Studge/Septage Trea

Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilita
Cat § - Correction of Combined Sewer

Q0's)

tment
tion
Over f lows

Cat 2 -~ Advanced Treatment
Cat 4A— New Collectors & Appurtenances

Cat 3A- Infiltration/Inflow Correction
Cat 4B— New Intervceptors & Appurtenances



2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERDEY FAGE
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST

Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Bullding Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seqa No Praoject State 8t Cert

Reciplent Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date

37 340716-02 14,333 3,813 18,315 BEYOND93
LITTLE FALLS MUA

38 340503-03 4,080 1,020 3,320 9,576 BEYOND9?3
SUSSBEX COUNTY MUA (POCHUCK)

39 » 34074402 150 350 422 4622 T 930730
8USSEX BOROUGH

40 » 34049904 14,960 ) 17,950 17,950 (13
MIDDLESEX COUNTY UA

41 340699-03 285,613 339,238 BEYOND?3
MIDDLESEX COUNTY UA

42 340755-03 12,241 2,487 ) 17,482 BEYOND®?3
WILLINGBORO MUA

43 » 34079404 4,220 1,650 . 700 10,113 - 10,113 "n
DELRAN SA—DELRAN

44 »n 34047403 12,000 14,426 14,426 T 9230730
NEW PROVIDENCE BOROUGH

43 340712-03 2,224 ' 2,646 BEYOND93
BURLINGTON TOWNSHIP

446 % 34079403 1,444 4,482 7,029 7,029 T 930730
RIVERSIDE SA

47 = 340929-02 4,454 5,404 5,404 (1]
WAYNE TOWNSHIP '

48 = 340881-01 500 2,600 500 4,370 4,370 n
HAWTHORNE BROROUGH

NOTE =% - Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/6FY 94 project document submittal dates as established per

the Project Status/Project Bypassing provislons of the FFY 93 Priority System. Estimated State certification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Program monies.

NOTE #% — Project(s) anticipated to be certified for potential State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY?3.

All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)
Cat 1 - Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 3A— Infiltration/Inflow Covrvection

Cat 3B- Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 49A— New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4B- New Interceptors & Appurtenances
Cat & — Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows
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/26792 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE S
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT FRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Bullding Costs) Eliglible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Project State St Cert
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date
§ TRV Y- ST ST VEC SR U T R AR S T R e R T

49 3408682-03 8,000 9,652 BEYONDYS
LAMBERTVILLE SA

SO » 34057303 10,000 ; 12,044 12,044 T 930730
SUSSEX BOROUGH

S = 340446306 3,105 3,755 3,735 T 930730
MEDFORD LAKES BOROUGH

52 34092301 1,700 2,118 BEYOND?3
HACKENSACK CITY

53 3405246—04 8,752 2,244 12,5614 BEYOND93
GLOUCESTER CO UA (LOGAN)

54 340453-03 . 598 4114 911 2,428 BEYOND?3
WARREN CO-PAULINSKILL/BLAIRSTOWN

55 340747-04 1,136 3,796 5,142 BEYOND93
JEFFERSON TOWNSHIP (ROCKAWAY)

Sé 340372-13 1,750 2,145 BEYOND93
OCEAN COUNTY UA

57 340832-014 443 3,992 4,547 BEYOND93
HOWELL TWwP MUA

S0 =« 340846801 4,068 4,940 4,940 T 930730
ABERDEEN TOWNSHIP MUA

59 J40935-04 700 300 1,354 BEYOND?3
MANSFIELD TOWNSHIP

&0 34074702 1,428 1,716 BEYOND9?3
JEFFERSON TOWNSHIP

NOTE # - Project(s) indicating anticipated complliance with FFY 93/SFY 94 project document submittal dates as established pev

the Project Status/Project Bypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority System.

Estimated State certification date

for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Frogram monies.

All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)

Cat 4 — Secondary/Sludges/Septage Treatment
Cat 3B- Major Sewer System Rehabilitation

Cat 5 — Correction of Combined Sewer Dverflows

Cat 2 -~ Advanced Treatment
Cat 4A— New Collectors & Appurtenances

Cat 3A- Infiltration/Inflow Correction
Cat 4B~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances



2R

226792 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE A
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST

Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Ellgible Total Est
Rank L.oan /Seq No Froject State St Cert
Reciptent Cat Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat 5 Costs Amount Date
&5 .0m - - a - R R ” Lt e e e U B2 U MR SB RE I uS
b = 340927014 6,000 4,000 14,866 14,466 %%
HAMMONTON TOWNSHIP
62 340684-04 4,293 5,124 HEYOND93
NORTHEAST MONMOUTH RSA B
&3 34033403 644 484 : 1,354 BEYOND?3
LONG BRANCH SA
&4 340386—-04 48,549 84,098 HEYOND?3
BERGEN COUNTY UA
65 340399-20 5,000 15,000 26,540 BEYOND93
HUDSON COUNTY UA(N.B.-CENTRAL) . :
&6 34039949 2,579 4,017 1,054 12,350 EBEYOND93
HUDSON COUNTY UA (SECAUCUS)
&7 340706-03 8,389 @,857 HEYOND?3
WASHINGTON BOROUGH
&8 340526-05 281 148 513 BEYOND?3
GLOUCESTER CO UA (MULLICA HILL)
&9 340822-02 2,025 225 2,539 BEYOND?3
PEAPACK & GLADSTONE BORKOUGH
70 » 340943-014 14,474 ‘ 17,268 17,248 T 930730
MT LAUREL TOWNSHIP MUA
71 »n 340921-01 8,100 ‘ 10, 600 10,600 "
MILLVILLE CITY
72 ® 340463-04 2,000 10,000 200 500 2,800 18,593 18,593 T 930730
MEDFORD TOWNSHIP
NOTE # - Pralject(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/5FY 94 project document submittal dates as established per

the Project Status/Project Bypassing provisions of the FFY 923 Priority System. Estimated State cevtification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requlremants and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Program monies. .

NOTE #x — Project(s) anticipated to be certified for potential State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY?3.

All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)
Cat § — Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment ’ Cat 3A- Infiltrationw/Inflow Corvection

Cat 3B- Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4B— New Interceptors & Appurtenances
Cat S - Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows
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2/246/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY . PAGE ?
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST
Total
Ellgible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /8eq No Project State St Cert
Recipliant Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat 5 Costs Amount Date
73 34089401 2464 345 BEYOND?3
WESBTERN MODNMOUTH UA
T4 340795-02 3,252 3,889 BEYOND?3
FAIRLAWN BOROUGH
s 340446305 2,550 52 102 2,713 6,555 BEYOND93
EVESHAM MUA (WOODSTREAM)
76 n 3404639—-03 12,400 15,244 15,244 T 930730
RIDGEWOOD VILLAGE
7 J409441~014 5,000 6,360 BEYOND?3
SUSSEX COUNTY MUA
78 340738-03 1,122 10,098 i1,898 BEYOND93
WYCKOFF TOWNSHIP ‘
79 340948-01 2,732 3,331 3,338 T 9230730
OLD TAPPAN BOROUGH
80 = 34087002 1,357 800 2,879 2,879 T 930730
PENNSVILLE SA
81 » 340428-03 4,000 4,920 4,920 *n
WOODSTOWN SA
82 340526046 1,122 5614 1,923 BEYOND93
GLOUCESTER CO UA (GIBBSTOWN)
83 34094704 800 300 1,386 BEYOND®3
DELAWARE TOWNSHIF MUA
84 34070003 &,400 2,977 7,977 T 930730
NORTHWEST BERGEN CO UA
NOTE # — Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/SFY 924 project document submittal dates as established per
the Project Status/Project Bypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority System. Estimated State certification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availabitity of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Program monies.
NOTE =% - Project(s) anticipated to be certified for potential Btate Wastewater Treatment Financing

All costs shown are

In thousands ($1000's)

Cat 1 - Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation

Cat 5 — Corvection

of Combined Sewer Ovevflows

Cat 2 — Advanced Treatment
Cat 4A— New Collectors & Appurtenavnces

in State FY?3.

Cat 3A- Infiltration/Inflow Corrvection

Cat 4B~ New Intercepturs & Appurtenances



2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY PAGE =}
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST

Total
Eligible Category Cout Breakdown (Tatal Bullding Costs) Etigible Total Est :
Rank Loan /Seq No Project State St Cert ;
Reciplent Cat & Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat S Castse Amount Date §
- A RO SN B BT N B LB o ol R S SN L TS ML B B
85 3408685-01 8195 . 1,172 BEYOND93
HOPEMWELL TOWNSHIP MUA
886 340652~014 1,800 1,000 200 3,795 BEYOND?3
NORTH BERGEN TOWNSHIP/HUDSON CO UA
87 = 340537-03 20,000 23,940 23,9240 T 930730
MT OLIVE TOWNSHIP .
a8 34082301 83 744 838 BEYOND93
WATCHUNG BOROUGH
89 = 34092401 6,165 7,457 7,457 LT
CLINTON TOWN
?0 34068305 105,400 - 125,498 BEYOND93
PASSAIC VALLEY SC
21 34051803 5,270 5,614 12,933 . BEYOND93
ATLANTIC COUNTY UA <UGEH)
P2 » 34069906 54,200 464,390 64,390 T 930730
MIDDLESEX COUNTY UA
?3 340640-04 48, 350 . 81,064 HEYOND93
CAMDEN COUNTY MUA C
P94 w 34037247 2,100 10,966 10,964 T 930730
OCEAN COUNTY UA
95 340887-01 3,689 4,494 " BEYOND93
STONY BROOK REGIONAL 6A
Q6 n 340818-04 8,235 @,747 P, 747 %
BURLINGTON COUNTY BOARD OF FREEHOLDERS
NOTE # - Project(s) iIndicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/8FY 94 project document submittal dates as established per

the Project Status/Project Bypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority Syastem. Estimated State certification date
for project{(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requivrements and the avallability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Program monilea.

NOTE #nn — Project(s) anticipated to be certified for potential State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY93.

ALl costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)
Cat 1 — Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment ' Cat 3A- Infiltration/Inflow Correction

Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4B~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances
Cat 3 — Covrection of Combined Sewer Overflows
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2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY ’ PAGE ?
FEDERAL. FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST

Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Tatal Bullding Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /8eq No Project State 8t Cert
Recipient Cat & Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat S Costa Amount Date
97 340687-05 29,802 : 34,530 BEYOND?3
BERGEN COUNTY UA
28 34068603 42,310 50,353 BREYOND93
JT MEETING-E8SEX & UNIDN
?9 34039915 15,403 18,515 BEYOND?3
HUDSON COUNTY UA
100 340900-01 ‘ 21,094 24,181 BEYOND93
HUDBON COUNTY UA (AREA I) ,
104 34040504 3,952 ’ ) 4,722 BEYOND93
ATLANTIC COUNTY UA
102 340547-05 3,356 . 3,879 BEYOND?3
RAHMAY VALLEY SA
103 34082103 12,531 14,315 BEYOND93
ROCKAWAY VALLEY REG BA
104 34048404 . 4,854 ' 8,264 BEYOND9?3
NORTHEAST MONMOUTH COUNTY RSA : '
105 340390-05 2,189 ‘ 2,501 BEYOND®3
WANAQUE VALLEY REG SA
104 34088401 1,004 1,198 BEYOND9?3
PARSIPPANY-TROY HILLS TWpP
107 340468205 15,238 ) 18,281 BEYOND?3
LINDEN-ROSELLE SA '
108 340775-03 4,500 ' 5,325 BEYOND®3
WESTERN MONMOUTH UA
All costs shown are In thousands ($1000°‘s)
Cat 1 ~ Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 —- Advanced Treatment ' Cat 3A- Infiltration/Inflow Correction
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabititation Cat 4A—- New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4B~ New Interceptors A Appurtenances

Cat 5 - Correction of Comblined Sewer Overflows
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2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE io
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT FRIORITY LIST

Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Etigible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Froject State 8t Cert
Reciplent Cat 4 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date
109 340646406 9,457 11,697 BEYOND?3
CAPE MAY COUNTY MUA
110 340929-014 ) 1,360 1,836 BEYONDY?3
WAYNE TOWNSHIF
114 340607-03 3,264 - 2,754 ‘ 5,304 12,479 BEYOND93 i
N. BURLINGTON CO RSA (SOUTH) |
112 340820~-03 2,824 ' 3,380 BEYOND?3 :
LONG BRANCH SA .
113 340819-02 3,920 ' . 4,483 BEYOND?3
MT HOLLY SA
114 34093001 1,178 1,474 BEYQOND?3
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP MUA
115 34089502 2,108 314 2,912 BEYOND?3
WINSLOW TWP ' :
116 34052603 1,295 Sb614 281 2,574 BEYOND?3
GLOUCESTER CO UA (MONROE)
147 340897-01 avé 1,124 BEYOND?3
SOUTH BRUNSWICK TOWNSHIP
118 340810-04 3,730 ' 4,674 BEYOND93
LLOWER TOWNSHIP MUA
119 340478-05 5,549 1,087 46,990 14,897 BEYOND?3
ROCKAWAY TOWNSHIP '
120 34081003 2,108 2,595 BEYOND93
LOWER TOWNSHIP MUA
All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)
Cat 1 ~ Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 -~ Advanced Treatment ’ Cat 34— Infililtration/Inflow Correction
Cat 3B— Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat AB— New Interceptors & Appurtenances

Cat 5 — Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows
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2726792 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FPAGE 14
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 FROJECT PRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Bullding Costs) Eligible Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Project St Cert
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat 5 Costs Date
124 34087501 1146 1,043 1,176 BEYOND93
VOORHEES TOWNSHIP
122 340883-01 527 459 BEYONDY3
ASBURY PARK CITY
123 34093102 12,820 15,427 BEYOND93
MONTVILLE TOWNSHIP MUA
124 34084103 3,258 3,897 BEYOND?3
BURL. INGTON COUNTY BOARD OF FREEHOLDERS
129 34065003 687 6,185 7,014 BEYOND93
MANCHESTER TWP MUA
126 340382-02 1,473 2,390 4,214 BEYOND?3
BERNARDS TOWNSHIP SA
127 340545-03 2,277 569 3,297 BEYOND93
GLASSBOR0O BOROUGH
128 3409035-01 4,324 105 1,265 3,162 12,137 BEYOND93
RINGWOOD BOROUGH S.A.
129 340418-05 5,950 26,250 37,8195 BEYOND93
OAKLAND BOROUGH
130 340745-02 5,050 6,025 BEYOND®3
VERNON TuWpP
134 340434-02 104 108 2246 BEYOND93
WANAQUE BOROUGH
132 3404464-04 4,214 1,265 6,300 EEYOND?3

GLOUCESTER COUNTY UA (FRANKLIN TWP)

ALl costs shown are

Cat 1 — Secondary/Stludge/Septage Treatment
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation
Cat § - Correctiaon of Combined Sewer

in thousands ($1000's)

Over flows

Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment

Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appurtenances

Cat 3A- Infiltration/Inflow Correction
Cat 4B- New Interceptors & Appurtenances



2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY PAGE 12
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT FPRIODRITY LIST
Total
ElLigible Category Cost Breakdown (Taotal Building Costs) Ellgible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No - e Froject State 6t Cert
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date
L =au A L YA R T T A 1 S5 101 8 8 W S K

133 340592~-03 598 5,386, 4,109 BEYONDY3
MAHUWAH TOWNSHIP

134 340826—-12 4354 0842 1,364 BEYOND93
GLOUCESTER CO UA (MANTUA)

135 34040304 2,040 1,326 3,772 BEYOND93
CHATHAM TOWNSHIP

1346 340372-10 4,800 X,500 10,040 BEYOND93
OCEAN COUNTY UA

137 34063403 250 2,592 3,033 BEYOND?3
BLOOMINGDALE BOROUGH

1368 340760-03 393 476 BEYOND93
WANTAGE TwP

139 340879-014 843 843 1,860 REYOND®3
STAFFORD MUA

140 340852-02 49 442 545 BEYOND93
BRANCHBURG TOWNSHIP

1414 340909-01 99 a92 1,204 BEYOND®?3
UPPER SADDLE RIVER, BOROUGH OF

142 340549-02 5460 . &7 BEYOND93
BYRAM TOWNSHIP

143 340404-09% 1,122 10,099 11,449 BEYOND®?3
PASSAIC TwWP

144 340607-04 5,040 6,013 BEYOND?3

N. BURLINGTON CO RSA (NORTH)

All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)

Cat 1 ~ Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment
Cat 3B- Major Sewer System Rehabilitation
Cat & — Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows

f 1

ry £y 8 3y ot

£y &)

Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment

Cat 4A— New Collectors & Appurtenances

LI |

| I I B |

il

Cat 3A- Infiltration/Inflow Corrvection
Cat AB- New Interceptors & Appurtenances
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2/24792 STATE OF NEW JERSEY PAGE 13
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costsa) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No - Project State St Cert

Reciplent Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat & . Costs Amount Date

145 = 340944014 5,133 1,714 &, 789 16,049 16,049 T 930730
CHESTERFIELD TOWNSHIP

144 34070503 374 3,652 4,290 BEYOND?2
CARLETADT 8A

147 34080502 2,604 456 3,434 BEYOND®?3
MILFORD BOROUGH

148 340737-014 158 193 BEYOND93
MAHWAH TOWNSHIP

149 340759-02 2,213 2,356 BEYOND®3
SUBSEX CO-BRANCHVILLE/FRANKFORD

150 340874014 P49 1,178 BEYOND?3
CHESTER BOROUGH

154 34048903 42 379 5014 HEYOND93
WHARTON BOROUGH

152 » 34079002 9,835 141,847 11,847 T 9230730
BERL.IN TOWNSHIP

153 34074202 1946 1,747 2,007 BEYOND?3
FRANKFORD Twp

154 340857-01 P47 397 1,643 BEYOND93
ATLANTIC HIGHLANDS BOROUGH

155 340568-02 1,092 1,500 BEYOND93
BLAIRSTOWN TWP

156 » 34094504 20,400 5,590 31,053 31,053 T 930730
OLD BRIDGE MUA

NOTE #» -~ Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/8FY 94 project document submittal dates as established per

the Project Status/Project Bypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority System.

Estimated State certification date

foy project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availability of

State

All costs shown are

Waatewater

in thousands ($1000's)

Cat 1 - Secondary/Sludga/Septage Treatment

Cat 3B~ Major
Cat S

Sewer

- Correction of Combined Sewer

System Rehabilitation
Over flows

Treatment Financing Program monies.

Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment

Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appurtenances

Cat 3a~ Infiltration/Inflow Covrection
Cat 4B~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances



2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 14
FEDERAL. FISCAL YEAR 1993 FROJECT FPRIORITY LIST
Total
Eliglible Category Cost Breakdown <(Total Building Costs) Etigible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Project State St Cert
Recipient Cat { Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date
- 20 O 0 5T S5 200 SR on = R R T R B R R I SR IR RS A
157 340446-03 1,439 12,737 14,380 BEYONDY3
DENVILLE TOWNSHIP
156 34095401 4,330 2,670 8,496 BEYOND?3
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP MUA
159 340464803 5,461 5.814 REYOND®3
HOPEMWELL TOWNSHIP MUA
1560 3404968014 290 2,838 3,190 REYOND93
MINE HILL TOWNSHIP
164 3408460014 830 3,652 4,485 BEYOND?3
EGG HARBOR TOWNSHIP MUA
162 34072904 112 1,164 1,305 BEYOND?3
RIVERDALE BOROUGH
163 340473014 3,265 4,002 BEYOND®3
RIVERDALE BOROUGH
164 J40392-046 " 449 4,03% 4,583 BEYOND®3
MAHWAH TOWNSHIP
165 34077803 1,437 1,845 BEYOND?3
WEST PATERSON BOROUGH
166 340838-014 2,747 3,288 BEYOND?3
EVESHAM MLA
147 340622-04 ’ 5,994 7,248 7,248 T 930730
WALL TOWNSHIP (MANASQUAN PARK)
148 340487-02 &73 &,948 8,107 BEYOND93
KINNELON BOROUGH
NOTE % =~ Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/6FY 94 project document submittal dates as established per

the Project Status/Froject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 923 Priority System.

Estimated State cevtification date

for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availabillity of

State Wastewater Treatment F

All costs shown are in thousands (%1000

Cat 1 - Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 ~ Advanced Treatment
Cat 3B— MajJor Sewer System Rehabilitation

inancing Program monies.,

‘'s)

Cat 5 — Correctlon of Combined Sewer Overflows

'
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Cat 4A—- New Collectors & Appurtenances

Cat 3A- Infiltration/Inflow Correction

L i
A
£l
L
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-
=
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£

Cat 4B— New Interceptors & Appurtenances
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2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY PAGE 1S
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST ' ’

Total
Eligibte Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Eltigible Total Est
Rank Loan /8eq No Project Gtate St Cert

Recipient Cat { Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat AA Cat S Costs Amount Date

149 340872-04 3Iné 449 HEYOND?3
HOPE TOWNSHIP

170 340480046 845 6,287 8,438 HEYOND93
PEGUANNOCK TOWNSHIP

171 3404638-03 133 52 1,482 1,684 BEYOND93
BRIDGEWATER TOWNSHIP

172 34089901 214 1,897 . 2,595 BEYOND?3
BEACHWOOD SEWERAGE AUTHORITY

173 340754-03 1,054 5,481 : &,764 ‘ BEYOND?3
MIDDLE TWP(RIO GRANDE)

174 34062405 407 468 BEYOND93
WEST CAPE MAY BOROUGH

175 34048504 6,570 7.993 HEYOND®3
RARITAN TOWNSHIF MUA

176 » 340480-03 3,400 4,137 4,137 *n
PEQUANNDOCK TOWNSHIP :

17?7 34093401 2,770 3,044 BEYOND93
BOONTON TOWN

178 340641903 174 1,536 1,753 BEYOND93
UPPER TWP (STRATHMERE)

179 » 340480-03 176 4,662 5,864 5,866 T 930730

. PEQUANNOCK TOWNSHIF

180 340740-02 223 2,005 2,263 EEYOND93

BRANCHVILLE BOROUGH
NOTE # -~ Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/SFY 94 project document submittal dates as established per

the Project Status/Project Bypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority System. Estimated State certification date

for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Program monies.

NOTE #n - Project(s) anticipated to be certified for potential State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY93.

All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)

Cat § - Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment ' Cat 3A- Infittration/Inflow Corvection

Cat 3B- Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4B- New Interceptors & Appurtenances
Cat S - Correction of Combined SBewer Overflows
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FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST

Lagt 1 ¥ ) 1O

Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Bullding Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Froject State St Cert
Racipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat 9 Costs Amount Date
184 340892014 2,108 1,564 4,174 BEYOND?3
GALLOWAY TWwP
182 #  340937-02 ‘ 1,820 2,230 2,230 T 930730
BERKELEY TOWNSHIP SA : .
183 » 34093704 3,100 3,729 3,729 "
BERKELEY TOWNSHIP BA .
184 3404691-03 . 422 2,530 3,040 BEYOND93
MIDDLE TWP (DEL HAVEN)
185 340750-03 232 2,087 2,369 BEYOND?3
OCEAN TWFP SA
184 » 34083104 1,988 2,340 2,360 T 930730
SHAMONG TwP
187 34083604 153 1,377 1,572 BEYOND93
PLAINSBORO TOWNSHIP
166 340839014 440 544 1,444 BEYOND?3
FRANKLIN TWP 8A
189 340948-04 490 620 BEYOND®3
CLAYTON 8S8A/SILVER LAKE
190 34087001 1,581 1,818 BEYOND?3
PENNSVILLE SA -
191 34083301 509 582 BEYOND?3
BUENA BOROUGH MUA
192 » 3409446-01 1,343 1,649 1,649 T 930730
8TAFFORD MUA
NOTE # - Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/SFY 94 project document submittal dates as established per
the Project Status/Project Bypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority System. Estimated State certification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availability of
State Wantewater Treatment Financing Program manlies.
NOTE =% — Project(s) anticipated to be certified for potential State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY?3.

All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)

Cat § ~ Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 — Advanced Treatment ’ Cat 3A- Imfiltration/Inftow Correction
Cat 3B- Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4A— New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4B- New Interceptors & Appurtenances
Cat 9 - Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows
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2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 17
FEDERAL. FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Froject State 8t Cert
Reciplant Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat 5 Costs Amount Date
T —— o L T N R 0 R I8 0 A A R I B O B3 450 I 3 0 G P TR 1T e O R
193 34091802 5546 94 849 BEYOND?3
CLAYTON SA/HILLSIDE
194 340%94-02 319 2,870 3,234 BEYOND®3
LINCOLN PARK BOROUGH
195 » 340945014 1,385 1,704 1,701 T 930730
OLD BRIDGE MUA
196 = 340781-03 387 483 483 T 930730
RARITAN BOROUGH
197 340462404 365 443 BEYOND93
WEST CAPE MAY BOROUGH
198 34043308 25 30 HEYOND?3
WOODBRIDGE TOWNSHIP
199 340480-05 1,018 1,143 BEYOND9?3
MIDDLESEX COUNTY UA
200 34063704 15,618 18,550 BEYOND®?3
MIDDLESEX COUNTY UA
201 340768-02 15,740 18,742 BEYOND?3
BERGEN COUNTY UA
202 340847-02 1,102 1,259 BEYOND93
MT HOLLY SaA
203 34034003 10,182 12,094 BEYOND93
JT MEETING-ESSEX & UNION
204 3408415-02 5,534 15,494 22,385 BEYOND®3
NEWARK CITY
NOTE # - Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/8FY 94 project document submittal dates as established per
the Project Status/Froject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority System. Estimated State certification date
for project{(s) are pending the satiasfactory resolution of all project fund’ng requirements and the availability of
State UWastewater Treatment Financing Program monies.
All costs shown are in thousands ($1000°'s)
Cat 1 - Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 3A— Infiltration/Inflow Correction
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4A—- New Collectors & Appur tenances Cat 4B- New Interceptors & Appurtenances
Cat S — Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows
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2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY PAGE 18
FEDERAL FISCAL. YEAR 1993 PROJECT FRIORITY LIST
Total
ELigible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /8eq No Project State St Cert
Recipient Cat § Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4Aa Cat 5 Costsa Amount Date
SRR AN AN - - ST o 20
205 340804-03 244 284 BEYOND93
PARSIPPANY~TROY HILLS TWP
206 340809-02 923 1,054 BEYOND?3
ATLANTIC COUNTY UA (CSTL)
207 340354703 4,482 ) 5,356 BEYOND93
RAHWAY VALLEY 8A
208 340902-01 - 3,723 4, 449 BREYOND?3
GLOUCESTER COUNTY UA
209 34085001 274 24,862 22,195 BEYOND93
PATERSON CITY '
210 340801-03 1,054 1,258 BEYOND?3
SOMERSET—-RARITAN VALLEY SA
211 340834-04 1,549 1,782 BEYOND9?3
NUTLEY TOWNSHIP
212 34094201 6,200 4,918 BEYOND93
ELIZABETH CITY
213 340735602 4,482 S, 352 BEYOND®?3
ROCKAWAY VALLEY REG SA
214 34070006 6,076 7,243 REYOND93
NORTHWEST BERGEN CO UA
215 340843-01 144 1,759 2,032 BEYOND93
EAST ORANGE CITY
216 340844-01 11,444 11,6866 BEYOND93

CLIFTON CITY

All costs shown arve

Cat 1 - Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 — Advanced Treatment
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer

System Rehabilitation

o s s -

in thousands ($1000°'s)

Cat S - Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows

2
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Cat 3Aa- Infiltration/Inflow Corvection
Cat 4A— New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4B- New Interceptors & Appurtenances

B |
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2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY PAGE 19
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 FROJECT FPRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Coasts) Eligible Total Est

Rank Loan /Seq No ——— Project State St Cert
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat AA Cat S Costs Amount Date

247 34043304 807 973 BEYONDY 3
WOODBRIDGE TOWNSHIP

218 34039105 2,387 2,935 BEYOND?3
EWING-LAWRENCE SA

219 340890-01 405 1,198 1,672 BEYOND%3

: IRVINGTON TOWN

220 w 34094904 1,028 1,264 1,264 T 9230730
PLAINFIELD, N. PLAINFIELD, DUNELLEN JM

221 340804-03 5,162 » 6,158 EEYOND93
SALEM COUNTY BD OF CHOSEN FREEHOLDERS

222 34084501 393 3,625 4,28% BEYOND?3
PASSAIC CITY

223 340700-0% 1,683 2,020 BEYOND93
NORTHWEST BERGEN CO UA

224 34039307 1,500 1,947 BEYOND9?3
WAYNE TOWNSHIP

225 340410-04 3,349 4,029 BEYOND?3

- NEPTUNE TWP SA ’

226 34086501 ‘ 8,446 847 11,555 BEYOND?3
WEST ORANGE TOWNSHIP

227 340437-03 ' ‘ 1,830 2,304 BEYOND?3
NEW BRUNSWICK CITY

228 34083202 1,159 ’ : 1,847 REYOND?3
HMANASQUAN RIVER REG SA

NOTE # - Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/8FY 94 project document submittal dates as eatablished per

the Project Statuc/FProject Hypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority System. Estimated State certification date

for project(s) are pending the satisfactory vesolution of all project funding requirements and the availability of

State Wastewater Treatment Financing Program monies.
All costs shown are in thousands ($1000°'s)
Cat 1 ~ Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 3A— Inflittration/Inflow Correction
Cat 3B- Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4A— New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4B~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances

Cat S5 - Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows
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FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 FROQJECT FRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category LCost Breakdown (Total Building Coats) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Project State St Cert
Reciplent Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat 5 Costs Amount Date
A DI S S S S A 1K S e T K D
229 340837-01 290 1,144 95 1,579 EEYOND93
MONTCLAIR TOWN
230  340344-03 9,186 ' 10,250 BEYOND93
ATLANTIC COUNTY UA ;
234 3408353—-01 484 553 BEYOND93
FORT LEE BOROUGH ’
232 340859-01 392 1,928 2,399 BEYOND93
ORANGE CITY '
233 34077902 1046 1,150 1,472 BEYOND9?3
PEQUANNOCK RIVER BASIN RS8A
234 340895-01 422 530 BEYOND?3
WINSLOW TWP
235 34074902 1,150 . ' 1,384 BEYOND?3
BERGEN COUNTY UA (TRIBORO) |
236 340639-07 2,189 2,375 g,114 EEYOND93
RIDGEWOOD VILLAGE
237 340858—-01 443 555 BEYOND93
CRANFORD TOWNSHIP
238 340745-03 ) 553 [.T-34 BEYOND93
MADISON-CHATHAM JOINT MEETING
239 = 340864601 ' 260 327 327 T 230730
S8OUTH BRUNSWICK TOWNSHIF
240 340443-05 344 1,935 i 2,353 BEYOND93
EDGEWATER BOROUGH
NOTE #» — Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/8FY 94 project document submittal datas as established per

the Project Status/Project HBypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority System. Estimated State certification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Frogram monies.

All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)
Cat 4 - Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 3A-~ Infiltration/Infliow Carvection

Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System. Rehabilitation Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4B-- New Interceptors & Appurtenances
Cat 5 — Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows
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2/286792 STATE OF NEW JEKSEY PAGE 21
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST
. Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Bullding Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /8eqa No —— Mroject State 5t Cert
Reclipient Cat & Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date
241 34090603 190 4601 834 BEYOND?3
HILLSIDE TOWNSHIP
242 = 34095001 7,700 P.294 ?,294 T 930730
SOUTH PLAINFIELD BOROUGH
243 » 34094701 . 2,100 2,568 2,568 T 9230730
WEST DEFPTFORD TOWNSHIFP
244 » 340939-014 200 1,100 2,447 2,447 T 930730
CARTERET BOROUGH
245 340829-01 328 375 BEYOND?3
BRIDGETON CITY
246 340863-01 94 483 798 BEYOND?3
ELMWOOD PARK BOROUGH
247 340922-01 2,717 , 3,148 BEYOND?3
DUMONT BOROUGH
248 340400-03 393 4764 BEYONDY3
STONY BROOK»REGIONAL 8A
249 340884-01 1,381 i,818 BEYOND?3
ASBURY PARK CITY
250 » 34094502 5,390 6,533 6,533 T 930730
OLD BRIDGE MUA
254 340376-04 6,600 8,306 BEYOND?3
MORRISTOWN TOWN
252 » 340640—-05 2,500 1,000 4,257 4,257 T 930730
CAMDEN COUNTY MUA
NOTE # -~ Project(s) Iindicating anticipated compliange with FFY 93/SFY 94 project document submittal dates as established per
the Project Status/Project Bypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority System. Estimated State certification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Program monies.
All costes shown are in thousands ($1000's)
Cat 1 - Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 3Aa— Infiltration/Inflow Correction
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4A— New Collectors & Appurtenances

Cat 5

- Correction of Combined Sewer

Over flows

Cat 4B~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances



2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 22
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST
. Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /8eq NoO Project State 8t Cert
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat § Costs Amount Date
253 & 340874-03 478 574 574 "
PHILLIPSBURG TOWN
254 340730-04 39 47 BEYOND9?3
OCEAN CITY
255 340580-04 1,809 2,170 BEYOND?3
WARREN CO LOPAT SA
256 340382-03 337 408 BEYOND93
BERNARDS TOWNSHIP SA
257 3408689014 4464 807 BEYOND?3
. DOVER TOWN
258 340752-04 154 194 BEYOND93
PLEASANTVILLE CITY
259 " 34053304 1,054 1,248 BEYOND93
VERONA BOROUGH
260 340855~01 1,054 1,300 BEYOND?3
SPRINGFIELD TOWNSHIP
2614 J40940-04 1,000 1,239 BEYONDY3
SOUTH RIVER BOROUGH
262 34038502 304 371 BEYONDY3
BERKELEY HEIGHTS TOWNSHIP
263 34093801 : 2,000 2,457 BEYOND?3
HIGHLAND PARK BROROUGH .
264 » 34057804 *gos 2,016 3,443 3,443 T 930730
MANVILLE BOROUGH
NOTE =» - Project(s) Indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/SFY 94 project document submittal dates as established per
the Project Status/Project Bypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority System. Estimated State certification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Frogram monies. ’
NOTE %% — Project(s) anticipated to be certified for potential State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY?3.

All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)

Cat 1 - Secondary/Sludge/Sep tage Treatment
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation
Cat 5 ~ Covrvection of Combined Sewer Dverflows

Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment
Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appurtenances

Cat 3A- Infiitration/Infliow Correction
Cat 4B- New Interceptors & Appurtenances
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2726 /92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 23
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /8&4 No - Project Gtate St Cert
Reciplent Cat Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date
. 3 - oY 13- ] o amen - e = RO A DA NI MDD RS I I e
265 340747-05 260 34646 BEYOND?3
CEDAR GROVE TOWNSHIP
2646 340746-02 ‘ 35 40 BEYOND?3
PARSIPPANY-TROY HILLS TWP
247 340741604 444 540 BEYOND?3
LITTLE FALLS MUA
2468 340381-05 P62 1,133 BEYOND9?3
ROXBURY TWP
269 340803-03 454 S1é HEYONDY3
HACKETTSTOWN MUA
270 340667-01 . 1,273 1,530 EEYOND9?3
VENTNOR CITY
274 = 340618-04 77 98 P8 T 930730
SOMERS POINT CITY
272 340778-01 700 799 BEYOND?3
TOTOWA BOROUGH
273 34086201 1,%81 2,108 4,186 BEYOND?3
WESTWOOD BOROUGH
274 340841-01 ) 320 384 BEYOND%3
RIVER EDGE BOROUGH
275 340780-02 ‘ ' 1,000 1,164 BHEYOND®3
WANAQUE VALLEY REG SAZWANARUE BOROUGH
276 3403246-04 1468 205 BEYOND?3
SAYREVILLE BOROUGH
NOTE #»

- Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/6FY 94 project document submittal dates as established per
the Project Status/Project Hypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority System. Estimated State certification date
for project(s) are pending the satiasfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availability of

State Wastewater Treatment Financing Program monies.

All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)

Cat 1 - Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 — Advanced Treatment
Cat 3B— Major Sewer System Rehabilitation

Cat 5 - Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows

: Cat 3A- Infiltration/Inflow Correction
Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4B~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances
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2/246/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FPAGE 24
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 FROJECT PRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Est

Rank Loan /Seq No Project State St Cert
Recipient Cat & Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat AB Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat 5 Costs  Amount Date

277 34054701 1,027 1,274 BEYOND?3
FAIRVIEW BOROUGH

278 34082704 2.213 2,653 BEYOND9?3
BRIGANTINE CITY

279 3404666—01 402 727 BEYOND93
MARGATE CITY

280 340832-04 ) 2,108 2,795 BEYOND?3
BRANCHBURG TOWNSHIP

201 340932-01 1,000 1,234 1,234 T 930730
CHATHAM BOROUGH

282 340877101 614 736 736 T 930730
HADDON HEIGHTS BOROUGH

283 34091401 103 30 174 BEYOND93
BOGAOTA BOROUGH

284 34086401 a6 1668 244 BEYOND?3
GLEN RIDGE BOROUGH .

285 34032606 1468 205 BEYOND?3
60UTH AMBOY CITY

286 340404-04 100 500 757 BEYOND?3
PASSAIC TwF

287 3400846014 71 88 BEYOND93
MONTVALE BOROUGH

288 34081 6-03 809 872 BEYOND93
BERNARDSVILLE BOROUGH

NOTE # — Project(a) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 93/6FY 94 project document submlttal dates as established per

All costs shown are

Cat 1 ~ Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation
Over f lows

the Project Status/Froject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 93 Priority System.

Estimated State certification date

for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requivrements and the availability of

State Wastewater Treatment Financing Frogram monies.

Cat 5 — Corvection of Combined Sewer

Ty FY OFL OB

in thousands ($1000's)

Cat

1 & @

2 = Advanced Treatment
Cat 4A- New Callectors & Appurtenances

L

Cat 3A- Infiltration/Inflow Corvectlion
Cat 4B~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances
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2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 25
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST
Totalt
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Bullding Costs) Eligible Taotal Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Project State St Cert
Reciplent Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat AB Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date
289 340916014 . _ 3,000 3,450 BEYOND93
DUNELLEN BOROUGH .
290 340424606 150 ' 185 BEYOND93
N ARLINGTON - LYNDHURST JT MTG (NARL.)
294 34047902 1,107 1,374 BEYOND?3
POINT PLEASANT BEACH BOROUGH
292 34084001 111 . 142 BEYOND93
S8PRING LAKES HEIGHTS, BOROUGH OF
293 340911-01 1,391 " 843 2,564 BEYOND93
MANASGUAN BOROUGH D
294 J40901-014 622 7?6 BEYOND?3
HIGHLANDS BOROUGH
299 34046464014 ’ 400 484 BEYOND?3
WILDWOOD CITY . i
296 340326-07 3,327 4,248 BEYOND93
S8AYREVILLE BOROUGH )
297 34071901 179 . 218 BEYOND93
WILDWOOD CREST BOROUGH
298 340426~05 ' 200 . 244 BEYONDY3
N ARL INGTON-LYNDHURST JT MTG (LYND)
299 34094702 ’ 300 387 BEYOND93
DELAWARE TOWNSHIP MUA )
300 340882-0¢ 182 319 ) ‘ &37 BEYOND9?3
LAMBERTVILLE BA '
All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)
Cat 1 — Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 3A— Infiltration/Inflow Corvection
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4A— New Coliectors & Appurtenances Cat 4AB— New Interceptors & Appuvtenances

Cat § - Correction of Combined Sewer QOverflows



2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY PAGE 26
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT PRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown <(Total Bullding Coats) Eligiblie Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No - Project State 8t Cert
Recipient Cat 4§ Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat AB Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat 5 Costs Amount Date
301 340745-03 667 8246 8246 T 930730
Ol.D BRIDGE MUA
302 340842-01 234 304 BEYOND93
HIGH BRIDGE BOROUGH
303 340504~02 289 351 BEYOND?3
STANHOPE BOROUGH
304 340459014 . 470 569 BEYOND93
8EA ISLE CITY
303 34084901 3,203 3,899 3,899 T 930730
WOODLYNNE BOROUGH
306 340864-014 736 158 1,048 BEYOND?3
AVALON BOROUGH '
307 340822-014 85 104 BEYOND®3
PEAPACK & GLADSTONE BOROUGH
308 340873-01 110 147 BEYOND®3
CLINTON TWP SEWERAGE AUTHORITY
309 34041208 200 1,085 BEYOND®3
DEAL BOROUGH
310 340848-01 ?é 83 203 HEYOND9?3
EAST NEWARK BOROUGH
311 340907-01 ' &3 299 376 BEYOND93
ISLAND HEIGHTS BOROUGH
312 340876-02 718 132 1,054 BEYOND?3
CHESTER BOROUGH
NOTE # - Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance Q!th FFY 93/S5FY 94 project document submittal dates as established per

All costs shown are

Cat 1

| I |

the Project Status/Project Bypassing provisions of the FFY 923 Priority System.

Estimated State certification date

for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availaebility of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Program monies.

- Secondary/Sludge/Sep tage Treatment
Cat 3B—- Major Sewer System Rehabilitation
Cat 5 - Correction of Combined Sewer

E 8 Y 31

in thousands ($1000°'s)

Cat 2 -~ Advanced

Over flows

(2 D T A I O A

Treatment

Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appurtenances

Fl 8 ) 1Y

L

Cat 3A- Infiltration/Inflow Corvection
Cat 4B~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances
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2/26/92 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FPAGE 27
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1993 PROJECT FRIORITY LIST
Total
Eliglible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Bullding Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank t.oan /Seq No Project GBtate 6t Cert
Reciplent Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4B Cat 3B Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date
rooe. - - YTy &S ER G N I B3 0GR LT O 08 B3 1 K N R SR O (8 206 I23 FEX 0 0 LI N 6
313 340590-02 122 149 BEYOND9?3
BAY HEAD BORDUGH
314 340722-01 178 217 BEYOND?3
STONE HARBOR BOROUGH
315 34075301 80 7 HEYUND?3
EGG HARBOR TOWNSHIF MUA
316 34046501 . 144 203 BEYOND?3
LONGPORT BOROUGH
317 34093502 100 137 HEYOND?3
MANSF IELD TOWNSHIP
318 34076102 1,100 1,324 BEYOND?X
ROOSEVELT BOROUGH
319 340469105 127 411 559 BEYOND?3
'MIDDLE TWP (CAPE MAY COURT HOUSE)
320 340626-03 396 479 BEYOND®3
WEST WILDWOOD BOROUGH
All costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)
Cat 4 — Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 3Aa- Infiltration/Inflow Corvection

Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation
S - Corvection of Combined Sewer Overflows

Cat

Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appurtenances

Cat 4B— New Interceptors

& Appurtenances
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WORKSHEET — FRIORITY RAN
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Mmticipated

Recipient RAHWAY VaALLEY SA

Mroject No. 34034704 Fligible Froject Cost $4,454,468
FY?3 RANK : i.0
County T UNION Total State Amount : $£4,454, 468
I. SEGMENT FOINTS
A. Existing Water Conditions
Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Srored
Fotable Water Supply 200 0
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) 03/25 0
Shellfish ' 125 125
Recreation (Frimary Contact? 125 123
Adgricultural Water Use 25 O
Industrial Water Use 25 Q
Fublic Muisance (On Site Systems Only) 50 Q
, SURTOTAL 250
B. Exiating Water Ruality
Meaets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxygen - (4] 50 100 100
Fecal Coliform 4] - 50 100 100
Nutrients 0 25 S0 HO
Toxics 0] 25 50 S0
SUBRTOTAL. . 300
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible Faoints

Mroject Discharge Type
Fvimary Discharge

I71 Corvection-Dverflow

C80 abatement

Inadequate Secondary Treatment
Sludge Disposal/Treatment

New Systems

I/71 Correction

Advanced Treatment

Foints
500
250
250
200
100

S0
S50
i

SUBTATAL
Fopulation

TOTAL POINTS
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Rahway Valley Sewerage Authority (City of Rahway) 1
340547-04
Zombined Sewer Overflow Abatement

~County

Union
"Service Area

‘Rahway City

mgxigting Population
-20,686

eed for Project

"The applicant operates a thirty-five (35) million gallons per day
=(MGD) water pollution control facility which was constructed in 1976.
During storm events the lower portion of the Rahway River receives
=jjischarges from five (5) separate points. It appears that an
«APpreciable impact (lower dissolved oxygen, hlgh fecal coliform and
*"hutrient concentration and toxics pollutants) is experienced only
Luring local storms when flows from the river's upper reaches are
low. Storms of high intensity and long duration will wash out the
“Hollutant loadings from the discharges within a period of less than
twelve hours and thereby have less of an impact. Primary contact
“recreation and shellfish harvesting are adversely impacted.
£

Project Description
A combined sewer overflow study was done as part of an I/I study for
“the overall service area. The study recommended no action regarding
combined sewer overflow abatement. Additional funds to conduct a more
detailed CSO study will be required in the future. It is likely that a
wmcombination of in-system storage and overflow disinfection may be
appropriate for CSO abatement.



WORKSHEET -~ FRIORITY RANKING
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ftnmticipated
Recipient
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FLEMINGTON EROROUGH

Froject No. 240440~03 Eligible Project Cost $399, 993
FY?23 RANK 2.0
County HUNTERDON Total State Amount : 399,993
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I. SEGMENT FOINTS
A, Existing Water Conditions
FPossible Points
Water Use FPoints Scoread
Fotable Water Supply ‘ ' 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) TS/23 75
Shaellfish ' 1289 ¢
Recreation (Frimary Contact) ‘ 125 Q
Agricultural Water Use 25 25
Industrial Water Use 25 25
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) 50 O
, SURBRTOTAL. I
B. Exisfing Water Ruality
S | — —
( Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameteyr Standards Meets Standards Standavrds Scored
Dissolved Oxygen O S0 100 O
Fecal Coliform O 50 i00 100
Nutrients Q 25 50 50
Toxics 0 25 50 50
SUBTOTAL. 200
II. DISCHARGE TYPE
Fossible Foints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Soorad
Primafy Discharge 500 QO
I/ Corvection—Overflow 250 2850
Cs0 Abatement 250 0
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 O
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 o]
New Systems S0 O
I/1 Correction 50 0
Advanced Treatment i Q
SURTOTAL 250
Fopulation 00427
TOTAL. FOINTS T75.00427

f
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Flemington Borough 2
340440-03
Major Sewer System Rehabilitation

County

Hunterdon

Service Area

Flemington

Existing Population
4,266

Need for Project

The existing collection system serving the Borough of Flemington is
very old and is subject to extreme amounts of infiltration and inflow.
Up to 0.5 mgd is bypassed to the Raritan Township MUA's plant on a
daily basis. A small amount of flow is treated at the Flemington
plant to maintain biological activity. Any flow over the total of
0.65 mgd during the summer and 0.75 mgd during the winter is bypassed
to the Bushkill Creek (FW-2-TM), a tributary to the South Branch of
the Raritan River and upstream of the existing Elizabethtown Water
Company potable intake. This bypassing adversely affects the trout
population in both waters. The use of the streams as industrial and
agricultural water supplies is also curtailed because of the nutrients
and fecal coliform added during bypass operations. Nutrients, fecal
coliform, and toxics are all in violation of standards.

Proiject Description

The major sewer system rehabilitation for the project will consist of
the installation of a sanitary sewer line to stop the overflow of raw
sewage on East Main Street. The existing 15 inch pipe is undersized

for the peak storm flow.



WORKSHEET ~ FRIORITY RANKING
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Aamticipated

Recipient NEW BRUNSWICK CITY
Froject No. : 34043702
FYP?3 RANK : 3.0
County MIDDLESEX

SUnnEINII I

Total State Amount

Eligible Froject Cost

T I Ry Uh I nn

SR ImianmnuUNINt LN

6, 660, 000

6, 660,000

sese
o == =4 ne

g e weee

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

Water Use

onme vove o wvns s Load

Fotable Water Supply

Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)
Shel Lfish

Recreation (Frimary.Contact?
Agricultural Water Use

Industrial Water Use

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only)d

B. Existing Water Quality

mEsnernman

FPossible
Foints
200
75725
1325

125

25

25

e

SUBTOTAL

Meets Navginally-wboes Not Meet

Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards

Dissolved Oxygen o) S0 1060

Fecal Coliform 0 50 i00

Nutrients (o] 25 S50

Toxics o] 25 50
SURTOTAL

II. DISCHARGE TYFE

Froject Discharge Type
Primary Discharge

I/1 Correction-0Overflow

CS0 Abatement

Inadequate Secondary Treatment
Sludge Disposal/Treatment

New Systems

I/ Correction

Advanced Treatment

Fossible
Foints

s vee wees ssen o e 200 pran

SUBTOTAL.

Fopulation

TOTAL. FOINTS
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Seored
50

100
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Project Name, Number . Priority List Rank

New Brunswick City 3
340437-02
Combined Sewer Overflow (CSO) Abatement
ount
Middlesex

ervice Area

New Brunswick City

Existing Population
39,858

Need for Project

The wastewater from the City of New Brunswick is carried by collection
sewers to a main interceptor which transports the flow to the
Middlesex County Utilities Authority's Edward J. Patten Sewage
Treatment Plant. There is, however, one combined sewer overflow at
Albany Street which discharges untreated wastewater during rain events
into the Raritan River. The Raritan River is a nontrout, fishable
river which is not meeting fecal coliform and nutrients standards and
is only marginally meeting dissolved oxygen and toxics standards.
Shellfish harvesting and primary contact recreation are adversely

"impacted by poor water quality.

Project Description

Several alternatives for the remediation of the CSO system will be
investigated. Should it be determined that a water quality benefit
can be derived from the elimination of the CSO, and that sewer
separation is the most cost-effective alternative, the project will be
for the construction of the sewer separation alternative.



WORKSHEET — PRIORITY RANKING
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Mmticipated
Recipient : FPERTH AMBQY CITY

SRmmnmamin

$29, 654,027

Froject No. : 340435-04 Eligible Project Cost
FY?3 RANK : 4.0
County : MIDDLESEX Total State Amount $B29, 654,027

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

pRunay e B

A. Existing Water Conditions

Water Use

- ovs sovr -,

Fotable Water Supply

Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)
Sheltfish

Recreation (Frimary Contact)
Agricultural Water Use

Industrial Water Use

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only)

. Existing Water Quality

Fossible
FPoints

ome aase bass Some 0000 bt sent ssie

SUBTOTAL

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet

Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards

Dissolved Oxygen 0 S50 100

Fecal Coliform 0] 50 100

Nutrients 0 25 50

Toxics o] 25 S0
SUBTOTAL

I1I. DISCHARGE TYFE

TIIY ST TRII 00 0D 2500 S3I3 SE58 227 SN0 200D 300S SN 0T SN ONT QR4 NN

Froject Discharge Type
Frimary Dischargs

I/ Correction—Overflow

CS0 Abatement

Inadejuate Secaondary Treatment
Sludge Disposal/Treatment

New Systems

I/T Correction

Advanced Treatment

FPossible
Foints

ven vt o ot oo 2004 Sure Soue

SURTOTAL.
Fopulation

TOTAL FOINTS

Faoints
Scored

i
i
}
i
i
i

oCcCUHhoo

Foints
Scored
=0

100

50

50

290

Faoints
Scored
Q
0

250

~O3733

750.03733
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Perth Amboy City 4
340435-04
Combined Sewer Overflow Abatement

County
Middlesex

Service Area
City of Perth Amboy

Existing Population
37,330

Need for Project

The City of Perth Amboy has within its system nineteen (19) combined
sewer overflows at which raw sewage overflows occur. The City of Perth
Amboy is located at the mouth of the Raritan Bay. These waters were
once utilized for shell fishing. Raw sewage discharges have a
detrimental impact on the adjacent waters and thus the shell fishing
industry, as well as primary contact recreation. Dissolved oxygen,
fecal coliform, nutrient, and toxics concentration do not meet water
quality standards.

Project Description

Although part of the City's project for correction of combined sewer
overflows which included the elimination of dry weather overflows,
rehabilitation of tide gates, regulators and pump stations, the
construction of an outfall and the separation of storm sewers in the
northern section of Perth Amboy has been funded under a federal Marine
Combined Sewer Overflow Grant (C340435-05) provided by the USEPA,
additional funds for correction of combined sewer overflows will be
required. The City has applied for a planning grant under Sewage
Infrastructure Improvement Act (SIIA) for reduction of
solids/floatables from the City's combined sewer system. Any
recommended improvements to the combined sewer system will be a part
of the overall project.
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Fraject No. 34048803 Eligible Froject Cost $23,932, 889
FY93Z RANK : 5.0
County SUSSEX Total State Amount $23,932,885
I. SEGMENT FOINTS
A. Existing Water Conditions
Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotab le Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) 5725 75
Shellfish ~ 125 0O
Recreation (Primary Contact) 125 129
Agricultural Water Use 25 [¢)
Industrial Water Use 25 [¢)
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) 50 o)
SUBTOTAL 400
B, Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Boored
Dissolved Oxygen o) 50 100 100
Fecal Coliform 4] S50 100 L£00
Nutrients o] 25 S50 S0
Toxics QO 25 S0 25
SUBRTOTAL. 278
LI. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible Foints
Froject Discharge Type Faints Scoved
Frimary Discharage 500 O
I/1 Correction—-0Over flow 250 O
CS0 Abatement 250 Q
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 0
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 0
New Systems 90 S50
I/ Corvrection 950 0
Advanced Treatment i o]
SUBTOTAL. 50
Fopulation 04509
TOTAL FOINTS T25.04509
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank
Hopatcong Borough 5

340488-03
Collection System/ Individ. Systems

County

Sussex

Service Area
Hopatcong Borough
Existing Population
15,088

Need for Project

This project is necessary to protect the waters of Lake Hopatcong
(FW2-TM), a potable water supply. Presently, wastewater treatment in
Hopatcong Borough consists of individual sewerage systems. There are
reported septic system failures which have been determined to
adversely affect fishable (trout) and primary contact recreation
waters. DO and nutrients levels are unacceptable, while fecal coliform
and toxic levels are marginally acceptable. If these failures
continue, it could create a potential health and ground water problem.

Project Description

According to the 201 Upper Musconetcong Drainage Basin Facilities
Plan, the proposed system for the decentralized Northwood area of
Hopatcong Borough consists of septic tank effluent pump sewer systems
with treatment at a mound community drainfield. The proposed
Hopatcong Borough STEP sewer system for the remaining majority of the
densely developed areas of the Borough consists of a modified cluster
feeder system where the effluent is pumped into main collectors (6" or
less gravity line) and is then pumped and transported for treatment to
the Musconetcong Sewerage Authority STP.



WORKSHEET — FRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated
Recipient @ MUSCONETCONG SA

Froject No. : 340384-05 Eligible Project Cost
FYP3 RANK : 6.0
County 1 SUSSEX/MORRIS Total State Amount

$26,314,530

$26,344,330

Tmamns R mRunnanan =

I. SBEGMENT FOINTS

sous 2287 2308 rvws sony wews waee samy 2 omg gaee swes tave

A. Existing Water Conditions

Water Use
Fotable Watey Supply

Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nonitrout)
Shellfish

Recreation (Primavry Contact)
Agricultural Water Use

Industrial Water Use

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only?

E. Existing Water Quality

wan sene oven — - ave cnme sose

Meatls Marginally
Farameter Standards Meets Standards
Dissolved (Oxyaen 0 S0
Fecal Coliform 0 S50
Nutrients O 25
Toxics 0 25

IT. DISCHARGE TYPE
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Musconetcong Sewerage Authority (MSA) 6
340384-05
STP Expansion, Interceptor

County

Morris/Sussex

Service Area

Borough of Hopatcong and in-basin portion of Jefferson

Existing Population

33,400

Need for Project

The proposed project will help attain water quality standards in
Lake Hopatcong. Water quality currently does not meet standards for
dissolved oxygen, fecal coliform, and nutrients, and only marginally
meets standards for toxics. During drought emergencies, the lake is
used to supplement potable water supplies serving the heavily
population areas of northeast New Jersey. The lake is also used for
trout fishing and primary contact recreation. On-site systems in
the Borough of Hopatcong and Jefferson Township are failing due to
unsuitable soils.

Flow (mgd) Effluent
STP (level of treatment) Design Present BOD Reported SS Reported
% - mg/l % - mg/l
Musconetcong SA
(NJ0027821) 2.2 1.064 91.3 - 17.5 88.9 - 20.1

Project Description

The proposed project includes a 2.1 MGD sewage treatment plant
expansion, an extension of the MSA interceptor into Jefferson
Township and the extension of existing interceptors in Stanhope and
Roxbury into the Borough of Hopatcong. In addition, sanitary sewer
systems will be constructed in the Borough of Hopatcong and
Jefferson Township concurrently with the treatment plant expansion.



WORKSHEET ~ FRIORITY RANKING

areams s s srossasesase sess a8 gage sece vens 4yuy

Mmticipated
Recipient : MUBCONETCONG SA
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Froject No. : 340384-04 Eligible Project Cost : $45,022,17%

FY®3 RANK : 7.0
County 1 SUSSEX/7MORRIS Total State Amount : $415,022,175
I. SEGMENT PUOINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

Fossible FPoints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) ‘ 75/25 7S
Shellfish : 125 O
Recreation (Primary Contact) 1335 125
Agricultural Water Use 25 0
Industrial Water Use 25 Q
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) S50 ¢
SURTOTAL 400

B. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxygen o] 50 100 100
Fecal Coliform 0] S0 100 100
Nutrients 0 25 50 50
Toxics Q 23 S50 A
SURTOTAL 275

I1. DISCHARGE TYFE

Fossible Foints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Seoved
Frimary Discharge 500 o]
I/1 Correction-Qverflow 250 0
CS0 aAbatement 250 Q
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 O
Sludyge Disposal/Treatment 100 14)
New Systems " 50 4]
I1/1 Correction S0 0
Advanced Treatment i i
SUBRTOTAL i
Fopulation 01280

TOTAL FOINTS 676.01280

| I |
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Musconetcong SA‘ 7
340384-04
STP Expansion

County

Sussex/Morris

Service Area

The in-basin portions of Mt. Arlington Borough and Roxbury Townshlp
and the Budd Lake area of Mt. Olive Township

Existing Population

12,800

Need for Project

The proposed project will help improve water quality conditions in
Lake Hopatcong and Budd Lake. Water quality currently does not meet
standards for dissolved oxygen, fecal coliform, and nutrients and only
marginally meets standards for toxics. During drought emergencies,
Lake Hopatcong is used to supplement potable water supplies serving
the heavily populated areas of northeast New Jersey as well as for
trout fishing and primary contact recreation. On-site systems in the
Borough of Mt. Arlington are failing due to unsuitable soils and are
impacting Lake Hopatcong. Budd Lake is the largest natural lake in
the State of New Jersey and is the headwaters of the South Branch
Raritan River. The South Branch Raritan River has been classified as
a category one water with various segments of the river being
designated as trout production, trout maintenance and non-trout. 1In
addition, the South Branch Raritan River is used by downstream
communities as a source of potable water.

Flow (mgd) Effluent
STP (level of treatment) Design Present BOD Reported SS Reported
% - mg/l % - mg/l
Musconetcong SA (MSA) 2.2 1.064 91.3 - 17.5 88.9 - 20.1

(NJ0027821)

Project Description

The proposed project includes expansion of the STP by 1.40 MGD and
extension of the MSA interceptor from the Roxbury/Mt. Arlington Border
through Mt. Arlington. Not included in the scope of this project are
the sanitary sewer collection systems which will be constructed in the
Borough of Mt. Arlington, the Budd Lake section of Mt. Olive Township
and Roxbury Township.
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Froject No. @ 340638-04 Eligible FProject Cost
FY?3 RANK : 8.0
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2230 suas gens smes sese pes gage cais sz e -3 -3

REENLN SR LR UN NN NN

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

4852 1ese snee et eave suay o=

A. Existing Water Conditions

e vonr

FPossible

Water Use Faoints
Fotable Watey Supply 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) TIH/25
Shellfish 125
Recreation (Frimary Contact) 125
Agrvicultural Water Use 25
Industrial Water Use 25
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) S50
SUBRTOTAL.

L. Existing Water Quality

Meets Marginally Doss Not Meet

Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards

Dissolved Oxygen 0 50 100

Fecal Coliform 0 50 100

Nutrients (4] 25 50

Toxics 0 25 e
SURTOTAL

ITI. DISCHARGE TYFE

some svex woem aoan sens sesw 20a

. Possible
Froject Discharge Type Points

Frimary Discharge 500
I/1 Correction-Overflow 250
CS50 abatement 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
Sludge Digposal/Treatment 100
New Systems 50
I/T Covrection 50
Advanced Treatment i
SURTOTAL,

Fopulation

TOTAL POINTS
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200

i
25
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O
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50

25
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank
Township of Bridgewater 8

340638-04
Sewer Rehabilitation

County

Somerset

Service rea

Portions of Bridgewater Township and most of Branchburg Township

Existing Population
12,196

eed for Project

Excessive infiltration in the North Branch trunk sewer results in raw
sewage overflows into the North Branch Raritan River, which is
classified as FW-2, nontrout and supplies industrial process water.
These overflows have contributed to high levels of fecal coliform,
bacteria, and nutrients which exceed water quality standards. - Toxic
levels marginally meet standards. The Bridgewater Township sewerage
system overflows occur upstream of an intake to the Elizabethtown
Water Company.

Project Description

The rehabilitation of the trunk sewers will require grouting and
slip-lining the existing pipe. The exact nature and scope of work to
be performed will be further defined when a sewer system evaluation
survey is completed.
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Froject No. @ 340747-05 Eligible Froject Cost %415, 467,281
FY?3 RANK : 2.0
County : MDRRIS Total State Amount $15, 369,381

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

wne ros vome pame e

Water Use

Fotable Water Supply

Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)
Shellfish

Recreation (Primary Contact)
Agricultural Water Use

Industrial Water Use

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only)

B, Existing Water Quality

Fossible
Points

SUEBRTOTAL.

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet

Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards

Dissolved Oxygen o] 50 100

Fecal Coliform o] 50 100

Nutrients 0 25 S0

Toxics ¢ 2D S0
SUBTOTAL.

IT. DISCHARGE TYFE
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Ffroject Discharge Type
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Frimary Discharge

171 Corvection—Overflow

CS0 Abatement

Inadequate Secondary Treatment
Sludge Disposal/Treatment

New Systems
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Advanced Treatment
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Project Name., Number Priority List Rank

Jefferson Township 9
340747-05
Collection System/ Individ. Systems

County

Morris

Service Area
Jefferson Township (Musconetcong River Basin)

Existing Population
8,689

Need for Project

Existing on-site systems are failing and may eventually lead to
serious health hazards throughout this part of the Township. The
failures are occurring because of certain soils limitations: shallow
depth to bedrock, high water tables and steep slopes. Repairs have
been attempted but with few successful results. A large number of the
on-site systems border Lake Hopatcong (FW2-TM), a potable water
supply, and Lake Shawnee (FW2-TM). These waters are of fishable
(trout) and primary recreation quality. This portion of Jefferson
Township contains two package sewage treatment plants servicing the
Consolidated School and the Stanlick School. These systems provide
secondary treatment and discharge into tributaries of Lake Hopatcong
and Lake Shawnee, respectively. Water quality marginally meets
standards for fecal coliform and toxics. Nutrient and D.0. levels
violate existing standards.

Flow (mgd) Effluent
STP (level of treatment) Design Present BOD Reported SS Reported
% - mg/l % - mg/l
Consolidated School 0.0075 0.0033 97.8 - 4.35 95.8 - 17.93
Secondary
Stanlick School 0.013 0.007 99.4 - 1.6 97.2 - .96
Secondary

If the plan to connect into the Musconetcong Sewer Authority (MSA) is
implemented, these two sewage treatment plants will also connect into
the MSA.

Project Description

This project includes the construction of a collection system for the
Musconetcong River Basin portion of Jefferson which may .also include
an interceptor, pump station, and force main. Also, a septic system
management plan will be recommended for the remaining portions of the
Township.
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Recipient RARLITAN RBROROUGH

Froject No. 34078104 Eligible Froject Cost
FY?3 RANK {0.0
County SOMERSET Total State Amount
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$283;259
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A. Existing Water Conditions

Water Use

Fotable Water Supply

Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)
Shellfish

Recreation (Frimary Contact)
dagricultural Water Use

Industrial Water Use

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only)

B. Existing Water Quality
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Marginally
Meets Standards

Meets

Farameteyr Standavds

s v

f

Dissolved Oxygen O S0
Fecal Coliform 0 50
Nutrients ¢} 25
Toxics 0 25

II. DISFHARGE TYFF

aEnumnmanns

Froject Dischavrge Type

Frimary Discharge

I/1 Correction—-Overflow

Cs80 Abatement

Inadequate Secondary Treatment
Sludge Disposal/Treatment

New Systems

I/1 Covrrection

Advanced Treatment

Fossible
Points

SUBTOTAL
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Standards

B T Ty pm—p——

SURTOTAL
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200
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i
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Raritan Borough ' ‘ 10
340781-04
Infiltration/Inflow Correction-Overflow

County

Somerset

Service Area
Raritan Borough
Existing Population
5,987

Need for Project

Many of the sewers in the Borough of Raritan are at least 75 years old
and have never been rehabilitated. The infiltration/inflow (I/I1)
resulting from sewer pipe decay is estimated at 40-50 percent of the
total flow from the Borough. This condition results in raw sewage
overflows which adversely impact the Raritan River by contributing to
the elevated nutrient and bacteriological levels in the River, which
is classified as FW2-NT. Toxic levels marginally meet existing
standards. The River is used as an industrial water supply and as a
potable water supply for the Elizabethtown Water Company.

Project Description

The project will include rehabilitating much of the existing 20 miles
of sewers or replacing that which is beyond repair. It may also be
necessary to replace some of the undersized sewers with larger ones.
This rehabilitation work will eliminate the sewage overflows from this
system and reduce excessive flow into the Somerset-Raritan Valley
Sewerage Authority (SRVSA) plant.
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fnticipated

Recipient MOUNT ARLINGTON EOROUGH

Froject No. 3405441 ~03 Eligible Froject Cost $42, 68%, 498
FY93 RANK 11.0
County MORRIS Total State Amount $432, 4689, 698

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

LuomanskousuonLnmaT eI 28

A. Existing Water Conditions

PRORpUI vose

Water Use

Fotable Water Supply

Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)
Shellfish

Recreation (Frimarvry Contact?
Agricultural Water Use

Industrial Water Use

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only)

B, Existing Water Quality
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200
TE/25
125

126G
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SURTOTAL
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Dissolved Oxygen o] S0 100
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Nutrients -0 25 w0

Toxics Q 25 S0
SURTOTAL

IT. DISCHARGE TYFE
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Project Name., Number Priority List Rank
Mount Arlington Borough 11

340541-03
Collection System

County

Morris

Service Area

The portion of Mt. Arlington which lies in the Upper Musconetcong
Drainage Basin

Existing Population
3,662

Need for Project

The Borough of Mt. Arlington has been dealing with its sanitary

wastes using individual septic tanks and leaching fields. There have
been septic system failures which create a potential health and ground
water problem. The water quality (of Lake Hopatcong, FW2-TM) in the
area marginally meets standards for fecal coliform and toxics and does
not meet standards for dissolved oxygen and nutrients. Fishable
trout, potable water, and primary contact recreational uses of the

‘lake are impacted. There are some facilities in the Borough which are

experiencing sewage discharge problems. One such facility is the Mt.
Arlington Sanitation Corp. which has a NJPDES Permit to cease
discharge. A sewer system will also be required to handle flows from
Mount Laurel and other high density housing programs proposed within
the Borough.

Project Description

This project will include an extension of a recently constructed
interceptor in the Township of Roxbury into the Borough of Mount
Arlington and the construction of a collection system within the
Borough.
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Aanticipated
Recipient : TRIBORO-FPALMYRA

Froject No. @ 340763-04 Eligible Froject Cost : $3, 425, 000
FY?3 RaANK : 12.0

County ¢ BURLINGTON Total State Amount , : $3,425, 000
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I. SEGMENT FOINTS
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A. Existing Water Conditions

Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) 75725 25
Shellfish ' 125 0
Recreation (Frimary Contact) . 125 [0}
Agricultural Water Use 25 Q
Industrial Water Use 25 25
Fub lic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only)d 50 (o]
SURTOTAL 250

BR. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet CFoints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Soored
Dissolved Oxygen 0 S50 100 S50
Fecal Coliform 4] 30 100 100
Nutrients Q 25 80 25
Toxics Q 25 50 28
SURTOTAL. 200

II. DISCHARGE TYPE

Fossible Foints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Scored
Frimary Discharge 500 9]
I/1 Correction-0ver flow 250 Q
CS0 Abatement 250 e}
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 O
New Systems 50 0
I/1 Covrrectiom 50 [¢]
Advanced Treatment 1 O
SUBTOTAL. 200
Fopulation Q0724

TOTAL FOINTS 650.00724
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Triboro - Palmyra . 12
340763-04
STP

County

Burlington

Service Area

Borough of Palmyra

Existing Population
7,236

Need for Project

The Borough of Palmyra Wastewater Treatment Plant has been
periodically in violation of its respective NJPDES permit requirements
concerning BOD and SS and operates with inadequate secondary
treatment. The plant is under a local sewer connection ban. The
receiving stream is the Delaware River, which is classified as Zone 2,
non-trout with industrial water use. The Palmyra Sewage Treatment
Plant discharge affects the water quality of the Delaware River for
the potable water use including a major potable water supply at
Torresdale. The existing water quality of the Delaware River at the
plant discharge point marginally meets the dissolved oxygen, nutrients
and toxics standards, but does not meet the fecal coliform standards.

7 Flow (mgd) - Effluent

STP (level of treatment) Design Present BOD Reported §SS Reported
% - mg/l % - mg/l

Palmyra (Secondary) 0.53 0.58 88.7 - 23.9 81.5 - 27.6

(NJ0024449)

Project Description

The Tri-Borough Wastewater Facilities Plan recommends that the
existing Palmyra Borough Sewage Treatment Plant be expanded and
upgraded by using the oxidation ditch process to comply with the
NJPDES permit requirements. The project shall also include sludge
management facilities. The ultimate sludge disposal will be
incorporated into the on-going county-wide sludge/septage management
plan recommendations.
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Mmticipated
Recipient @ WEST MILFORD TWF

Froject No. : 34070103 Eligible Fyvoject Cost
FYP3 RANK : 13.0
County : PASSAIC Total State Amount
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I. SEGMENT POINTS
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A. Existing Water Conditions
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Water Use
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“Fotable Water Supply

Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)

Shellfish

Recreation (Frimary Contact)
Agricultural Water Use
Industrial Water Use

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only)

B. Existing Water RQuality
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Dissolved Oxygen
Fecal Coliform
Nutrients

Toxics

SO OO0

IT. DISCHARGE TYPFE
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Froject Discharge Type

Frimary Discharge

I/1 Correction—-Overflow

CS0 Abatement

Inadequate Secondary Treatment
Sludge Disposal/Treatment

New Systems

I1/1 Correction

Advanced Treatment

50
S0
25
25

$437, 800
4~? 800
Fossible Foints
Foints Scored
200 250
TH/25 75
125 0
125 O
25 Q
25 O
S50
SUBRTATAL J2%
Does Not Meet Foints
Standards Seoved
100 O
100 O
50 50
50 0
SURTOTAL. 50
Fossible Foints
Faoints Scored
500 O
QG0 250
250 o]
200 O
1006 -0
S0 Q
a0 O
i 0
SURTOTAL. 290
Fopulation SOOGS0

TOTAL FOINTS 625.000590
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Project Name, Number , Priority List Rank

West Milford Township MUA 13
340701-03
Infiltration/Inflow Correction - Overflow

County
Passaic

Service Area

Awosting STP area of West Milford Township

Existing Population
500

Need for Project

The Awosting STP service area is subject to excessive infiltration/
inflow (I/I). Present flows at the Awosting STP average 55,000
gallons per day (GPD), but peak conditions can result in flows over
150,000 GPD which results in sewage overflows near the plant and
direct discharge into the Wanaque River which flows into the
Monksville Reservoir which is a potable water supply source and a
trout fishery. Nutrient levels in the River and Reservoir do not meet
standards. o )

Project Description

The proposed project is for the study and implementation of I/I
correction measures to eliminate all existing bypassing. This may
include the cost effective conveyance and treatment of excessive I/I
flows, as well as standard sewer system rehabilitation measures.
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Recipient ORADELL. BOROUGH

Froject No. 340835~04 Eligible FProject Cost
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I. SEGMENT FOINTS
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Water Use

Fotable Water Suepply

Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)
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Recreation (Frimary Contact)
Agricultural Water Use

Industrial Water Use
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B, Existing Water Quality
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SUBTOTAL

Meets - Marginally Does Not Meet
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Dissolved Oxygen 0 80 100

- Fecal Coliform 4] S50 100

Nutrients O 25 S0

Toxics 0] 25 S0
SURBRTOTAL.
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Mraject Discharge Type
Frimary Discharge
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Inadequate Secondary Treatment
Sludge Disposal/Treatment

New Systens
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Advanced Treatment
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roj Name, N er Priority List Rank
Oradell Borough 14

340835-01
Infiltration/Inflow Correction-Overflow

unt
Bergen
Service Area
Oradell Borough
Existing Eogqlation
8,469
Need for Project

The Borough of Oradell sewer collection system is subject to excessive
infiltration/inflow. . Peak flows surcharge several manhole covers,
with the raw sewage overflow impacting upon the main intake canal of
the Hackensack Water Company. Water quality standards are marginally
acceptable for DO, fecal coliform, nutrients, and toxics.

Project Description

Minor rehabilitation techniques are proposed to correct the
infiltration/inflow problem and eliminate the raw sewage overflows.
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Recipient @ ATLANTIC COUNTY UA (UGEH/MRR)D

Froject No. @ 34034802 Eligible Froject Cost 2,968,589
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" Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Atlantic Co. UA - Mullica Region 15

-~ 340518-02
" P.S5., F.M.

County
Atlantic

Service Area

Egg Harbor City

tin opulation
6,820
Need for Project

The existing Egg Harbor City wastewater treatment facility can be
characterized as inadequate secondary treatment due to periodic
non-compliance with discharge requirements for BOD and suspended
solids. 1In addition, the flow to the plant is more than the design
capacity of the plant. The wastewater treatment plant discharges
its effluent to Landing Creek, a tributary to the Mullica River. The
water quality of the river exhibits high nutrient concentrations and

"low D.O. levels, localized and periodic elevated coliform counts, and

high BOD loadings which can be associated with the wastewater treatment
plant discharge. Primary contact recreation, non-trout fishing and
shellfish harvesting are also affected.

Flow (mgd) Effluent
STP (level of treatment) Design Present BOD Reported SS Reported
% - mg/l % - mg/l
Egg Harbor City 0.34 0.68 81.4 - 28.5 90.0 - 9.8
(secondary)
(NJ0024589)

Project Description

Egg Harbor City is under a NJDEP Consent Order to abandon the existing
sewage treatment plant; the wastewater will be conveyed via a new pump
station and force main to the Atlantic County UA regional facility in

Atlantic City. :

The project, when completed, will improve the water quality of the
Mullica River.
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T. SEGHMENT POINTS
A. Existing Water Conditions
Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) CPE5/25 25
Shellfish 125 o]
Recreation (Fvimary Contact) 125 e
Agricultural Water Use 25 O
Industrial Water Use 25 25
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) 50 0
SUBRTOTAL. 250
R. Exiating Water Ruality
) Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Sconred
Dissolved QOxygen 0 S0 100 &)
Fecal Coliform 0 S0 100 100
Nutrients Q 25 50 2%
Toxics Q 25 S0 25
SUBRTOTAL 150
I1. DISCHARGE TYFE
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Froject Discharge Type Foints
Frimary Discharge 500
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Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
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I/T Correction 50
Advanced Treatment i
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Pequannock, Fairfield and Lincoln 16
Park SA (Two-Bridges SA)

340354-03

INT., PS, FM

County
Morris

Service Area

The southeast and southcentral portions of Pequannock Township

Existing Population
3,036

Need for Project

The existing receiving water, Pompton River (FW2-NT), is classified
for potable water supply, nontrout maintenance, and industrial water
use. Water quality standards are currently violated for fecal
coliform, and marginally meet nutrients and toxics.

Flow (mgd) Effluent :

STP (le of treatment Design Present BOD__Reported SS Reported
% - mg/l % - mg/l

Laurel Home (Secondary) 0.010 0.007 95.4 - 8.4 81.5 - 12.0

(NJ0022926)

Project Description

The TBSA has proposed the construction of transmission facilities to
convey wastewater from the southeast and southcentral portions of the
Township of Pequannock to the TBSA's existing treatment plant. The
Laurel Home treatment plant will be eliminated. The proposed
transmission facilities will consist of two pump stations, force main
and interceptors. ‘
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Project Name,., Number Priority List Rank

Bergen County U.A. 17
340768-03
CSO Abatement

County

Bergen

Service Area

Bergenfield, Bogota, Carlstadt, Cliffside Park, Closter, Cresskill,
Demarest, Dumont, East Rutherford, Emerson, Englewood, Englewood
Cliffs, Fairview, Fort Lee, Hackensack, Harrington Park, Hasbrouck
Heights, Haworth, Hillsdale, Leonia, Little Ferry, Maywood, Montvale,
Moonachie, New Milford, Northvale, Norwood, Oradell, Palisades Park,
Paramus, Park Ridge, Ridgefield, Ridgefield Park, River Edge, River
Vale, Rochelle Park, South Hackensack, Teaneck, Tenafly, Teterboro,
Washington, Westwood, Woodcliff Lake

Existing Population
372,518

Need for Project

Due to system capacity limitations, combined sewage surcharges and
overflows into SE2 and FW2-NT waters. This results in excessive
solids and bacteria levels, and floating sewage during wet and dry.
weather conditions.

Project Description

Elimination of dry weather overflows in combined and separate sewer
systems, and repairs to tide gates, would be the first order of
priority to mitigate the impact on the receiving streams. Secondly,
there is a need to provide more sewage capacity to handle peak flows,
which might require diversion of stream sewage flows to interceptors
with available capacity, or parallel sewers, to relieve downstream
surcharging and overflows. Any recommended improvements to the
combined sewer regulators in Fort Lee, Hackensack and Ridgefield Park
will be a part of the overall project.
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

North Bergen Township/ Hudson County UA 18
340652-02
CSO Abatement

County

Hudson

Service Area
North Bergen (Area I)

Existing Population
39,200 '
Need for Project

Numerous sanitary lines are in need of repair and surcharge
frequently. Many sanitary connections have been made in storm

sewers. Some of the system is separate but much is served by combined
sewers. Existing regulators are in need of repair or replacement.

The CSO system discharges to the Hackensack River (SE-2) which is
classified for non-trout fishing and industrial water use. Dissolved
oxygen, fecal coliform, and toxics levels are all unacceptable.
Sanitary flows are conveyed to the existing Central Treatment Plant.

Project Description

The Hudson County Utilities Authority has applied for a Sewage
Infrastructure Improvement Act grant. Planning information from this
study will be used to assist development of corrective measures for
the combined sewer overflow problems. North Bergen is presently
conducting a comprehensive sewer system evaluation survey to determine
specific corrective actions. Rehabilitation is proposed to alleviate
surcharging and to eliminate illegal connections. New sewers will be
constructed to assist in alleviating surcharging and to convey
additional flow to the Central STP.
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f. Existing Water Conditions

. Fossible Faints
Water Use Foints Scoread
Fotable Water Supply 200 O
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) TI/25 29
Shellfish 1258 0
Recreation (Primary Contact) - 125 6]
Agricultural Water Use 25 Q
Industrial Water Use 25 25
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) G50 0
SUBTOTAL 50

B, Existing Water Quality
. Meets - Marginally Doss Not Meet Foints
Favameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Seovead
Diﬁsolved Oxvygen O S0 100 L00
- Fecal Coliform (0] S50 100 100
Nutrients o] 259 50 50
Toxics [+ 25 G0 HO
SURTOTAL. IO0

IT. DISCHARGE TYFE

Fossible Foints
Froject Dischavge Type Foints Scored
Frimary Discharge 500 £
171 Correction—0Overflow 250 0
C80 Abatement 250 O
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 4]
New Systems 50 0
I/71 Corvection 50 0]
Advanced Treatment i o)
SURTOTAL 200
Fopulation L04982

TOTAL FOINTS 550.04982
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

North Bergen Township/ Hudson County UA 19
340652-03

Outfall Repair

County

Hudson

MService Area

wNorth Bergen (Area III)

-y

Existing Population

e

19,822

»Need for Project

mOverflow from two combined sewer overflow (CSO) regulators is

“discharged directly to the Hudson River through the Woodcliff STP
outfall. The overflow lines are in poor condition which results in

~Surcharging and flooding. 1In addition, the existing outfall may be
undersized and is in need of major repairs and possible extension for

whroper plume dispersion. The Woodcliff STP has been upgraded to
secondary treatment with a design flow of 3.1 mgd. The non-trout

"fishing and industrial water uses of the Hudson River are negatively

wimpacted by the discharge. Water quality does not meet standards for
dissolved oxygen, fecal coliform, nutrients and toxics.

b

» Flow (mgd) Effluent

“STP (level of treatment) Design -Present BOD Reported SS Reported
- ’ % - mg/l % - mg/l
mWoodcliff STP 3.10 2.94 47.3 - 79.0 49.4 - 57.3

(NJ0029084)

-
Project Description

The Hudson County Utilities Authority (HCUA) has applied for a Sewage
*Infrastructure Improvement Act grant to study the combined sewer

overflows in North Bergen. The results of the planning study will be
™used to assist in determining corrective measures for the CSO outfall
wlines. North Bergen is presently conducting a comprehensive sewer

system evaluation survey to determine specific corrective actions.
=The existing CSO/effluent outfall will be rehabilitated or replaced
=25 necessary. ‘
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I. SEGMENT FOINTS
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. Existing Water Conditions
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Fossible Foints
Water Use - Faoints Scoved
Fotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fishevies (Trout/Nontrout) TE5/25 25
Shellfish 1259 0
Recreation (Frimary Contact) 125 125
Agricultural Water Use 29 Q
Industrial Water Use 25 G
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems nily)d S0 (0]
- SUBRTOTAL. 350

E. Existing Water RQuality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet FuiﬁtsA
Farametar Standards Meets Standards Standards Scorad
Dissolved Oxyyen ¢ 50 100 ¢
Fecal Coliform 0 50 100 100
Nutrients 0 23 S0 50
Toxics 0 25 S0 25
SUBTOTAL. 175

II. DISCHARGE TYFE

Possibta Foints
Froject Dischavrge Type Foints Scoved
Frimary Discharge S00 0
1/1 Corvection—Overflow 250 0
Cs0 abatement 250 Q
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 o]
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 O
New Systems 50 0
I/1 Corvrection 50 ¢
Advanced Treatment i i
SURTOTAL. 1i
Fopulation L0L300

TOTAL FOINTS G926 .04300
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Oakland Borough 20
340418-03

STP, Interceptor and Collection System

County

Bergen

Service Area
Borough of Oakland
Existing Population
13,000

Need for Project

The area is currently served by septic systemé and some small package

.treatment plants. As treatment requirements increase from Level &4 to

Level 5, the plants will be unable to meet their effluent
requirements. Ground and surface waters (Ramapo River, FW2- NT), are
used for recreation as well as a potable water source, and are being
degraded by the failure of existing disposal facilities.

Project Description-

The proposed project includes the construction of a wastewater
treatment plant, interceptor sewer and collection system. The
proposed interceptor sewer and collection system will convey all flows
from the six (6) wastewater treatment plants (that will be abandoned)
to the proposed wastewater treatment plant.
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A. Existing Water Conditions
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Fossible Foints

Water Use Foints Scored
Fotab le Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) 795/25 g
Shellfish 1235 0
Recreation (Frimary Contact) 125 25
fgricultural Water Use 25 O
Industrial Water Use 25 Q
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only)d 50 0
SURTOTAL. 2400
. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not MHeet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards S ad
Dissolved Oxygen -0 50 100 0O
Fecal Coliform ' 0 S50 100 a0
Nutrients 0 25 S0 : O
Toxics Q 25 50 25
SURTOTAL. s
1. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible Foints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Scored
Frimary Discharge 00 ¢)
I/1 Corvection—-0Overflow 230 Q
CS0 Abatement 250 Q
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 0
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 ©
New Systems S0 S0
I/1 Corvrection 50 O
Advanced Treatment i
SUBTATAL 50
Fopulation L04328

TOTAL FOINTS $25.01328



Project Name., Number Priority List Rank

Ringwood Borough Sewerage Authority 21
340483-02
STP, Int, Coll

County

Passaic

Service Area
Ringwéod Borough

Existing Population

13,283

Need for Project

Existing pollution is presently caused by malfunctioning subsurface
disposal systems throughout the entire service area and the discharge
of inadequately treated wastewater to local streams from two existing
treatment facilities. These watercourses are used for potable water
supply, trout fishing and primary contact recreation. Their water
quality marginally meets standards for fecal coliform and toxics.

 Flow (mgd) . Effluent

STP (level of treatment Design Present BOD5 Reported SS Reported

i % - mg/l % - mg/l
Ringwood Borough S.A. .040 .044 98.5 - 9.98 98.2 - 7.73
(NJ0027006) (High Mt. Brook-
FW2-TP(C1))
Ringwood Shopping Plaza .013 .012 N/A - 10 N/A - 20
Forsgate Brook (FW2-TM) * N/A - Not Available

Project Description

The Ringwood Borough Sewerage Authority is currently preparing a
Project Report which will address, in detail, its wastewater needs and
recommend solutions to problems uncovered during the study. Although a
definite solution to Ringwood's wastewater problems is not known at
this time, it would appear that collection sewers, conveyance and
treatment in combination with an on-site system management district
could be a likely solution.
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A. Existing Watery Conditioms

Water Use

Fotable Water Supply :
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontyrout)
Shellfish

Recreation (Frimary Contact)
Agricultural Water Use

Industrial Water Use

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only)

E. Existing Water Quality
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Fossible
Foints
200
TE/25
125

129

25

25

50

SUBTOTAL

Meats ﬁarginally Does Not Meet

Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards

Dissolved Oxygen 0 50 100

Facal Coliform 0 50 100

Nutrients 0 28 50

Toxics 0 2 50
SURTOTAL.

I1. DISCHARGE TYFE

2200 202n suns 2200 8042 soew sean Sros sees sese sess

Froject Discharge Type
Frimary Discharge

1/1 Correction—-Overflow
CSO Abatement
Inadequat