EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

PRIORITY SYSTEM,
INTENDED USE PLAN,
PROJECT PRIORITY LIST AND
RESPONSE DOCUMENT
FOR FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1996

ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION |
DIVISION OF WATER QUA s e N
MUNICIPAL WASTEWATER ASSISTANCE EW‘L"“”

NEW JERSE!

. ’:.‘
\
JUNE 1995 e ‘::f}.
 eTAIE ST
185 W- 21 )
\ e
Christine Todd Whitman Robert C. Sh J



New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection
Mission Statement

Vision: The Department of Environmental Protection is committed to providing a high
quality of life for the residents of New Jersey.

Mission: To assist the residents of New Jersey in preserving, sustaining, protecting and
enhancing the environment to ensure the integration of high environmental quality, public
health and economic vitality.

We will accomplish our mission in partnership with the general public, business,
environmental community and all levels of government by:

0 Developing and integrating an environmental master plan to assist the Department and
our partners in decision-making through increased availability of resource data on the
Geographic Information System.

0 Defining and publishing reasonable, clear and predictable scientifically-based
standards.

0 Achieving the Department's goals in a manner that encourages compliance and
innovation.

0 Employing a decision-making process that is open, comprehensive, timely, predictable
and efficient.

¢ Providing residents and visitors with affordable access to safe and clean open space,
historic and natural resources.

0  Assuring that pollution is prevented in the most efficient and practical way possible.
0 Assuring that the best technology is planned and applied to achieve long-term goals.
0  Assuring that non-treatable wastes are isolated, managed and controlled.

0 Enhancing environmental awareness and stewardship through education and
communication.

0 Fostering a work environment that attracts and retains dedicated and talented people.

¢ Committing to an ongoing evaluation of the Department's progress toward achieving
our mission.
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Governor

State of Nefr Jersey

Christine Todd Whitman Department of Environmental Protection Robert C. Shinn, Jr.
Commissioner

FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1996
PRIORITY SYSTEM, INTENDED USE PLAN AND PROJECT PRIORITY LIST

The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection
{Department) has completed the development of the Federal Fiscal
Year 1996 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
1996 and the award of State loans in State Fiscal Year 1997. 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 1997. Projects will be funded with the monies
anticipated to be allocated to the State of New Jersey in Federal
Fiscal Year 1996 and funds made available from the New Jersey
Wastewater Treatment Financing Program in State Fiscal Year 1997.

Grant increases will be awarded in Federal Fiscal Year 1996 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 1997.

Certain changes were made to the Priority System, Intended Use
Plan and Priority 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 enclosed Federal Fiscal Year 1996 Response
Document.

New Jersey is an Equal Opportunity Employer
Recycled Paper



The public comments concerning the development of the Federal
Fiscal Year 1996 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.

If you have any questions about this document, please feel free
to contact Nicholas G. Binder, P.E., P.P., Assistant Director of the
Municipal Wastewater Assistance Program at (609) 292-8961.

Sincerely,

Dénni s ﬁért
Director
Division of Water Quality

November 1995

Enclosures



Project
Number

S5340708-08-3
S340384-04-1
5340537-03~-1
5340794-03-1
S340779-02-1

$340809-03
S340809-04
5340526-13
S340526-14
$340970-01
NJL 815-04
5340526-04
5340526-12
S340351-01
5340924-02

Project
Number

C340714-03
C340384-03
C340390-06
C340524-03
C340502-03
C340461-02
C340399-07
C340399-21

Project
Number

C340708-09
C340400-01
C340495-01
C340480-01
C340451-02
C340478-03
C340579-01
C340697-01
C340650-01
C340683-01
C340605-01
C340536-01
C340590-01
C340638-01
C340755-01
C340578-02
C340486-02
C340530-01
C340712-01
C340720-01

MUNICIPAL WASTEWATER ASSISTANCE

State Fiscal Year 1996 Loan Actions

Loan
Recipient

Camden County MUA
Musconetcong SA

Mt. Olive Township
Riverside SA
Pequannock RBSA
Atlantic County UA
Atlantic County UA
Gloucester County UA
Gloucester County UA
Borough of Moonachie
Newark City

Logan Township MUA
Mantua Township MUA
Tewksbury Township
Clinton Township

Principal
Amount

4,440,670
2,140,877
6,800,000

301, 460
1,178,120
2,357,096
5,407,980
$10,394,075
$11,267,665
$ 405,402
$17,791,816
$ 3,000,000
$ 1,604,784
$ 407,922
$ 258,000

< A > Uy L

Award
Type

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

Federal Fiscal Year 1995 Grant Increase Actions

Grant
Recipient

Ocean County UA
Musconetcong SA
Wanagque Valley RSA
Camden County MUA
City of Salem
Landis SA

Hudson County UA
Hudson County UA

Increase
Amount

$12,417,855
3,113,665
711,890
45,439
1,826,632
871,037
6,693,068
3,892,664

Ax A Uy Uy Uy Ay Uy

Award
Type

Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase

Federal Fiscal Year 1995 Grant Decrease Actions

Grant
Recipient

Camden County MUA

Stony Brook RSA
Township of Sparta
Township of Peguannock
Borough of Carteret
Rockaway Township
Little Egg Harbor MUA
Bayshore Regional SA
Manchester Township MUA
Passaic Valley SC
Borough of Helmetta
Upper Millstone Mgmt.
Bay Head Borough
Bridgewater Township
Willingboro MUA
Borough of Manville
Borough of North Haledon
Township of Clinton
Burlington Township
Middle Township

Decrease
Amount

$10, 491,683
$ 87,212
$ 14,915
$ 16,070
$ 162,466
$ 37,453
$ 12,792
$ 23,446
$ 12,700
$ 122,581
$ 1,538
$ 25,720
$ 23,776
$ 49,112
$ 140
$
$
$
$
$

3,404

48,231
25,118
17,998

2,935

Award
Type

Deobligation

Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout

Award
Date

11,/09/95
11,/09/95
11,/09/95
11,/09/95
11,/09/95
11,/09/95
11,/09/95
11,/09/95
11,/09/95
11,/09/95
11,/09/95
11,/09,/95
11,/09/95
11/09/95
11,/09/95

Award
Date

02,/01/95
03,/10/95
03/16/95
03,/20/95
03,/20/95
03/27/95
06,/20/95
06,/20/95

Award
Date

11/23/94
11/27/94
11/28/94
11/28/94
11/28/94
11/29/94
12,/06,/94
12,/06,/94
12/11/94
12/13/94
12/14/94
01,/06,/95
01,/06,/95
01,/06/95
01,/06,/95
01,/06,/95
01,/06,/95
01,/06/95
01/17/95
01/17/95



Project
Number

C340692-01
C340648-01
C340710-01
C340620-01
C340781-01
C340625-01
C340717-01
C340511-02
C340487-01
C340443-01
C340526-01
C340524-02
C340610-01
C340448-01
C340448-02
C340448-03
C340406-05
C340384-03
C340820-01
C340427-03
C340372-02
C340538-01
C340245-01
C340636-01
C340708-03
C340387-04
C340380-04
C340660-01

Federal Fiscal Year 1995 Grant Decrease Actions

Grant
Recipient

Borough of Wood-Ridge
Hopewell Township MUA
Township of Moorestown

Barnegat Township MU Comm.

Borough of Raritan
Town of West New York
Township of Cedar Grove
Borough of Franklin
Borough of Kinnelon
Borough of Edgewater
Gloucester County UA
Camden County MUA
Landis SA

Brick Township MUA
Brick Township MUA
Brick Township MUA
Sussex County MUA
Musconetcong SA

Long Branch SA
Township of East Hanover
Ocean County UA
Keansburg MUA

City of Millville
Pompton Lakes Borough MUA
Camden County MUA

Cape May County MUA
Western Monmouth MUA
Cape May County MUA

RO RU RO RORGEGEGEGEGEGESEGEGEGEGEOGEGEGEGEOEOIGIGIEOIEGE GG

Decrease
Amount

4,491
16,932
25,615
10,790
527
2,108
7,086
1,665
1,605
30,582
65,901
60,069

2,595

593,167

110, 795

168,516
40,563
66,735

7,870
23,000

157,651
18,894
83,885
56,266
91,819

1,369

120,673

7,401

Award
Type

Closeout
Closeout
Closecut
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeout
Closeocut

Award
Date

01/17/95
01/17/95
01/25/95
01/30/95
02/10/95
02/10/95
02/16,/95
02/16/95
02/16/95
02/27/95
04,/03 /95
04,/17/95
07/13/95
07/31/95
07/31/95
07/31/95
08,/10/95
08/15/95
08/15/95
08/25/95
09,/05 /95
09,/07/95
09,/07,/95
09,/07/95
09,/11/95
09/12,/95
09,13 /95
09,/19,/95
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State of Nefo Jersey

Christine Todd Whitman Department of Environmental Protection Robert C. Shinn, Jr.
Governor Commissioner

Priority System, Intended Use Plan, Project Priority
List and Response Document for Federal Fiscal Year 1996

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection
(Department) has completed its development of the Federal Fiscal
Year 1996 (FFY96) Priority System, Intended Use Plan, Project
Priority List and Response Document. This document describes three
distinct programs which provide financial assistance to local
government units for the planning, design and construction of
wastewater treatment facilities. The programs discussed are (1) the
federal Construction Grants Program (administered by the state on
behalf of the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA)), (2) the New Jersey Wastewater Treatment Financing Program
(a revolving loan program administered by the Department and the New
Jersey Wastewater Treatment Trust (Trust)) and (3) the Sewage
Infrastructure Improvement Act Grants Program.

The Construction Grants Program

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 in 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. Since federal allocations for the Construction
Grants Program have not been available for several years, grant
increase awards can only be made in FFY%96 to the extent that
previously awarded grant funds are returned to the program through
grant decrease actions. Only those projects which received a
construction grant in past years and have increased allowable
project costs are considered eligible for grant increases. Priority
between such projects is generally based on the year in which the
initial grant for the project was awarded. More details on the
Construction Grants Program can be found in the "Grant Program
Policies" and "Reserve Funds'" sections of the Priority System. In
addition, states are required to prepare annually a priority listing
of eligible projects for submittal to USEPA for approval. The
states' ranking methodology must use criteria based on the severity
of the pollution problem, the population affected and other related

New Jersey is an Equal Opportunity Employer
Recycled Paper



factors. Since no new projects can qualify for Construction Grant
funding, the resulting priority list is used to determine priority
between projects seeking a loan under the Wastewater Treatment
Financing Program. Although the Construction Grants Program has
resulted in major improvements to the state's wastewater treatment
facilities and overall water quality, the 1992 National Needs Survey
indicates that $4.75 billion in wastewater treatment improvements is
still needed.

The Wastewater Treatment Financing Program

In an effort to address the substantial wastewater treatment
needs, 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 Wastewater Treatment Financing Program. The Wastewater
Treatment Bond Act of 1985, which established the Department-
administered Wastewater Treatment Fund (Fund) and the New Jersey
Wastewater Treatment Trust Act provide the legislative framework
under which the program was initially developed. The Trust Act
requires that the list of projects eligible for assistance from this
program must be developed in conformance with the federal ranking
methodology. 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 local government units 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. As one
of the few states which established an SRF prior to the federal
mandate, New Jersey was able to readily absorb the monies available
under the Act within the structure of the Wastewater Treatment
Financing Program. In general, the state deposits the funds awarded
under a capitalization grant into the Wastewater Treatment Fund-SRF
Accounts and directs all or a portion of the 20 percent state match
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required by the Act to the Trust to leverage (i.e., generate funds
for Trust-SRF loans to complement those of the Fund). Loans made
with federally-derived funding and the state match are commonly
referred to as the SRF component of the Wastewater Treatment
Financing Program. Loans made with monies derived from the 1985
Bond Act are referred to as the non-SRF component of the Wastewater
Treatment Financing Program. 1In its first eight funding cycles, the
Department and the Trust have provided 128 loans totaling $1.2
billion. In SFY96 and SFY97 (using the FFY95 and FFY96 allotments
and other funds), the program expects to provide low cost financing
to more priority wastewater projects throughout the state.

The State's Stormwater Management and Combined Sewer Overflow
Abatement Bond Act of 1989 created the Stormwater Management and
Combined Sewer Overflow Abatement Assistance Fund. The Fund was
established to provide financial assistance to local government
units for the construction of combined sewer overflow (CSO)
abatement projects as well as stormwater management projects.
Although CSO abatement projects could be funded through the
Wastewater Treatment Financing Program since its inception, the 1989
Bond Act was unique in that it authorized the Department to fund a
new class of projects (those to address stormwater sewer systems and
management facilities). In January 1992, the Department adopted
rules to implement the 1989 Bond Act which established the program
as a component of the Wastewater Treatment Financing Program (that
is, projects seeking financial assistance will be required to be
placed on a Priority List, commit and meet established program
deadlines and requirements). Any municipality in the state which has
identified an interconnection/cross-connection abatement need and
which has expressed interest in a construction loan to correct such
a problem will be eligible in the current FFY96/SFY97 funding cycle.

In addition, the Department and the Trust have decided to
continue the practice of allowing project sponsors a second chance
opportunity. A second chance opportunity gives local government
units that have been proceeding independently toward the
construction of wastewater treatment facilities an opportunity to
participate in the current funding cycle. In order to be eligible,
project sponsors must be extensively through the permitting and
approval phase. Under the FFY96 Priority System (to qualify for
FFY%96/SFY97 funding), sponsors wishing to take advantage of the
second chance provisions must submit the following items in
accordance with the schedule below:

January 11, 1996 Commitment letter
February 1, 1996 Planning and design documents
March 1, 1996 Loan application

It should be noted that the inclusion of the second chance
projects in the FFY96/SFY97 funding cycle will not adversely impact
the ability of the program to provide financing to those projects
that have already been actively pursuing funding in accordance with



the schedule originally established in the FFY96 Proposal for the
FFY96/SFY97 funding cycle (April 27, 1995 for planning and November
2, 1995 for design).

The Sewage Infrastructure Improvement Act Grants Program (for
Planning and/or Design Activities)

In 1988, the New Jersey State Legislature passed the Sewage
Infrastructure Improvement Act (SIIA) in order to address various
pollution problems in the state, and established statutory
requirements in order to do so. The Department developed a phased
approach to accomplish the legislative intent of the SIIA, and has
adopted rules at N.J.A.C. 7:22A.

CSOs have long been recognized as a significant pollution
problem in the state. The SIIA authorized funds for the Department
to award up to 90 percent grants for planning and design of CSO
abatement facilities throughout the state. Several local government
units have received or are actively pursuing grants for CSO planning
activities. The FFY9%96 Priority System proposal included an
application deadline of January 11, 1995 for receipt of new CSO
planning applications and further allowed design applications for
CS0 abatement facilities to be submitted as well (provided all
planning requirements had been satisfied).

In addition to CSO needs, the Legislature indicated its priority
that stormwater discharges in the coastal counties of the state must
be addressed. Mapping and monitoring efforts are on-going in the 94
affected coastal municipalities to locate interconnections (indirect
connections between sanitary and stormwater sewer systems) and
cross-connections (direct connections between such systems). The
SIIA also authorized up to 90 percent grants for the planning and
design of appropriate abatement measures to address inter-
connections/cross-connections. The Department has developed rules
to implement the interconnection/cross-connection planning and
design grant aspects of the SITA, which have been adopted at
N.J.A.C. 7:22A. The initial application deadline for such
projects was December 15, 1994. 1In recognition that few
municipalities were able to complete the mapping and/or preliminary
monitoring of their priority outfalls, the deadline date for initial
and second-round planning grant applications has been extended to
December 15, 1995. Project sponsors with an interconnection/
cross-connection abatement need in the four coastal counties have
two options: (1) Apply for a planning grant by December 15, 1995 and
apply for subsequent funding through a planning/design grant or a
construction loan at some point in the future or (2) Commit to and
meet the planning, design and application deadlines for the SFY97
Wastewater Treatment Financing Program to qualify for a construction
loan (a fast-track approach to addressing the need). 1In lieu of any
shortfalls in the availability of funding under the Sewage
Infrastructure Improvement Act, the Department may use funds
available under the Stormwater Management and Combined Sewer
Overflow Abatement Bond Act of 1989 to provide grant funds for
planning and design purposes.
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The Department is forwarding the Priority System, Intended Use
Plan, Project Priority List and Response Document for your records.
A summary project description and project ranking worksheet has been
prepared for each listed project, and is available for your review
at any of the identified Library Information Centers (refer to the
listing in the Priority System for these locations). The Proposed
FFY96 Priority System, Intended Use Plan and Project Priority List
was the subject of a public hearing held on December 13, 1994. All
comments received (or postmarked) on or before January 11, 1995 are
reflected in the Department's Response Document. If you require any
further assistance, please contact the following:

Project-specific: North Stanley Cach 609-292-6894
Project-specific: South George Goldy 609-984-6840
Payment Procedures/Application Proc. Eugene Chebra 609-633-1208
Priority System; Environmental review Theresa Fenton 609-292-3859



FFY96 PRIORITY SYSTEM, INTENDED USE PLAN AND PROJECT PRIORITY LIST

IMPORTANT DEADLINES FOR THE FFY96/SFY97 FUNDING CYCLE:

Date

December 13, 1994

January 11, 1995

April 27, 1995
November 2, 1995
December 15, 1995

January 4, 1996

January 11, 1996

February 1, 1996

March 1, 1996

Local Unit Deadline for:

- Public Hearing on FFY%96 Priority
System Proposal Document

- Comments on the FFY96 Proposal
Document

- Submission of commitment letter and
project status/cost update form

- Requests for Public Health Hazard
Bypass consideration

- Submission of combined sewer
overflow (CSO) planning or
design grant application
under the Sewage Infrastructure
Improvement Act (SIIA)

- Submission of planning documents
- Submission of design documents

- Submission of interconnection/cross-
connection abatement planning grant
application under the SIIA

- Submission of grant increase
application under the federal
Construction Grants Program *

- Submission of commitment letter for
second chance projects

- Submission of planning and design
documents for second chance projects

- Submission of loan application
(deadline also applies to second
chance projects)

Unless otherwise indicated, all deadlines are associated with the
Wastewater Treatment Financing Program.

* Note that no grant awards for new project segments will be made.
Grant increases will only be made to the extent that sufficient
funds become available through grant reductions.
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ATLANTIC COUNTY

ATLANTIC COUNTY LIBRARY
2 SOUTH FARRAGUT ROAD
MAYS LANDING NJ 08330

BERGEN COUNTY

JOHNSON FREE PUBLIC LIBRARY
275 MOORE STREET
HACKENSACK NJ 07601

BURLINGTON COUNTY

BURLINGTON COUNTY LIBRARY
WOODL ANE ROAD
MT HOLLY NJ 08060

CAMDEN COUNTY

CAMDEN COUNTY LIBRARY
ECHELON URBAN CENTER
LAUREL ROAD

YOORHEES NJ 08043

CAPE MAY COUNTY

CAPE MAY COUNTY LIBRARY
BOYD & MECHANIC STREET
CAPE MAY COURT HOUSE NJ
CUMBERLAND COUNTY
CUMBERLAND COUNTY LIBRARY
800 EAST COMMERCE STREET
BRIDGETON NJ 08302

ESSEX COUNTY

NEWARK PUBLIC LIBRARY

5 WASHINGTON STREET
NEWARK NJ 07102

LIBRARY INFORMATION CENTERS

GLOUCESTER COUNTY

WEST DEPTFORD PUBLIC LIBRARY
GROVE AVE & CROWNPOINT RD
THOROFARE NJ 08086

HUDSON COUNTY

JERSEY CITY PUBLIC LIBRARY
472 JERSEY AVENUE

JERSEY CITY NJ 07302
HUNTERDON COUNTY
HUNTERDON COUNTY LIBRARY
ROUTE 12

FLEMINGTON NJ 08822
NERCER COUNTY

TRENTON PUBLIC LIBRARY
120 ACADEMY STREET
TRENTON NJ 08609
NIDDLESEX COUNTY
WOODBRIDGE PUBLIC LIBRARY
GEORGE FREDERICK PLAZA
WOODBRIDGE NJ 07095
NONMOUTH COUNTY

MONMOUTH COUNTY LIBRARY
HIGHWAY 35 EASTERN BRANCH
SHREWSBURY NJ 07701
MORRIS COUNTY

MORRIS COUNTY PUBLIC LIBRARY

30 EAST HANOYER STREET
WHIPPANY NJ 07901

OCEAN COUNTY

OCEAN COUNTY LIBRARY
101 WASHINGTON STREET
TOMS RIVER NJ 08753

PASSAIC COUNTY

PATERSON PUBLIC LIBRARY
250 BROADWAY
PATERSON NJ 07501

SALEN COUNTY

SALEM CITY PUBLIC LIBRARY
112 WEST BROADWAY
SALEM COUNTY NJ 08079

SOMERSET COUNTY

SOMERSET COUNTY LIBRARY
NORTH BRIDGE ST & VOGT DR
BOX 6700

BRIDGEWATER NJ 08807

SUSSEX COUNTY

SUSSEX COUNTY LIBRARY

RD #3 BOX 76

NEWTON NJ 07860

UNION COUNTY

ELIZABETH CITY LIBRARY

11 SOUTH BROAD STREET
ELIZABETH NJ 07202

WARREN COUNTY

PHILLIPSBURG PUBLIC LIBRARY

200 FROST AVENUE
PHILLIPSBURG NJ 08865
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Priority System, Intended Use Plan, Project Priority List,
and Response Document for Federal Fiscal Year 1996

OVERVIEW

The Water Quality Act of 1987 (amendments to the Clean Water
Act) required states to establish a State Revolving Fund (SRF)
program which provides financial assistance to local government
units for the construction of projects to maintain and improve
water quality. The SRF program is to be self-perpetuating,
whereby loan repayments are used to finance future project
needs. New Jersey's SRF program was established in 1988 as a
component of the state's Wastewater Treatment Financing
Program. To date, the Wastewater Treatment Financing Program
(SRE and non-SRF components) has been very successful.
Approximately $1.2 billion has been awarded through 128 loan
actions throughout the state. As of May 1,1995, 74 of the 128
loan actions have been closed out and 54 loans are currently
active totalling approximately $470 million.

As required by federal and state law, the New Jersey Department
of Environmental Protection (Department) has developed a
Priority System, Intended Use Plan and Project Priority List for
FFY96. It details the state's policies governing the award of
federal grants under the Construction Grants Program. The FFY96
Priority System also provides the ranking methodology for
municipal water pollution control projects eligible for state
financial assistance under the Wastewater Treatment Financing
Program. Of particular note, the Priority System provides high
priority to projects which address discharges of raw sewage
during rain events to the state's waters, including combined
sewer overflow (CSO) abatement projects and overflowing sewer
projects. CSO abatement projects are typically high cost
projects located in urban areas, where affordability is a
serious concern. Overflowing sewer projects, including
interconnection/cross-connection abatement projects, are known
to contribute to beach and shellfish bed closures. Addressing
these projects will result in improvements to the health,
safety, aesthetic value and recreational attributes of the
coastal waters. The Intended Use Plan provides information on
the state's policies governing the Wastewater Treatment
Financing Program and New Jersey's plan to channel any federal
funds available in FFY96 to the Department-administered
Wastewater Treatment Fund (Fund). The Fund, together with the
Wastewater Treatment Trust (Trust), comprise the Wastewater
Treatment Financing Program. The Project Priority List



identifies projects which may qualify for financial assistance
from the Wastewater Treatment Financing Program in State Fiscal
Year 1997 (SEY97). The FFY96 document is generally in
conformance with the Priority System adopted for FFY95. Also
included in this document is a section entitled "Sewage
Infrastructure Improvement Act (SIIA) Grants Program"” which
discusses the availability of planning and design grants for
combined sewer overflow abatement and stormwater management
projects, including projects which address interconnections
and/or cross-connections (I/C) of sanitary and stormwater sewer
systems.

Federal Fiscal Year 1994, ending September 30, 1994, was the
last year in which federal funds were authorized to states under
the Water Quality Act of 1987 to provide SRF assistance. Loan
repayments and state bond proceeds continue to be available to
address existing and future wastewater treatment needs in the
state. If the Clean Water Act is reauthorized as anticipated
and/or funds are appropriated, New Jersey will receive necessary
additional federal funding to supplement existing monies, which
will allow the state to more fully address its significant water
quality improvement needs. Several legislative initiatives to
reauthorize the Clean Water Act and to provide funding for
wastewater projects have been proposed and the state is
supportive of such initiatives. It is not expected that the
Clean Water Act reauthorization or applicable federal guidance
will necessitate significant changes to the Wastewater Treatment
Financing Program and the state's Priority System, Intended Use
Plan and Project Priority List. As such, the Department is
issuing this document to maintain the traditional financing
program schedule. To the extent that the reauthorization
requires substantial revisions to the program (such as the
introduction of a Drinking Water SRF), the Department will
provide additional public participation opportunities regarding
such revisions.

PRIORITY SYSTEM

I. Construction Grants 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. Federal grant funding for new project segments is no longer
available.

B. The grant increase application submission deadline under the
FFY96 Priority System is January 4, 1996.

C. Grant amendments will be awarded in FFY96 to cover the low
bid building cost (i.e., no cost overruns or contingencies),
administrative/fiscal/legal costs (limited to one percent of
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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 FFY82Z through FFY95 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
percent level, in conformance with the applicable grant
award level). Grants awarded prior to FEY82 (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 Innovative/Alternative (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.

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 I/A bonus awards).

The Governor's Discretionary Fund will be used to provide up
to $1 million in grant increase awards from the Reserve for
Grant Increases 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.



G. The reserve funds established in the FFY96 Priority System
are generally consistent with those reserve fund programs
adopted under the FFY95 System. The reserves in the FFY96
Priority System include the Grant Increase Reserve (which
may include I/A grant increases) and the Reserve for State
Management Assistance. Further reserves as required or
authorized in a Clean Water Act reauthorization may also be
established by the state (particularly to meet mandatory
statutory requirements).

II. Reserve Funds

In developing the Priority System, the state has established
several reserve fund programs applicable to the Construction
Grants Program. 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 1995 Priority Systems, for funding grant
increases for previously funded projects. The Department will
continue to use these criteria in the FFY96 Priority System to
determine eligible grant increase amounts. 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 awarded. In 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.

On September 27, 1990, USEPA issued guidance which would allow
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 applied for
a deviation from the federal regulations to allow recovered
funds to be used for I/A grant increase assistance on September
11, 1991 and received USEPA Headquarters approval on August 20,
1992. It is expected that USEPA policy will allow this to be
continued in the future. Thus, 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
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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
funding priority over any other project eligible for
Construction Grants funding. 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
pending cost overrun grant increases, excluding any I/A funding
bonuses. The amount of the increase will be eguivalent 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 rehabilitation
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.
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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
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:

Initial base grants awarded at the 65 percent level 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 that while the grant amount will be limited to the
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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 CFR 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 or a

subsequent statute and federal policy.

III. Priority List - General

Listing on the FFY96 Project Priority List is the first
prerequisite to be considered eligible for financial assistance
under the Wastewater Treatment Financing Program in SFY97. The
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 as allowable under program rules
currently in effect. The figure under the "Total State Share"”
column represents 100 percent of the estimated total eligible
project costs for the 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
hearing/public participation program will be included on the
final FFY96 List.

As a result of the public hearings and public comments,
appropriate changes to the Priority System, Intended Use Plan
and Project Priority List were made by the Department, and are
fully discussed in 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
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does 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 are
not satisfied on schedule;

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

c. The addition of a project or projects to the fundable range
as a result of their qualifying as a second chance project
or under the Public Health Hazard (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 (if any) 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 Department has returned to one listing of projects,
including interconnection/cross-connection (I/C) abatement
projects, which uses the ranking methodology as described in
Section IV of this document. I/C projects, by definition,
involve a wastewater treatment component. That is, the scope of
work necessary to abate or eliminate an I/C will involve
improvements to the sanitary sewer system, generally in the
category of Infiltration/Inflow Correction involving major or
minor sewer system rehabilitation. Stormwater sewer system
improvements necessary to abate/eliminate an I/C would also be
eligible under such a project scope. Thus, funding eligibility
is not limited to the four coastal counties but is available
statewide. I/C abatement projects will generally receive 50
points under the Infiltration/Inflow Correction discharge
category. Upon identifying an I/C (such as in an adopted final
map), such projects will generally receive 250 points for I/I
Correction-Overflowing Sewers and be eligible for additional
points under the water quality/water use categories.

IV. Ranking Methodology

The Project Priority List is developed through consideration of
a segment category which ranks projects in accordance with the
potential water quality/water use impacts associated with the
existing discharge, and a discharge category which ranks
projects on the basis of the degree of water pollution problems
associated with the type of existing wastewater discharge which
is to be addressed through the project scope. Both the segment
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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. Note
that the ranking methodology has been somewhat modified from
that of last year to provide additional ranking points to those
municipalities that are classified as a multi-jurisdictional
center or those which have an endorsed strategic revitalization
plan as approved by the State Planning Commission. These
additional points serve as a tie-breaker for projects that
otherwise result in equal priority based on the summary of water
use/water quality and discharge category points. Projects are
further 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. The projects on the List are ordered
according to their sum total of category points, highest to
lowest, with tied scores ranked by State Planning Commission
points and the greatest population served, to result in a final
project priority ranking. Projects will be eligible to receive
financial assistance in rank order provided project sponsors
comply with the planning, design and application deadlines and
requirements. These project rankings reflect, in a
comprehensive manner, overall state considerations, the
appropriate inputs of national priorities and the USEPA
Guidelines.

A. Water Use/Water Quality Segment Priorities

As in FFY95, the FFY96 Project Priority System evaluates
projects individually for their anticipated impacts on existing
and potential water uses in combination with present water
quality conditions of the receiving body. All wastewater
treatment projects eligible for financial assistance are
evaluated for this water use/water quality ranking. Each
project which has the potential 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
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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 New Jersey Statewide Water Supply
Master Plan) surface water, public and non-public community
surface supply sources or intakes for water companies or
municipalities.

- Fishable:

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

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. Shellfish: 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). In 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. Water quality of the streams and
lakes within the project's service and planning area, along with
receiving waters of a project's treatment plant discharge, were
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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 Meet 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 guality 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, nonpoint
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 nonpoint 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}.
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B. Project Discharge Priorities

To assign discharge priority scores, each wastewater project was
subdivided into distinct project segments. The individual
segments received the discharge category points 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. 1If a project fell into more than
one category, the highest score, for the significant components
of the project, was awarded.

1. 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 high ranking of
CSO remediation projects will 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.

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
system which results in a major discharge of raw or
inadequately treated wastewater for transport directly to
another interceptor or to a treatment plant.

Interconnection/Cross-Connection abatement projects may also
qualify under this category, such as in instances where a
municipality's final map identifies an I/C and documented
water quality/water use impairments exist.
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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. 1Included 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 5 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
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 also 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 sewer 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
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removing excessive system flows that are not included in 2
or 3 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 1I/1
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.

Also included in this category of projects are
interconnection/cross-connection abatement projects which
have not completed final mapping and have not identified an
I/C.

7. Advanced (More Stringent) Wastewater Treatment Facilities
(25 points) - 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 and
the benefits derived from upgrading facilities from
secondary to advanced treatment levels.

C. State Planning Commission

After the segment points and the discharge points were
established for each project, many projects achieved identical
scores. The purpose of this category is to reward those project
areas which have received approval from the State Planning
Commission under the Center Designation Process. In
consultation with the State Planning Commission, the Department
has adopted the following point assignments for those projects
that serve municipalities which have received approval under the
Center Designation Process by the State Planning Commission:

PLANNING AREA 1
Urban Centers 7.5 points
Regional Centers and Towns 5.0 points

PLANNING AREA 2

Existing Designated Regional Centers and Towns 7.5 points
Planned Regional Centers 5.0 points
Existing and Planned Villages 2.5 points
PLANNING AREA 3

Existing Regional Centers and Towns 7.5 points
Existing Villages 2.5 points
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PLANNING AREAS 4 and 5
Existing Regional Centers 7.5 points
Towns and Existing Villages 2.5 points

In addition to points for approval under the Center Designation
Process, the Department has included additional point awards as
follows:

Distressed Municipality with an endorsed 10.0 points
Strategic Revitalization Plan

Multi-Jurisdictional Center 3.0 points

For a wastewater treatment project serving more than one
municipality, the State Planning Commission points will be
included for ranking purposes if the designated center is a
significant component of the overall project.

These point assignments are consistent with the infrastructure
priorities established by the State Planning Commission in the
State Development and Redevelopment Plan dated June 12, 1992.
For further information regarding the Center Designation
Process, please contact the New Jersey Office of State Planning,
Department of Treasury, 33 West State Street, 9th Floor, CN 204,
Trenton, NJ, 08625-0204, or call at (609) 292-7156.

D. Population Difference

To further rank projects with identical base 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
between the initial score and the next highest score. It should
be noted that application of the population differential will
not cause any project to be ranked above a project with a higher
initial score. In cases where both year-round and seasonal
(peak) populations are given, the year-round population will be
used for ranking purposes.

E. Public Health Hazard (PHH) Bypass

In instances where project conditions are determined to
constitute a public health hazard by the Commissioner of the
Department of Environmental Protection in consultation with the
Commissioner of the Department of Health, the project will
receive funding priority over other projects on the Priority
List under the Wastewater Treatment Financing Program. 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 financial
assistance program. A procedure for reviewing PHH Bypass
eligibility has been adopted as follows:
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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 for
wastewater projects should comprehensively address these
items to the extent practicable, and may include any
additional items not specifically listed herein.):

1.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.).

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
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populations of disease vectors (carriers) such that a
severe public health nuisance exists.

b. A preliminary review of all applications will be
conducted by the Municipal Wastewater Assistance Program
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
Program).

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

d. 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.

e. 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
Health and Environmental Protection 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 Program will make
determinations with respect to the conformance of proposed
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. In 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. 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
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(consistent with the target certification dates), funding of PHH
Bypass projects may otherwise be limited.

Requests for PHH Bypass eligibility received on or before
January 11, 1995 receive high priority for staff review to
permit processing of the bypass and loan award within SFY96 or
SFY97. Sponsors of such PHH Bypass projects should be aware of
the pre-award provisions in the Intended Use Plan which allows
sponsors to begin construction prior to loan award (a fast-track
approach).

INTENDED USE PLAN

This Intended Use Plan provides information on funds available
through the Wastewater Treatment Financing Program to provide
financial assistance for projects in SFY97. The Intended Use
Plan identifies state policies governing SRF 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 nonpoint source management program and
the development and implementation of an estuary
conservation and management plan.

C. Monies in the SRF may be used to provide loans at or below
market interest rates, for terms not gréater 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
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.
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Through FFY94, states were required to reserve the greater
of $100,000 or one percent of its annual allotment for the
development and implementation of nonpoint source pollution
management programs. This reserve may be re-enacted or
otherwise modified for FFY96 as a result of a
reauthorization of the Clean Water Act or subsequent federal
guidance.

SRE loans may only be provided for publicly owned
facilities. However, if a unit of government assumes
ownership of a wastewater treatment 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.

It is anticipated that these provisions will be maintained in a
subsequent federal reauthorization act or federal policy.
Substantial changes in the Act may result in the Department's
revision of the FFY96 Priority System, Intended Use Plan and
Project Priority List proposal. o

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

F.

The Department has established the following project
document submittal schedule and required all local
government units listed or eligible for listing on the FFY96
Project Priority List (for SFY97 loan funding) to advise the
Assistant Director, Municipal Wastewater Assistance (in
writing, with copies to the Administrator, Permit
Information and Assistance and to the Executive Director,
New Jersey Wastewater Treatment Trust) prior to the close of
the comment period for the FFY96 Priority System/Intended
Use Plan/Project Priority List proposal of their intent to
commit to the following schedule.

Planning Documents April 27, 1995
"Design Documents November 2, 1995
Loan Application March 1, 1996

The Department and the Trust have decided to continue the
practice of allowing project sponsors a second chance
opportunity. A second chance opportunity gives local
government units that have been proceeding independently
toward the construction of wastewater treatment facilities
an opportunity to participate in the current funding cycle.
In order to be eligible, project sponsors must be
extensively through the permitting and approval phase.
Under the FFY96 Priority System (to qualify for FEY96/SEY97
funding), sponsors wishing to take advantage of the second
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chance provisions must submit the following items in
accordance with the schedule below:

January 11, 1996 Commitment letter
February 1, 1996 Planning and design documents
March 1, 1996 Loan application

It should be noted that the inclusion of the second chance
projects in the FFY96/SFY97 funding cycle will not adversely
impact the ability of the program to provide financing to
those projects that have already been actively pursuing
funding in accordance with the schedule originally
established in the FFY96 Proposal for the FFY96/SFY97
funding cycle (April 27, 1995 for planning and November 2,
1995 for design).

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. In this way, all
final effluent conditions will be known and agreed upon at
the time of the submittal of the planning documentation. In
order to maximize program flexibility for I/C projects, the
Final Map and related information as required under the
provisions of N.J.A.C. 7:22A-4.3 must be submitted no

later than the planning document submittal deadline of April
27, 1995 (although earlier submittals are encouraged) in
order for the proposed project to remain eligible to pursue
a loan award in the FFY96/SFY97 funding cycle. The
Department intends to notify project sponsors by August 31,
1995 of their eligibility to continue in the design phase
based upon the acceptability of the planning documentation
submittal of April 27, 1995. Projects with unacceptable
planning documentation submittals will be bypassed at this
time.

In order to provide better cost estimates to the state's
Legislature for incorporation into appropriations bills,
project sponsors will be given the opportunity to
revise/update the estimated allowable project costs
identified on the FFY96 Project Priority List via their
April 27, 1995 planning documentation submittal. Further,
since the project sponsor's initial loan award may be
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limited to such cost revision/update, the Department will
verify the estimated allowable project costs it intends to
include in the January 15, 1996 Report to the Legislature
with the project sponsor (through the August 31, 1995
planning documentation acceptance correspondence).

Failure of the local government unit to advise the

Assistant Director, Municipal Wastewater Assistance Program
in writing of their commitment to the established project
document submittal schedule by the close of the comment
period for the Proposed FFY96 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 SFY96 or SFY97. This results in those
projects being deemed ineligible for funding in SFY96/SFY97
at this time and results in a "BEYOND 96" 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 available from prior state bond approvals,
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 SFY97
for up to 100 percent of the allowable project costs to
cover the low bid building cost and other allowable project
costs which are identified in the program rules at

N.J.A.C. 7:22-3, 4, and 5. The existing rules do not

cover cost overruns or contingencies and limit
administrative/fiscal/legal costs to one percent of the
total low bid building cost, limit construction management
costs to 12 percent of the total low bid building cost, as
well as provide for the appropriate allowance for planning
and/or design. The Department anticipates that some of
these allowable cost rules may change. Any changes would be
subject to appropriate public participation pursuant to the
provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act. The
initial loan amount will be limited to the certified project
cost, which may reflect (1) the estimated allowable project
cost identified in the Department's August 31, 1995 planning
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documentation acceptance correspondence, included in the
January 15, 1996 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. The adjustment to provide
warranted loan increases for differing site conditions will
be made only after all allowable project costs have been
incurred. Consideration will be given to providing
warranted loan increases subject to the Department's and the
New Jersey Wastewater Treatment Trust's approval,
legislative approval in the form of an appropriations
bill(s) providing such monies, and the availability of funds
for such purposes. 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
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 the limits in the
rule (if any), but a greater amount could be approved should
sufficient funds remain and if sufficient justification and
documentation for the higher costs are submitted and
approved. In the event that a 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 financial assistance amount) will be reduced
(through the Department's and the Trust's "deobligation") in
an amount equal to the estimated cost of that scope of work
which was included in the original loan award, in
conformance with the provisions of N.J.A.C. 7:22-3, 4 and

5.

Planning and design costs of the project are not directly
eligible for financial assistance 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 building cost, as applicable, upon the execution
of the financial assistance agreement if state funding has
not otherwise been awarded, such as through the Sewage
Infrastructure Improvement Act grants program.

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 financial assistance will
generally be limited to the cost of the project with a
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capacity based upon flow records and flows anticipated prior
to the date of initiation of operation as established in the
loan agreement. However, the program's rules (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.

Local government units are required to meet the technical
and administrative provisions of the rules of the Department
and the Trust (N.J.A.C. 7:22-3, 4, 5, 8 and 9). Disburse-
ment and loan repayment requirements must also be consistent
with the rules. 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 rules (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 agreements. However, to
maintain the eligibility of such costs, project planning
(including the issuance and expiration of an Environmental
Assessment prepared by the Department), design and contract
documents must be reviewed and approved by the Municipal
Wastewater Assistance Program (including issuance of
authorization to advertise and award contracts for which
reimbursement is sought). Further, all permits and
approvals for the construction of the project must be
secured. Note that the receipt of state disbursements for
building costs incurred prior to the award of a Fund-SRF
loan may not be fully disbursed upon award. As a direct
result of federal policy, such costs may be limited to
disbursements in equal amounts over the number of quarters
over which the state can receive capitalization grant
payments (which will generally 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 rules
promulgated pursuant thereto. The Department and the Trust
have adopted the SED rules (N.J.A.C. 7:22-9), which
identify the SED utilization requirements that project
sponsors will have to meet.

In instances where the project conditions are determined to

constitute a public health hazard by the Commissioner of the
Department of Environmental Protection, in consultation with
the Commissioner of the Department of Health, a project may

receive funding priority over other projects on the Project

Priority List.
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Financial assistance 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) mandated that all wastewater
facilities must meet water gquality 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 project application.

In 1988, the New Jersey Legislature passed a bill to
establish comprehensive requirements with regard to combined
sewer overflows (CSO) throughout the state and stormwater
management needs in the four coastal counties of Atlantic,
Cape May, Monmouth and Ocean, and established a grant
program to promote planning and design of necessary
facilities. As CSO facilities are wastewater treatment
facilities as defined under section 212 of the Clean Water
Act, construction of CSO facilities is readily accommodated
within the existing SRF program.

Although it is expected that a number of the affected
municipalities in the coastal counties will pursue planning
grants under the I/C aspects of the SIIA funding program (if
available), there may be cases in which immediate correction
of interconnections/cross-connections may be appropriate.
This type of project is included in the Infiltration/Inflow
Correction category for funding under the Wastewater

. Treatment Financing Program. I/C abatement projects
eligible for listing on the Priority List include projects
located throughout the state which have a need to eliminate
or abate an interconnection or cross-connection between a
sanitary and stormwater sewer system.

Project sponsors wishing to pursue construction loans in the
FEFY96/SFY97 financing cycle are required to meet the
applicable commitment letter, planning, design and
application deadlines as outlined in this FFY96 Priority
System, Intended Use Plan and Project Priority List
proposal. The Final Map and related information as required
under the provisions of N.J.A.C. 7:22A-4.3 must be

submitted no later than the planning document submittal
deadline of April 27, 1995 (although earlier submittals are
encouraged) in order for the proposed project to remain
eligible to pursue a loan award in the FFY96/SFY97 funding
cycle.
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* * *

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 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 SFY93 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

December 13, 1994

January 11, 1995

February 1, 1995

March 1, 1995

April 27, 1995

August 31, 1995

November 2, 1995

on or before
January 15, 1996

March 1, 1996

on or before April 1,

ACTION

~Public hearing on FFY96 Priority
System, Intended Use Plan and
Project Priority List proposal

-Close of comment period
-Wastewater project commitment
letters due

~PHH Bypass requests due

-Second Chance Applicants for FFY95
submit all planning and design
documents

~FFY95 Applicants submit loan
application

- FFY96 Applicants submit all
planning documents (i.e., project
report) to DEP, including DAC or
final NJPDES permit or, in the case
of an I/C project, a Final Map

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

-FFY96 Applicants submit all design
documents to DEP

~-DEP/Trust submits list of projects
(based on Priority System

ranking methodology) to Legislature
for forthcoming State Fiscal Year

-FFY96 Applicants submit complete
loan application to DEP/Trust

-Legislature approves

appropriation and authorization
bills for project funding for FFY96
projects
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Wastewater Treatment Financing Program Schedule

DATE

on or before May 15, 1996

on or before July 1, 1996

July 1, 1996

On or after
September 15, 1996

(Continued)

ACTION

-Financial Plan for forthcoming
State Fiscal Year submitted by
DEP/Trust to Legislature
~-Legislature acts on Financial Plan

-DEP/Trust transmit draft loan
agreements to qualifying applicants

-Trust financial transactions
complete

-Execute DEP/Trust loan agreements
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SEWAGE INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENT ACT GRANTS PROGRAM

The Sewage Infrastructure Improvement Act (N.J.S.A. 58:25-25;
the SIIA) was passed by the New Jersey State Legislature on
August 3, 1988 to address both point and nonpoint sources of
pollution. The SIIA is broad in its terms, establishing
comprehensive requirements with respect to combined sewer
overflow (CSO) abatement and stormwater management, both on the
Department as well as municipalities/other public entities. The
SIIA also established a non-lapsing fund known as the "Municipal
Stormwater Management and Combined Sewer Overflow Abatement
Assistance Fund" and appropriated $33.5 million for the Fund.

Of the $33.5 million, the Department allocated $14.1 million for
stormwater mapping and nonpoint source control, $17.4 million
for the CSO abatement program, and the remaining $2.0 million
for Operation Clean Shores. In lieu of any shortfalls in these
funds, the Department may use funds available under the
Stormwater Management and Combined Sewer Overflow Abatement Bond
Act of 1989 to provide grant funds for such purposes. The
Department has adopted rules to implement the Preliminary
Mapping aspects at N.J.A.C. 7:22A-3, Final Mapping aspects at
N.J.A.C. 7:22A-4, Combined Sewer Overflow Planning and Design
Grant aspects at N.J.A.C. 7:22A-6 and Interconnection/Cross-
Connection Abatement Planning and Design Grant aspects at
N.J.A.C. 7:22A-7.

The grant program for planning and design activities established
by the SIIA is independent of the Wastewater Treatment Financing
Program. Discussion of the SIIA program and establishment of
application deadlines have been included in this document to
take advantage of the wide public access to the Priority

System. Further, while planning and design may be completed
through the award of grants under the SIIA, building of. needed
facilities may be financed through loans awarded under the
Wastewater Treatment Financing Program. Loan awards for
building CSO and I/C projects may come from various monies
available to the Wastewater Treatment Financing Program,
including the SRF and non-SRF components, proceeds from the
Stormwater Management and Combined Sewer Overflow Abatement Bond
Act of 1989 and other bond acts (if their purposes are
consistent with the program).

The following sections provide greater information with respect
to the specific requirements of the SIIA and the inter-
relationship of the existing and new funding programs available
under the SIIA and the Wastewater Treatment Financing Program.

I. CSO Abatement

Any public entity operating a CSO system in the state was
required by the SIIA to provide appropriate CSO abatement
measures as approved by the Department. The Department has
defined appropriate CSO abatement measures at this time to
include the elimination of dry weather overflows and the

-28~



reduction of solids and floatables in combined sewer overflows
during wet weather events. The funding program established by
the SIIA authorized the Department to provide up to 90 percent
grants to municipalities and other public entities controlling
or operating CSOs to complete planning and design of necessary
facilities. The initial application deadline for CSO abatement
planning grants of April 6, 1990 was established in the funding
program rules at N.J.A.C. 7:22A-6. The Department's annual
Priority System, Intended Use Plan and Project Priority List
proposals have provided public notice to public entities of
subsequent deadlines for submittal of CSO planning grant
applications, which has been the close of the comment period for
each Priority System Proposal since FFY92. The Municipal
Wastewater Assistance program is administering the CSO component
of the SIIA, and is currently working with a number of
municipalities/utilities authorities (primarily in the
northeastern portion of the state).

The FFY96 Priority System established another CSO planning and
design grant application deadline of January 11, 1995.

IT. Stormwater Management

Under the stormwater mapping and nonpoint source control
component, the SIIA requires that all municipalities with
stormwater sewer systems discharging into the salt waters of
Atlantic, Cape May, Monmouth and Ocean counties adopt maps of
their sanitary and stormwater sewer systems. The maps are
required to identify all interconnections and cross-connections
between the stormwater and sanitary sewer systems, and indicate
whether the cross-connections have received permits from the
Department. The 94 affected municipalities are also required to
periodically monitor the water quality at the outfall lines of
their stormwater sewers in conformance with the requirements at
N.J.A.C. 7:22A-4.

Due to the amount of work necessary to meet the requirements of
the stormwater mapping and nonpoint source components of the
SIIA, the Department decided to approach the stormwater
mapping/nonpoint source initiative in a phased manner through
three phases. Under Phase I, which is now complete,
municipalities developed an inventory and preliminary map of
their respective stormwater sewer systems pursuant to the rules
adopted by the Department at N.J.A.C. 7:22A-1, 2 and 3. Of

the funds available, $1.045 million was allocated for Phase I

preliminary mapping.

The next step, Phase II, established requirements and provided
grant funds pursuant to the rules adopted by the Department at
N.J.A.C. 7:22A-1, 2 and 4 for municipalities to develop

detailed Final Maps of their stormwater/sanitary sewer system,
locating interconnections and cross-connections and performing
monitoring of discharges to salt waters. The Department has
signed grant agreements with the majority of the 94 eligible
municipalities for Phase II final mapping, for a total of $5.535
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million. Those projects which have not received funding for
final mapping purposes may be funded through the 1989 Bond Act,
subject to Legislative approval in an appropriations bill.

While it will take the municipalities three years to fully
complete the monitoring work, a Final Map must be generated
within one year of receipt of the final mapping grant as per
N.J.A.C. 7:22A-4.2. Subsequent investigative monitoring
activities in conformance with the monitoring requirements and
priorities established in the rules will enable the affected
municipalities to verify and annually update their Final Maps.

Phase III involves the implementation of the nonpoint source
pollution aspects of the SIIA. It will be implemented by the
Department at some time in the future and will require the
affected municipalities to take measures to abate nonpoint
pollution sources which, based on the mapping and monitoring
efforts, are adversely impacting surface waters.

The mapping and monitoring activities under Phase II will
provide a substantial amount of information necessary to
properly identify those stormwater outfalls at which
interconnections or cross-connections existing within the system
results in adverse water quality impacts. In order to continue
the progress of the SIIA, the Department developed the next
component of the program, for the award of planning and design
grants for interconnection/cross-connection abatement
facilities. These rules, at N.J.A.C. 7:22A-7, were adopted in
the New Jersey Register on August 16, 1993.

An amount of $4.7 million of SIIA monies was targeted for the
interconnection/cross-connection abatement aspects of the Act.
The interconnection/cross-connection aspects have two distinct
components. In the first component, each of the 94 affected
municipalities are eligible to apply for an initial planning
grant. The amount of the initial grant award will be based on
the number of outfalls (as a relative indicator of potential
interconnection/cross-connection problems) as follows:

Number of
stormwater outfalls in Initial
affected municipality grant amount
0-50 $15,000
51-100 $30,000
Greater than 100 $50, 000

Approximately $2.3 million was targeted to be available under
the SIIA for the second component or round of grant awards.
These grant awards may be for additional planning activities
(which were not covered by the initial planning grant) or for
design activities. The Department may establish one or more
application deadlines for second-round grants.
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The Department has established a revised grant application
deadline of December 15, 1995 in recognition of the fact that
few municipalities will be able to complete their Final Maps
prior to the December 15, 1994 deadline. This revised
application deadline applies both to initial and second-round
planning grant applications. Second-round grants will be
prioritized based on a project ranking system (as indicated in
N.J.A.C. 7:22A-7.5) which gives highest priority to ocean,
then back bay, stormwater discharges in municipalities in which
beach closures occurred. Lower priority will be given to
projects with stormwater discharges in those municipalities
where no beach closures occurred, and then to projects with
discharges to shellfish growing waters.

While the unexpended funds under the SIIA are presently not
available, the Department has adopted amendments to the rules
which support the use of the 1989 Bond Act funds to provide
grants for various planning and design efforts which were
identified in the SIIA.

The Intended Use Plan, item P., gives additional information
regarding the availability of construction loans in the current
funding cycle in cases in which the immediate correction of an
interconnection/cross-connection problem is desired by the
project sponsor.

On December 22, 1992, an Interested Party Review was published
in the New Jersey Register by the Department which proposed
changes to the existing Stormwater Management Program. The
changes included in the proposed amendments were an expansion of
the scope of the program to lead to a pollution prevention,
watershed-based approach; the development of more detailed time
frames for regional and municipal stormwater plans; an emphasis
on operations and maintenance with respect to nonpoint source
pollution control and stormwater management; and exploration of
alternative institutional arrangements that would provide stable
sources of funding, such as stormwater utilities. The response
to the direction the Department proposed in the Interested Party
Review was positive. Comments received were encouraging in that
people believed that more should be done to control nonpoint
source pollution and stormwater runoff to protect water quality
and reduce flooding.

To begin implementation of proposed changes, the Department
intends to propose amendments to the planning requirements, add
grant procedures and make grant funds available for stormwater
management planning. The proposal will include new general
standards for Phase I Stormwater Management Plans and
Ordinances. These standards are intended to provide current
design requirements and performance standards in the site plan
and subdivision review process for water quality protection and
flooding control in the absence of approved Phase II plans or
regional stormwater management plans. In the long term, the
Department's overall goal is to address stormwater management on
a watershed by watershed basis to provide cost effective water
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quality solutions to specific watershed problems. The
Department encourages the development of regional stormwater
planning efforts and recognizes that technical standards for
water quality and flood control developed for specific
watersheds are generally more effective than standard statewide
requirements. The Department's steps to update the Stormwater
Management Program are intended to be consistent with the
direction of federal Stormwater and Nonpoint Source Programs.

Regional and municipal stormwater management planning is
expected to identify projects that will need funding for
retrofitting existing basins and stormwater sewer systems as
well as creation of new stormwater runoff controls. It is
possible that these construction projects could be eligible for
funding under the Municipal Wastewater Financing Program
Priority System and the Department requests public input on this
matter. Stormwater projects have already been incorporated into
this program by the inclusion of interconnection and
cross-connection projects.
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X732

Rank

179G

l.oan /Seq. No
Recipient

FEDERAL. FLSCAL.

YEAR 1996

STATE OF NEW JERSEY

Eligible Category Cost Breakdown

FROJECT FRIORITY LIST

(Total Building Costs)

Cat 1§

Cat 2

Cat 3a

Cat 4R

Cat 3R

Cat 4A

Cat S

Total
Eligible
Froject
Costs

FAGE i

Total
State
Amount

Eat
8t Cert
Date

34054704
RAHWAY VALLEY 8a

3,873

4,454

BEYOND96

34044003
FLEMINGTON BOROUGH

348

400

REYOND?6

340437--02
NEW BRUNSWICK CITY

34043704
NEW BRUNSWICK CITY

5,750

4,900

BEYOND?6

1,189

1,459

BEYOND?6

] 34043504 25,786 29,654 REYOND?6
FERTH AMRBOY CLTY

[}

3 34034902
FENNSAUKEN TOWNSHIF

1,430

1,392

T 260730

* 34034901
FENNSAUKEN  TOWNSHILF

34048803

i,441

340384--00
MUSCONETCONG $A

13,000

3,000

35

e

2,213

19,921

BEYONDYS6

&, 000

26,345

BEYOND®&

10

J40638--04

BRRIDGEWATER TOWNSHIE

it

340747-0%
JEF SON

TOWNSHILF

12

34078404
RARLITAN ROROUGH

2,142

1,308

REYONDY&

12,780

225

15, 3469

BEYOND®6

283

BEYOND?6

NOTE

NOTE

ALl

Cat
Cat
Cat

- Frojectds) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 946/8FY 97 project document submittal dates as established per
the Froject Status/Froject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 96 Friority System. Estimated State certification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding rvequivements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Frogram monies.

to be certified for potential State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY?6.

W - Project(s) anticipated

costes shown are in thousands ($5£000°'s)
Cat 2 -~ Advanced Treatment

Cat 4A~ New Collectors & Appurtenances

Cat 34~
Cat 4R--

Infiltration/Inflow Correction
New Interceptors & Appurtenances

1~ Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment
In-~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation
5 o~ Corvection of Combined Sewer Overflows



SEY FAGE 2
FRIORITY LIST

R/ 28796 STATE OF NEW .
FEDERAL. FISCAL YEAR 1996 FROJECT

Total

Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total st
Fanlk Loan /8eq No - Froject State St Cert
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3aA Cat 4R Cat 3R Cat 4n Cat 5 Costs Amount Date

340835014 204 259 BREYOND9S
ORADELL ROROUGH

14 34035403 2,749 3,462 BEYOND?4
FEQMUANNOCK , LINCOLN, FAIRFIELD SA

14 34070403 3350 3350 REYOND9 &

WEST MILFORD TWF MUA

16 F40768-03 12,948 14,891 REYONDY 6O
BERGEN COUNTY UA

3,000 10,000 19,4198 REYOND?G

17 340465202 2,000
NORTH BERGEN TOWNSHIF/ZHUDS CO Un

1,800

BEYONDY 6

€O uUa

REYONDY &

7,000 135, &40 6,098

REYOND?A

20 F404955-03 1,470 6X7
SEARTA TOWNSHIF

214 34092501 2,000 P00 REYONDYS
WRIGHTSTOWN (WRIGHTSTOWN MUA>
22 34092801
HUDSON COUNTY Ua/
23 34024202
ELIZA

207,390 72,003 334,743 BREYOND?6

EY CITY A

20,590 24,644 24,645 T 260730

H CITY

24 34069905 244,344 BEYOND® &
MIDDLESEX COUNTY Ua

NOTE %~ Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FEFY 94/8FY 97 project document submittal dates as established pev
the ject Status/Froject Rypassing provisions of the FFF @b Friority 8Syste atimated State viification date
fov st (s are pendivig the satistfactory o stution of all project auirements and the availability of
Sltate Wastewater Treatment Financing Fyogram monies.

ALL costs shown are in thousands (H1L000's)

- Advanced Traatment Cat 36~ Infittvation/Inflow Corvection
tenances

Cat mdary /8 Lludge/Sep tage Tryeatment
Cat Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 48~ New Collectors & AGppurtenances Cat 4B New Interceptors & aAppur
Cat & — Covvection of Combined Sewer (Overflows

=)
B
i
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J/24./9% STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 3
FEDERAL. FISCAL YEAR 1996 FROJECT FRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Ereakdown (Total Ruilding Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank l.oan /Seq No Froject State 8t Cert
Recipient Cat & Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3B Cat 4a Cat S Costs Amount Date
25 34039909 10,846 12,473 BEYOND?&
HUDSON COUNTY UA (HOROKEN)
26 340952014 78,200 P2,662 REYOND94
HOEROKEN/UNION CITY/WEEHAWKEN SA
27 340299--04 4,199 5,044 10,179 REYOND?6
I.INDEN~ROSELILE 84
268 34063905 5,820 1,826 HEYOND9? &
RIDGEWOOD VILLAGIE
29 34081003 2,233 2,724 REYOND96&
LOWER TOWNSHIF MUA
30 34044304 2,650 3,235 REYONDY &
EDGEWATER MUA
31 34096401 3,000 3,660 EEYOND9&
WARREN TOWNSHIF SA
32 34048302 &3 1,375 1, 73 BEYOND?&
RINGWOOD ROROUGH SA
33 % 340689014 245,000 286,985 288,888 T 960730
FASSAIC VALLEY SEWERAGE COMMISSIONERS
34 34043002 . 79,793 ?1,762 REYOND9 6
FASSAIC VALLEY SC
3% 340841504 1%, 450 16,154 16,154 ¢
NEWARK CITY
36 34081505 37,000 44,770 BREYONDY6
NEWARK CITY
NOTE  # — Froject(s) Indicating anticipated compliance wilth FFY 9&4/6FY 97 project document submittal dates as established per

the Froject Status/Froject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 926 Friority System. Estimated State certification date
fov project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding vequivements 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?6.

AlLL costs shown are iv thousands ($1000's)

Cat 4 - Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 3A- Infiltration/ZInflow Correction
Cat 3E- Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 44~ New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4R~ New Intevceptors & Appurtenances

Cat 9 - Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows



X/24/9G STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 4
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 199246 FROJECT FRIORITY LIST

Total
ELlgible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Esat
Rank Loan /Seq No Froject State Gt Cert
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3R Cat 4A Cat & Costs Amount Date

37 340926014 1,000 1,204 REYOND96
FATERSON CITY

38 34069903 285, 613 339,238 REYOND94
MIDDLESEX COUNTY UA

39 340898014 8,830 10,686 REYONDY&
HAMILTON TOWNSHIF

40 34039908 14,510 13,236 BEYOND?6
HUDSON COUNTY UA (EBAYONNE)

41 34034403 3,500 4,150 BEYOND?6
HARRISON TOWN

42 34071602 14,333 3,810 18,345 HEYOND®S
LITTLE FALLS MUA

43 34050303 4,080 1,020 3,320 2,976 REYOND?&
SUSHGEX COUNTY MuA *OCHUCK)

44 ¥ 340905601 2,160 1,472 4,032 4,032 bl

DELANCO TOWNSHIF SA/ZWILLINGRORO MUA

A% 34088203 8,000 @, 652 REYOND?6
LAMEBERTVILLE $SA

44 34046306 3,408 3,755 REYOND?6
MEDFORD LAKES ROROUGH

47 340923014 1,700 2,118 BEYOND?&
HACKENSACK CITY

48 34045303 GO 441 ?4.4 2,628 REYOND?6&
WARREN CO~FAULINSKILL/BLATRSTOWN

NOTE %~ froject(s) indicating anticipated coopliance with FFY 96/8FY 97 project document submiltal dates as established per
the Froject Status/Fryoject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 96 Friority System. Estimated State cevtification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of atl project funding requivrements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Fryogram monies.

NOTE %% ~ Froject(s) anticipated to be certified for potential State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY?6.

AlLL costs shown are in thousands ($1000°'s)

Cat 1 ~ Secondary/8ludge/8eptage Treatmnent Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 3Aa~ Infiltration/Inflow Corvection
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat A4n~ New Collectores & Appurtenances Cat 4k~ New Interceptors & Appurtienances

Cat § - Cormrection of Combined Sewer Overflows



3/25./9% STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE &
FEDERAL. FISCAL YEAR 19296 PROJECT FRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Ruildivng Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Froject State 8t Cert
Recipient Cat & Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3R Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date
49 * 340742~03 7,500 2,054 2,054 T 960730
BURLINGTON TOWNSHIF
S0 34074704 1,136 3,796 G,162 EREYOND?S
JEFFERSON TOWNSHIF (ROCKAWAY)
G4 34083201 443 3,992 4,547 BREYOND?6
HOWEL.L. TWr* MUA
fied 34074702 1,428 1,716 EEYONDY 6
JEFFERSON TOWNSHIF
53 # 34092702 3,098 3,748 3,748 )
HAMMONTON TOWN
H4 340935014 700 300 1,354 REYOND96
MANSFIELD TOWNSHILF
o5 3403836~04 68,569 84,098 BEYOND? 6
BERGEN COUNTY UA
Gé 34039920 &, 000 15, 000 26,540 RBEYONDY 6
HUDSON COUNTY UAN.R.-CENTRAL)
57 34033603 &HAL 4831 1,344 BEYONDY &
LONG BRANCH SA
G568 J40706—03 8,389 ?,857 BEYOND?6
WASHINGTON ROROUGH
59 34052608 284 168 913 REYONDY6
GL.OUCE TR GO UA (MULLTCA HILL)
&GO = 34068404 16,000 19,188 192,188 T 960730
NORTHEAST MONMOUTH COUNTY RSA
NOTE  »  — Fyoject(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 9&4/6FY 97 project document submittal dates as established per
the Froject Status/Froject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 96 Friority System. Estimated State cevtification date
for project(s) arve 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 FY96.
ALl costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)
Catl 4 - Secondavy/8ludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 ~ Advanced Treatment Cat 36~ Infiltration/Inflow Correction
Cat 3k~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 46— New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 48~ New Intevceptores & Appurtenances

Cat 9 — Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows



3/24/95 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE &
FEDERAL. FISCAL YEAR 1996 FROJECT FRIORITY LIST

Total
Eligible Category Cost Rreakdown (Total Ruilding Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank l.oan /Seq No - Froject Gtate 6t Cert
Recipient Cat & Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4E Cat 3R Cat 4A Cat 5 Costs Amount Date

e et =] pmmmem:

-3 34046305 2,550 &2 102 2,743 6, 9005 BEYOND?6
EVESHAM MUA (WOODSTREAM)

62 34063903 12,600 15,1414 REYOND?6
RIDGEWOOD VILLAGE

63 340944014 5,000 6,360 REYOND9 4
SUSSEX COUNTY MUA

64 34046304 2,000 10,000 200 300 2,800 18,0593 REYOND? 6
MEDFORD TOWNSGHIF

&G 34087002 1,857 800 2,879 REYOND?6
FENNSVILLE Sa

KEYOND?6

bé 34002606 1,422 G6i 1,923
GLOUCESTER CO Ua (GIERRSTOWN)

x4 34096501 7,640 ?,222 REYONDY S
ALLOWAY TOWNSHIF/QUINTON TOWNSHIF

68 34094802 6, 500 7,858 REYOND?&
0OLD Tal N EOROUGH

69 34073803 1,422 10,098 11,898 BEYOND?&
WYCKOFF TOWNSHLE

70 340947014 . 800 300 HEYOND?6

DELAWARE TOWNSHIF MUA

71 % 34094601 319 X460 3460 (24
EAGLESWOOD TOWNSHIE

T2 % 34052604 1,845 250 1,400 4,251 4,251 x%
LOGAN TOWNSHIF MUA

NOTE  » - Froject(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 24/8FY 97 project document submittal dates as established per
the Froject Status/Froject Rypassing provisions of the FFY 26 Friority System. Estimated State certification date
for projectds) are pending the tisfactory resotation of all project funding requivements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Frogram monies.

NOTE %% - Froject(s) anticipated to be certified for potential $State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY96.

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

Cat 1 — Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 3Aa- Infiltrvation/Inflow Corvection
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4Aa~ New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat AR~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances

Cat § -~ Correction of Combined Sewer Qverflows



@8 4 @& 4 @& A @& 4 =® 2 & 2 & 4 & 3 ® 4 ® M ® A ® X 8 ¥ 1 & = =
3/24./9% STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE v
FEDERAL. FISCAL YEAR 1996 FROJECT FRIORITY LIST
Total
Ellgible Category Cost Kreakdown (Total Ruilding Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank L.oan /%eq No Froject State 6t Cert
Recipient Cat 4 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3R Cat 4A Cat 5 Costs Amount Date
3 340652014 1,800 1,000 200 3,79%9 BEYOND?6
NORTH BERGEN TOWNSHIF/HUDSON CO UaA
74 340823014 83 744 838 REYOND®6&
WATCHUNG ROROUGH
75 34078003 2,000 2,447 REYOND®6
WANAGUE VALLEY RSA
74 34054803 G,270 4,644 12,933 REYOND?6
RUENA ROROUGH MUA
K 3409200~014. 21,094 24,181 BREYOND9 &
HUDSON COUNTY UAa (AREA 1)
8 34068305 105, 400 125,698 BEYONDY6
FASSATC VALLEY §C
7% 34068603 15,000 17,998 REYONDY6
ESSEX-UNION JOINT MEETING
830 34068602 8,400 9,912 BEYONDY6
ESSEX-UNTON JOINT MEETING
81 34068705 29,802 4,530 BEYOND® 6
RERGEN COUNTY Una
82 34064006 68, 350 841,064 REYONDY 6
CAMDEN COUNTY MUA
a3 x 34084804 7,784 P, 41 9,445 N
RURLLINGTON COUNTY EOARD OF FREEHOLDERS
84 340408504 15,275 18,325 18,325 T 960730
ATLANTIC COUNTY UA
NOTE % -~ Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 2&4/6FY 927 project document submittal dates as established per
the Froject Status/Froject RBypassing provisions of the FFY 96 Friority System. Estimated State cevtification 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 %% ~ Froject(s) anticipated to be certified for potential Htate Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY96.
ALL costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)
Cat 1 -~ Secondary/8Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 22 - Advanced Treatment Cat 34~ Infiltration/Inflow Corvection
Cat 3ZW- Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 406 New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4%~ New Intercepltors & Appurltenances

Cat

w
)

Corvection of Combined Sewer Ov

en f Lows



3/28./9G STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 2]
FEDERAL., FISCAL YEAR 1996 FROJECT FRIORITY LIST

Total
Eligible Category Cost Ereakdown (Total Ruilding Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /8Seq No Froject State St Cert

Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3E Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date

85 x F40809-03 1,728 2,148 2,118 3%
ATLANTIC COUNTY UA

86 34039915 15, 603 18,515 REYOND?&
HUDSON COUNTY Ua

87 3405470 } 3,356 3,879 BREYOND?6
RAHWAY VALLEY A

8g 34082403 12,534 14,315 BEYOND?6
ROCKAWAY VALLEY REG SA

839 34070007 4,500 5,460 REYOND?6&
NORTHWEST RBERGEN COUNTY UA

90 34088601 1,001 1,198 BEYOND?&
FARSIFFANY-TROY HILLS TWF

14 340682--0%5 14,500 17,404 BEYONDY 6
LINDEN-ROSELLE SA

P2 34066506 9,457 14,697 BEYOND?6
CAFE MAY COUNTY MUA

93 x 34040004 8,095 ?,778 Q,778 T 960730
STONY BROOK REGIONAL $A

24 34039005 10,000 6,000 1,000 3,000 23,940 BEYOND?6
WANAQUE VALLEY REG SA

k) 340929014 1,360 1,836 REYONDY6
WAYNE TOWNSHILF

Pé 340953014 6,100 7,378 BEYONDY &

JACKSON TOWNSHIF MUA

NOTE  »x - Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 96/8FY 927 project document submittal dates as established per
the Froject Status/"roject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 26 Friority System. Estimated State certification date
for project(s) ave pending the satisfactory rvesolution of all project funding regquirements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Frogram monies.

NOTE 3 - Pyoject(s) anticipated to be certified for potential State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY?6.

ALL costs shown ave in thousands ($1000's)

Cat 4 - Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 36~ Infiltration/Inflow Corvection
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appwrtenances Cat 4~ New Intervceptors & Appurtenances

Cat % —~ Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows
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B/24/9% STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 9
: FEDERAL FISCAL. YEAR 1996 FROJECT FRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Ruilding Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Froject State 8t Cert
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3a Cat 4R Cat 3R Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date
@7 34089502 19,262 18,467 18,467 * ¥
WINSLOW TWF
28 34082003 2,824 3,380 REYOND9?6
LLONG EBRANCH SA
@9 34081902 3,920 4,483 BEYOND9S&
MT HOLLY 9A
100 34052603 1,295 G6i 201 2,876 REYONDY6
GLOUCESTER CO UA (MONROE)
101 340897014 896 1,124 REYOND?6
SOUTH BRUNSWICK TOWNSHIF
102 34047805 5,549 1,087 6,990 14,897 REYONDY 6
ROCKAWAY TOWNSHIF
103 340875014 156 1,297 1,676 BEYOND?6
VOORHEES TOWNSHIF
104 34088301 H27 &G REYOND?S
ASKURY FARK CLTY
105 34093102 12,820 196,427 REYOND?6&
MONTVILLE TOWNSHIF MUA
106 34065003 687 6,185 7,014 BREYOND?6
MANCHESTER  TWF
[
107 3403832-02 380 475 BEYOND9 S
BERNARDS TOWNSHIF $a
1.08 34046404 4,216 1,265 6,300 REYOND?6
GLOUCESTER COUNTY UA (FRANKL.IN TWF)
NOTE % — Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 26/8FY 97 project document submittal dates as established per
the Ffroject Status/Froject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 96 Friority System. Estimated State cevtification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding vequivements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Fyogyam oaonies.
NOTE #% — Froject(s) anticipated to be certified for potential State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY9?6.
ALL costs shown are in thousands (HBL000's)
Cat 5 — Secondary/Sludge/Sep tage Treatment Cat 2 = Advanced Treatment Cat 3A- Infiltrvation/Inflow Correction
Cat 3k- Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Catl 4A~ New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 4B~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances
Cat -~ Correction of Combinad Sewer Overflows



B/28/9G STATE OF NEW JERSEY PAGE 10
FEDERAL. FISCAL YEAR 1996 FROJECT PRIORITY LIST

. Tatal

Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Ruilding Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Mroject State 8t Cevt
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3k Cat an Cat 5 Costs Amount

37,815

109 340448--0% G, 950
OAKL.AND ROROUGH

110 34090501 6,324 105 1,265 3,162 12,437 REYOND?6
RINGWOOD ROROUGH S.A.

114 34074502 5, 050 6,028 BEYONDY6
VERNON  TWF

142 34043402
WANARUE BOROUGH

108 2026 BEYONDY &

4,862 9,508 BEYOND?G

143 34059203 182
MAHWAH  TOWNSH I

144 % F40826-14.2 1,284 1,682 1,652 g
MANTUA TOWNSHIF MUA

1,690 1,690 T 960730

116 34076003 02 BEYONDY6

WANTAGE TWF

3,772 REYOND9 6

1477 34040304 2,040
CHATHAM TOWNSHII

ii8 34063403 . 250 2,592 3,033 BEYOND?&
BLOOMINGDALE BOROUGH

34056902 445 &9 i,644 REYOND? &
RYRAM  TOWNSHI

149

1,201 REYOND?6

120 34090901 (2= aq9n
UFFER SADDLE RIVER, ROROUGH OF

t(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 946/8FY 97 project document submittal dates as established per
2 Froject Status/Fryoject Bypas Wy provisions of the FIFY 96 Priovity System. Estimated State 20tification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory rvesolution of all project funding requirements and the availability of
State Wastewatery Treatment Financing Frogyam monies.

NOTE %

NOTE %% -~ Froject(s) anticipated to be certified for potential State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY96.

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

Cat £ - Secondary/Sludges/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat Ja- Infiltration/Inflow Corvection
Cat 3E-~ Major Sewer System Rebabilitation Cat 40~ New Collectors & Appurtenances Cat 483~ New Interceptors & Appuw ltenances
Cat O — Corrvection of Combined Sewer (Over flows




3/2

Rank

L/79% STATE OF NEW JERSEY
' FEDERAL. FISCAL YEAR 19296 FROJECT PRIORITY LIST

Eligible Category Cost Rreakdown (Total Ruilding Costs)

Total
Eligible

L.oan /8%eq No

Froject

Recipient Cat 4 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3R Cat 4A Cat S Costs

Total
State
Amount

FAGE i1

Est
8t Cert
Date

340404-0%5 1,422 10,099
FASSALIC TWF

11,449

EBEYOND?6

34094401 . 5,250 1,760 7,000
CHESTERFIELD TOWNSHIF

17,886

REYONDY 4

* 34065005 10,664
MANCHESTER TOWNSHIF

12,839

12,6839

T 960730

34070503 374 3,652
CARLSTADT SA

4,290

REYOND?6

34080502 2,604 456
MILFFORD ROROUGH

340460703
FLUMSTED TWE MUA

3,434

BEYOND?&

3407?3704 158
MAHWAH TOWNSHITF

193

128

F40759-02
SULBSEX CO-BRANCHVILLE/L

129

34087601 249
CHESTER BOROUGH

2,056

REYONDY4

130

34048903 2 379
WHARTON BOROUGH ’

134

34079002 600
BRERLIN TOWNSHIF

REYONDY&

REYOND®64

132

* 34094502 369
HIGHTSTOWN EBOROUGH

707

T 960730

NOTE

Cat
Cat
Cat

¥ - Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 946/8FY 97 project document submittal dates

the Mroject Status/Froject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 96 Friority System.
Tor mroj t€(s) ave pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Frogram monies.

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

4 -~ Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 —- Advanced Treatment
Ik Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4A- New Collectors & Appuwrtenances

g - Corvection of Combined Sewer Over flows

as established per
Estimated State certification date

requirements and the availability of

Cat 34— Infiltration/Inflow Corvection
Cat 4B~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances



3/21/95 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 12
FEDERAL., FISCAL YEAR 19946 FROJECT FRIORITY LIST

Total
Eligible Category Cost Ereakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /8eq No FMroject State 6t Cert
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3K Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date

REYOND?6

133 34074202 200 1,807
FRANKFORD TWF

134 34085704 47 397 1,643 BEYOND?6
ATLANTIC HIGHLANDS ROROUGH

135 34056802 1,092 1,800 REYOND96
BLAIRSTOWN TWk

136 34094504 20,400 5,590 31,053 REYOND?6
OLD BRIDGE MUA

1357 34046603 1,439 12,737 14,380 RBEYOND?6
DENVILLE TOWNSHIF

, 490 14,432 14,432 3

34095404 4,000
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIF MUA

139 34049801 290 2,838 3,190 REYOND?6
MINE HILL TOWNSHIF

140 Z40927-0X PX4 2,821 4,564
HAMMONTON  TOWN

REEYOND?6

i41 F40729-014 142 1,164 1,305
RIVERDALE ROROUGH

142 34047304 3R, 265G 4,002 REYOND? 6
RIVERDALE ROROUGH

3,896 H, 065 REYONDY6

143 34059206
MAHWAH  TOWNSHITF

144 34077803 1,437 1,865 REYOND?6
WEST FATERSON ROROUGH

NOTE % Fyoje (a) indicating anticipated comp liance with FFY 246/8FY 97 project document submittal dates as established per
the Froject Status/Froject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 926 Friovity System. Estimated State certification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory vesolution of all project funding requivements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Frogram monies.

NOTE  xx — Froject(s) anticipated to be certified for potential State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FYP6.

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

Cat 4 — Secondary/Sludge/Sepltage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 3A4- Infiltration/Inflow Correction
Cat 3B~ Major Sewery Systen Rehabilitation Cat 4A~ New Collectors & Appuwrtenances Cat 4~ New Intervceptors & Appuwrtenances
Cat O ~ Corvection of Combined Sewer Overflows




3724795 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 13
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1996 FROJECT FRIORITY LLIST

Total
Eligible Category Cost Kreakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank L.oan /%eq. No Froject State 8t Cert
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3K Cat 4A Cat 3 Costs Amount Date

145 34082202 1,033 1,250 BEYOND96
FEAFACK & GLADSTONE ROROUGH

146 34083801 2,747 3,288 BEYOND?6
EVESHAM MUA

147 34094602 6,100 7,372 BEYONDY 6
STAFFORD MUA

148 34048702 473 6,968 8,107 REYONDY &
KINNELON BOROUGH

149 340872-01 3356 449 REYOND?6
HOFE TOWNSHIF

1350 34048006 6,287 8,638 REYOND?6

PEQUANNOCK  TOWNSHIF

151 34063803 133 52 1,482 1,686 REYOND?6
BREDGEWATER TOWNSHIF

192 34093001 2,496 3,040 REYOND?&
WASHINGTON TOWNSHITF

153 Z40650-06 2,500 3,082 J,052 T 960730
MANCHESTER TOWNSHIF

1G4 34048504 6,570 7,993 BEYOND?6
RARITAN TOWNSHIF MUA

1714 1,536

REYONDY&

TWF CSTRATHMERE)

34048005 176 4,662 3,866 BEYOND?&
FEQUANNOCK TOWNSHIF

NOTE % - Froject(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 26/8FY 97 project document submittal dates as established per
the Froject Status/roject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 926 Friority System. Estimated State cevtification date
for project(s) are pending the ctory resolution of all project funding reguirements and the availability of
Slate Wastewater Treatment Financing Frogvam monies.

~

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

Cat 4 — Secondarvy/SLudge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 3A~ Infiltration/Inflow Correction
Cat 3B~ Major 2wer Sysltem Rehabilitation Cat 40~ New Collectors & Appuwrtenances Cat 4B~ New Interceptors & Appuvitenances
Cat 9 - Corvection of Combined Sewer Overflows




B/28.790
FEDERAL.

Eligible Category Cost Rreakdown

STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE i4

FISCAL YEAR 1996 FROJECT FRIORITY LIST

Total
Eligible
Froject

Total
State

Est
St Cert

(Total Building Costs)

L.oan /Seq No
Recipient

Rank

Cat 1 Cat

2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3g Cat an Cat S Costs Aamount Date

157

34074002

BRANCHVILLE ROROUGH

3

2,830 BEYOND? 6

2,345

158 3409641014

SOUTHAMFTON TOWNSHIF

1,806 2,213 RBEYOND?6

34089201
GALLOWAY TWF

2,192 8,220 BEYOND?&

2,108

34072404
MORRIS

TOWNSHIF

2,659

164 34095902 500 &22 BEYOND?4
NORTH ARLINGTON ROROUGH

34083401
SHAMONG

1,988
TUWE

2,360 REYOND96

34035101 G50

TEWKSHEURY TOWNSHLF

499 %

499

10 40

164 34083601 1,572 REYONDY &
FLATNSREORO TOWNSHIF

16% 34083901 610 G544 1,444 REYOND?6
FRANKLLIN TWF S84

166 340918014 - 490 610 BREYOND?6
CLAYTON RORQUGH (SILVER LAKE

167 34087004 1,818 REYOND?6
FENNSVILLE $S6

168 34083301 509 52 EYONDPS
BUENA ROROUGH MUA

indicating
t Status/Froject
2t (s) ave pending
Wastewaten

ject(s)

NOTE e -

Ryp:
the

Hlate

NOTE e -

All costs shown are in thousands ($1000°4)

Cat 1 ~ Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment
Cat 3Zk- Major ewer System Rehabilitation
Cat % — Corvection of Coabined Sewer (Overflows

anticipated complLiance with

ing provisions of
atisfactory
Treatament Financing Frogram monies.

Mroject(s) anticipated to be certified for

as established pey
ication date
lability of

FITY 96/8FY 97 project document submittal dates
the FFY 96 Priority System. Estimated State
all project funding yequivements and

the a

resolution of

potential State Wastewatenr Treatment Financing in State FY?6.

Infiltration/Inflow Corvrection
New Interceptors & Appw tenances

Cat 36~
Cat AR~

Catlt 2 - Advanced Trveatment
Cat 40+~ New Collectors & Appuwrtenances



3/248./9%5

Rank

Eligible Category Cost BEreakdown

FEDERAL. FISCAL

STATE OF
YEAR 1994

NEW

JERSEY
FROJECT FRIORITY LIST

(Total Building Costs)

l.oan /Seq No
Recipient

Cat 1

Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R

Cat 3R

Cat 4A

Cat

S

FAGE

Total
Eligible
Froject
Costs

Total
Hrtate
Anount

18

Est
St Cert
Date

1,477

T 260730

169 x 34048003 1,200 1,477
FEQUANNOCK TOWNSHIF

170 34052402 319 2,870 3,234 BREYOND?6
LINCOLN FARK ROROUGH

174 F40945-014. 1,385 1,704 REYONDY6
OLD BRIDGE MUA

172 [oX 400 499 BEYONDY6

FTIELD TOWNSHILF

173 340784103 387 463 BEYOND?6
RARITAN ROROUGH

174 Z40924--02 kw1 300 140 740 740 pIZY
CLINTON TOWNSHIF

175 34043308 25 30 REYOND?6
WOODERIDGE TOWNSHIF

274 21,862 YONDY &

177 340942014 4,821 5, 845 84%5 T 260730
ELIZARETH CITY

178 34043703 1,830 2,304 YOND?6
NEW BRUNSWICK CITY

179 34088901 HOA Bo7? REYOND?6
DOVER TOWN

180 34068003 1,018 1,163 BEYONDYS
MIDDLESEX COUNTY Ua

NOTE ¢ =~ Froject(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 96/6FY 97 project document submittal date established per

NOTE

Cat
Cat
Cat

the Froject Status/Froject Bypassing provisions of

for project(s)
Sltate Wastewate

WK -

the
Fina

are pending
v Treatment

Froject(s) anticipated to be cevtified

the FFY
gsatisfactory resolution of

@

96

LL project

Ffriovity

System.

Fatimated

State ¢

tification dat

@

Funding

redquirenents

and

the availabiltity of

neing Frogram monies.

Tor potential

State

costs

shown are

in thousands

i

- Secondary /S Ludge/Septage

($1.000"'%)

Treatment

IR Ma jor

Sewenr

System Rehabilitation

Cat Advanced Tre

D

Cat 40~ New Collectors & Appurtenances

Correction of Combined

5o

Sewer

Qver T Lows

Was tewatler

atment

Treatment

Financing

in State

FY?6.

Cat 30

Infiltration/Zinflow Core

eoction

Cat 4E-

New Interceptors & appurtenances



3/28 /9%

FEDERAL. FISCAL

STATE OF NEW JERSEY

YEAR 1996

FROJECT FRIORITY LIST

FAGIE 16

Total
Eligible Category Cost Ereakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank L.oan /Seq No Froject State 8t Cert
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3k Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date
184 F404637--04 19,618 i8, S50 REYONDY6
MIDDL.ESEX COUNTY UA
i82 34076802 15,740 18,762 REYOND?4
RERGEN COUNTY UaA
183 * 34070902 12,184 14,645 14,645 T 260730
CAMDEN COUNTY MuA
184 34084702 1,102 1,259 REYONDY6
MT HOLLY §A
185 34080603 246 284 REYOND®6
FARSIFFANY-TROY HILLS TWF
186 34080904 300 3,823 5,007 %, 007 ¥
ATLANTIC CQUNTY uUa
187 %= 34052643 P, 500 11,444 11,444 K
GLOUCESTER COUNTY UA
188 » 3,078 @, T4 P, 7A M3
COUNTY UA
189 34054703 4,482 U, 356 BEYONDY&
RAHWAY VALLEY $A
190 340902014 3,723 4,449 REYOND?6
GLOUCESTER COUNTY UA
194 34080103 1,054 1,258 REYOND?6
SOMERSET-RARLITAN VALLEY 6A
192 34083401 1,549 1,782 BEYOND?6&
NUTLEY TOWNSHIF
NOTE %~ Proj@ct(gi indicating anticipated compliance with FFY Q46/8FY 97 project document submittal dates as established per
the Froject Status/roject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 926 Friority System. Estimated State cevtification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactovy resolution of all project funding rvewuirvements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Frogram monies.
NOTEE %% — Froject(s) anticipated to be certified for potential State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FY?6.
AlLL costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)

Cat

Cat 3B Major
Cat 9 -~

Infiltration/Inflow Correction
New Interceptors & Appuw-tenances

Cat 3A-
Cat AR~

Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment
Cat 44~ New Collectors & Appuwrtenances

- Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment
Sewer System Rehabilitation
Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows



3/28/98 STATE OF NEW JER

GEY FAGE 17
ERAL. FISCAL YEAR 1996 FROJECT FRIORITY LIST

Total
Eligible Category Cost HEreakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank LLoan /%e4. No Froject State 8t Cert
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3aA Cat 4R Cat 3E Cat 44 Cat S Costs Amount Date
34075602 4,482 5,352 BEYOND®S
ROCKAWAY VALLEY REG $A

194 34070006 4,076 7,243 REYONDY 6
NORTHWEST EBERGEN CO UA

194G 340843014 144 1,759 2,032 BEYONDY6
EAST ORANGE CITY -

34084401 14,444 11,666 REYOND? 6
CLIFTON CLTY

197 34094902 4,500 G, 460 BEYOND?4

198 34043304 807 V3 BEYONDY 6
WOODERIDGE TOWNSHIF

199 1,025 )y 264 REYOND? 6

N. FLAINFIE

, DUNELLEN JM

200 34080403 9,162 &6, 158 REYONDR6
SALEM COUNTY BD OF CHOSEN FREEHOLDERS

EYONDP S

2014 34084501 393 J, 625
FASSALC CITY

202 34070005 1,683 2,020 REYOND®4
NORTHWEST RERGEN CO UA

o7 1,800 1,947 REYOND®S

203 4
WAYNE TOWNSH T

3,369 24,029

204 34044004
NEFTUNE TWFE SA

Akl casts shown are in thousands ($1000's)

Cat - Secondary/S Ludge /S Fage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat ZA~ Infiltvation/Inflow Corvection
Cat - Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4n—~ New Collectors & Appuritenances Cat 4Rk~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances
Cat % = Covrection of Combined Sewer QuverflLows




F/24/9%5 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 18
FEDERAL FISCAL. YEAR 1996 FROJECT FRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Ruilding Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Froject State 6t Cert
Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4k Cat 3R Cat 4A Cat S Costs Amount Date
205 34086504 8,466 8347 14,555 KEYOND?&

WEST ORANGE TOWNSHIF

34083202

3,467

4,219

REYOND?6

MANASQUAN RIVER REG SA

207 340837-01 290 1,144 S 1,579 BEYOND?6
MONTCLATR TOWN

208 340969014 2,000 2,447 REYOND9&

BERKELEY TOWNSHIM

209

34095401

456

56

1,104

RBEYOND®6

210 481 GH3 REYONDY S

211 34085901 684G 349 RIEEYOND?6
ORANGE. CITY

242 FA0Z36-0%G 1,000 1,220 REYONDYSG

LONG BRRANCH S0

213

340895014
WINSLOW TWF

422

G530

BEYOND?S

214

. 34076902

BERGEN COUNTY UA (TRIEORO)

1,150

1,384

REYOND®S

2,189

RIEYOND® &

245 F40639-07 2,375 H,144
RIDGEWOOD VILLAGE
246 34085801, 443 it} BEYOND?6

CRANFORD TOWNSHIF

Akl

Cat 1
Cat

Cat § -

costs

Bk~ Major
Covrection of Combined

shown are in thousands (4$5000

- Gecondary/ZSludge/Sep tage Treatment
habilitation
Ovenr flows

Sewer System F

Sewer

'g)

Cat 2 - Advanced

Treatment
Cat 4A~ New Collectors & Appuwrtenances

[

at

A

Cat 4R~ New

Infiltration/Inflow Corvection

Interceptors & Appwrtenances



3/24/95 STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 19
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1996 FPROJECT PRIORITY LIST
Total
Eligible Category Cost Hreakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq No Froject State 6t Cert
Recipient Cat 14 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3R Cat 4A Cat & Costs Amount Date
247 34074503 GG53 669 REYOND9 &
MADISON-CHATHAM JOINT MEETING
218 34086601 260 327 BEYOND96
SOUTH BRRUNSWICK TOWNSHIF
249 34096801 400 499 REYOND®6
HAZLET TOWNSHIF
220 34044305 366 1,935 2,353 REYOND® &
EDGEWATER ROROUGH
224 34090603 190 601 834 REYONDY 6
HILLSIDE TOWNSHIF
D2 % 34095004 7,842 9,453 ?,453 T 960730
SOUTH FLAINFIELD EOROUGH
220 340939--01. 200 1,100 2,447 BEYOND9S
CARTERET ROROUGH
224 34096001 H00 522 REYONDY S
NORTH FLAINFIELD EROROUGH
229 34082901 328 375 BEYOND? 6
BRIDGETON CITY
26 340863-01 24 6H83 798 REYOND®6
ELMWOOD FARK ROROUGH
227 F40922-014 2,747 3,148 BEYONDY6&
DUMONT BOROUGH
228 34040003 393 476 BEYONDY &
STONY EBROOK REGIONAL. SA
NOTE 2%~ Froject(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 24/8FY 97 project document submittal dates as established per
the Froject Status/Froject Rypassing provisions of the FFY 96 Friority System. stinated State certification date
for projectd(s) are pending the satisfactory resolution of all project funding requirements and the availability of
State Wastewatlery Treatament Financing Frogram monies.
ALL costs ashown are in thousands ($1000°'s)
Catl 4 - Secondary/Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Tveatment Cat ZA- Inflltration/Inflow Corvection
Cat 3B~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 40~ New Collectore & Appuwrlenances Cat 4K~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances

Cat

Y o= Correction of Combined Sewer Overflows



3/2479G

Rank

STATE OF
YEAR 1996

NEW JERSEY

FEDERAL. FISCAL. FROAJECT PRIORITY LIST

Eligible Category Cost Rreakdown (Total Building Costs)

Loan /Seq No

Recipient Cat 14 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat 4R Cat 3R Cat 4n Cat 5

FAGE 20

Total
Eligible
Froject
Costs

Total
State
Amount

Eat
St Cert
Date

22 340884014, 1,581
ASRURY FARK CITY

230 34037604 6,600 8,306 BEYOND®6
MORRISTOWN TOWN

235 % 34064005 2,500 1,000 4,257 A, 2057 a3
CAMDEN COUNTY -MUa

232 34073001 39 47 BEYOND?6
OCEAN CITY

233 34058004 1,809 2,470 REYOND®&
WARREN CO LLOFAT SaA

234 34038203 337 408 REYOND? 4

. BERNARDS TOWNSHIF Sa

235 1514 194 REYOND?6

238 1,004 1,268 RBEYONDY 6
VERONA ROROUGH

2%

34085501,
SFRINGFIELD TOWNSHIF

1,054

1,308 BEYOND?6

238

340924001

SOUTH RIVER BOROUGH

1,239 REYOND?4

239

-2
LY HEIGHTS TOWNSHIF

REYOND?S

240

34093801 2,000

HIGHLAND FARK ROROUGH

BEYOND?&

NOTE

NOTE e

ALl
Cat 4 -
Cat BE-
Cat % -

costs

Secondary/Sludge/Sep tage Treatment
Ma jor
Corvection of Combined

FFY @&6/8FY 97 project document
the FFY 96 Friority System.
project funding

- Project(s) indicating anticipated compliance wilh
the Project Status/roject Rypas ny provisions of
for projectds) are pending the satisfactory resolution of atl
GState Wastewater Treatment Financing Frogram monies.

3

~ Project(s) anticipated to be certified for potential State Wastewater

gshown are in thousands ($1000's)

Cat 2 - MAdvanced Treatment Cat

Cat 44~ New Collectors & Appurtenances

Sewery System Rehabilitation

Sewer Over flLows

submittal
Limated
requirements

Treastment Financing

3A-
Cat 4R

dates as established per
State certification date
and the availability of

in State FY?6.

InfiltrationZInflow Correction
New Interceptors & Appurtenances

it



k. Voe L Wa-1] STATE OF NEW JERSEY FAGE 21
FEDERAL. FISCAL YEAR 1996 FROJECT FRIORITY LIST

Total
Eligible Category Cost Breakdown (Total Building Costs) Eligible Total Est
Rank Loan /Seq. No Froject State St Cert
Recipient Cat 4 Cat 2 Cat 3A Cat AR Cat 3R Cat 44 Cat S Costs Amount Date
241 34074705 260 366 REYOND? 6
CEDAR GROVE TOWNSHIF

242 3407646-02 3G 40 BEYOND?6
FARSIFFANY-TROY HILLS TWF

243 340746-04 444 540 BEYOND®&
LITYTLE FALLS MUA

2494 34038400 P62 1,153 BEYOND96
ROXRURY  TWE

245G 340803-03 451 Gi6 HEYOND? &
HACKETTSTOWN MUA

34066101 1,273 1,830
VENTNOR CITY

247 34061801 a4 8 REYOND®&
SOMERS FOINT CITY

248 34077804 700 PP BEYOND®S
TOTOWA ROROUGH

Y ONDP &

249 340862014 1,581 2,108 4,184
WESTWOOD EBOROUGH

250 3408414.-04 . 320 384 BEYOND?6
RIVER EDGE ROROUGH |

o - R e i e et ot e e e e ot o s
a4 Z40760-~02 1,136 1,375 1,3 T 960730
WANARUE VALLEY RSAZWANARUE RBOROUGH

252 34032604 168 208G REYOND?&
SAYREVILLE BOROUGH

NOTE % -« Froject(s) indicating anticipated compliance with FFY 26/8FY 97 pyvoject document submittal dates as established per
the Mroject Status/Froject Bypassing provisions of the FFY 96 Friovity System. Estimated State cevtification date
for project(s) are pending the satisfactory vesolution of all project funding requirvements and the availability of
State Wastewater Treatment Financing Frogram monies.

AL costs shown are in thousands ($4000's)

JAa- Infiltration/Inflow Correction
4R~ New Intevceptors & Appurtenanc

Cat 1 -~ Secondary/SludgesSeptage Treatment Cat 2 ~ Advanced Treatment
Cat ajor Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 4A~ New Collectors & Appurtenances
Cat - Corvection of Combined Sewsr Overflows




Z/28./95
FEDERAL. FILGCAL

Eligible Category Cost Hreakdown

STATE OF
YEAR

NEW JERSEY
1996 FROJECT FRIORITY LLIST

Total
ElLigible
Froject

Total
State

(Total Building Costs)

Loan /%e1 No

Recipient Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3n

Cat AR Cat 4A Cat S

Cat 3B Costs

Amount

FAGE

a2

Est
St Cert
Date

340547-01 1,027

FAIRVIEW ROROUGH

1,2

BEYOND?6&

340827-014. 2,213
BRIGANTINE CITY

2,653

REYOND®6

255 34042501 3,700 4,498 HEYOND? &
LITTLE FERRY ROROUGH

256 34096704 500 622 REYOND?&
MATAWAN ROROUGH

257 34087701 6414 736 BEYOND?6
HADDON HEIGHTS ROROUGH

258 3409414014 103 30 74 REYOND?6

_ ROGOTA BOROUGH '

259 34086104 46 188 244 REYOND?4
GLEN RIDGE BOROUGH

260 ~Qf 168 REYOND?&
SOUTH AMROY CITY

264 % 34090302 2,044
HAMILTON TOWNSHIF MUA

262 34084601 71 88 BEYOND?6&
MONTVALE BOROUGH

340844603
EBERNAR

809

SVYILLE BOROUGH

340946014
DUNELLEN BOROUGH

264

1,000

indicating
Status/Ffroject

- Mroject(s)
the Froject
for projectds)
State Wastewater

NOTE

NOTE  s% —~ Froject(s) anticipated to be certified for

costs shown are in thousands ($1000's)

Cat 41 ~ Secondary/Sludge/Sep tage Treatment Cat 2 -
Cat JB~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation
Cat % ~ Corvection of Combined Sewer Overflows

anticipated compliance with FFY 2&6/8FY 97 project

560G PIrOViS i ons
are pending the satisfactory res
Treatment Financing FProgram monies.

5 of
iolution of

potential

Cat 4n-

dates as
e cenrvtif

submittal
fFatimated S

document
Bystem.

the FFY 96 Friority
all

State Wastewater Treatment Financing in State FYP6.

Cat 3A-
Cat 4%

Advanced Treatment

New Collectors & Appurtenances New Interceptors A

astab lished
tion date
project funding vequivements and the availability of

Infibttration/Inflow Covrec
Appurtenances

REYONDY&

BEYOND? 6

Pey

tion




3/28/9G

Rank

lL.oan /Seq No
Recipient

STATE OF NEW
FEDERAL. FISCAL YEAR 1996 FROJECT FRIORITY LLIST

Eligible Category Cost Hreakdown

JERSEY

(Total

Building Costs)

Tatal
Eligible

Cat 1 Cat 2 Cat 3A

Cat 4k Cat 3B

Cat 44

Froject

Cat S Costs

Total
State
Amount

FAGE 23

et
8t Cert
Date

265

34042606

N ARLINGTON -~ LYNDHURST JT MTG (NARL)

185

REYOND?&

266

34047902

1,107

POINT FLEASANT BEACH ROROUGH

1,374

BEYOND?6

267

34084001
SFRING LAKES HEIGHTS,

1114
ROROUGH OF

142

268

F409241-01
MANASQUAN ROROUGH

4, 6500

EEYONDYé

REYOND?&

269 F40904~014 bH22 Trh REYONDY&
HIGHLANDS EBOROQUGH
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HIGH RBRIDGE ROROUGH

276 34050402 289 3354 REYONDY&
STANHOFE BOROUGH
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289

340848014 8%

EAST NEWARK BOROUGH

6

203

BEYOND?6

290 34090704 63 295 376 BEYOND?6
ISLAND HEIGHTS ROROUGH

2914 34087602 748 132 1,004 REYOND?6
CHESTER ROROUGH

292 F40955~01. 4,200 2,854 €, 620 REYOND?6

COMMERCIAL TOWNSHIF

293

34059002
BAY HEAD ROROUGH

2,009

REYOND? 6

REYOND?6

294 340722014
STONE HARROR ROROUGH

295G 340665014 166
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oz
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301 340461-0% 2,700 3,293 REYONDY &
LANDIS Sa
ALl costs shown are in (HL0O00"s)
Catl 4 - Secondary/8Sludge/Septage Treatment Cat 2 - Advanced Treatment Cat 34~ Infiltrvation/Inflow Covvection
Cat 3k~ Major Sewer System Rehabilitation Cat 40~ New Collectors & Appurtenance Cat 41~ New Interceptors & Appurtenances

Cat & — Corvection of

Sewer Over flows




1996 Projects (SFY97)

Project
Rank Number Project Sponsor
44 956-01 Delanco SA/Willingboro MUA
49 712-03 Burlington Township
53 927-02 Hammonton Town
83 818-04 Burlington County BCF
97 895-02 Winslow Township
115 352-01 Florence Township
138 951-01 Washington Township MUA
160 724-04 Morris Township
169 480-03 Pequannock Township
222 950-01 South Plainfield
231 640-05 Camden County MUA
284 966-01 Lavallette Borough
297 353-01 Egg Harbor Township MUA

SECOND-CHANCE PROJECTS

A 440-03 Flemington Borough

B 958-02 Gloucester City

o] 942-02 Elizabeth City

D 810-03 Lower Township MUA

E 689-02 Passaic Valley SC

F 953-01 Jackson Township MUA

G 569-02 Byram Township

H 857-01 Atlantic Highlands Borough
I 498-01 Mine Hill Township

J 942-01 Elizabeth City

K 921-02 Millville City

L 709-02 Camden County MUA

M 337-01 Bellmawr Borough

N 346-01 Medford Township

0 338-01 Somerdale Borough

P 257-01 Woodbury Heights Borough
Q 347-01 South Bound Brook Borough
R 335-01 Avon By The Sea Borough

S 537-04 Mount Olive Township

T 876-01 Chester Borough

TOTALS: 33 Projects

LA Sys = Land Application System

CSO = Combined Sewer Overflow Abatement
STP = Sewage Treatment Plant Improvements
Sludge = Sludge Management Facilities

CS = Collection System/Sewer Extension
I/I = Infiltration/Inflow Correction
Rehab = Major Sewer System Rehabilitation
PS, FM = Pump Stations, Force Main

Estimated
Cost
4,433,261
10,053,883
4,126,092
12,961,818
2,722,411
1,707,920
14,772,404
2,585,567
1,645,877
10,184,697
4,653,327
2,919,943
2,978,610

1,584,586
2,645,448
9,492,555
3,135,057
25,607,620
7,975,913
2,049,114
990,192
4,165,592
3,477,794
8,572,980
15,673,755
397,674
2,390,883
254,421
1,099,820
1,239,434
1,491,461
1,233,702
1,054,062

$170,277,873

PEWIERSEY

1/30/96

Project
Type
STP,EM
STP
LA Sys
Sludge
Cs
Sludge
STP,CS
Cs
Cs
PS,FM
STP
I/1

Cs

Rehab
Cso
Cso
STP
STP

Cs

PS,FM

Cs
Cs
I/1
1/1,CS
I/1

Rehab

Rehab

Rehab

Cs,I/I

Rehab

Rehab

Cs
STP
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RESPONSE DOCUMENT FOR THE DECEMBER 13, 1994 PUBLIC HEARING
REGARDING THE FFY96 PROPOSED PRIORITY SYSTEM DOCUMENT

Public Participation Activity Purpose

On December 13, 1994 at 10:00 a.m., the New Jersey Department of
Environmental Protection (Department) held a public hearing in the
Large Conference Room at the Municipal Wastewater Assistance
Program's office in Trenton, New Jersey. The purpose of the hearing
was to solicit public comments on the Department's Proposed Priority
System, Intended Use Plan and Project Priority List which addresses
the use of federal monies anticipated to be authorized to the State
of New Jersey in Federal Fiscal Year 1996 (FFY96) and other monies
available to the Wastewater Treatment Financing Program.

Background

The Project Priority List is a schedule of projects in the state, in
priority order, which are eligible to receive financial assistance
(i.e., state loans) for the construction of municipal wastewater
treatment facilities. Funding for such projects is available from
two sources: State Revolving Fund (SRF) monies (which includes the
federal SRF capitalization grant, the required 20 percent state
match, SRF loan repayments and any interest earned thereon) and
state-only or non-SRF monies (which includes funds available from
the Wastewater Treatment Bond Act of 1985, the Stormwater Management
and Combined Sewer Overflow Abatement Bond Act of 1989, the Green
Acres, Clean Water, Farmland and Historic Preservation Bond Act of
1992, repayments from previous years' non-SRF loanees and other
state sources). The priority of any particular project is
established by the methodologies and criteria contained in the
Priority System. The Priority System also establishes general state
policies which will govern the award of federal grants in FFY9%96 and
state loans in State Fiscal Year 1997 (SFY97). Those projects whose
sponsor indicated their intent to comply with the project document
submittal deadlines identified in the Proposed FFY%96 Priority
System, Intended Use Plan and Project Priority List are initially
eligible to receive state loans in SFY97. State loans will be made
to the highest ranked projects subject to their ability to comply
with the project document submittal requirements and deadlines and
the availability of funds in SFY97. Grant and loan increases will
also be awarded in FFY96 and SFY97, respectively, based on the low
bid building costs for those projects which previously received
federal grants or state loans. 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 SRF
capitalization grant) and monies available through SRF loan
repayments under the state's Wastewater Treatment Financing

Program.
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Public Participation Process

The Clean Water Act and its amendments require the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the states to provide
for and encourage public participation in the Construction Grants
Program and the federally-supported SRF Program. In New Jersey, the
SRF is a component of the Wastewater Treatment Financing Program.
In accordance with the federal rules, the requirement for public
participation also applies to the development and/or major
revision(s) of the state's Priority System, Intended Use Plan and
Project Priority List. In keeping with the public participation
requirements, and in recognition of the significance of the FFY96
Priority System, Intended Use Plan and Priority List Proposal, the
Department desired extensive involvement with the public.

Public notice of the December 13, 1994 hearing consisted of a two
part mailing to municipalities, consulting engineers, environmental
commissions, special interest groups, state legislators, county
health departments and other interested parties. The first mailing
was an October 28, 1994 notice scheduling the hearings and
identifying the close of the public comment period as January 11,
1995.

The second notice, sent on November 11, 1994, included the Proposed
FFY96 Priority System, Intended Use Plan and the Project Priority
List. An additional document, consisting of the above information
as well as specific project ranking worksheets and the project
descriptions, was delivered to various libraries in each county in
the state and was available to the public for review. The November
11, 1994 notice included a listing of those libraries which received
the project narrative/ranking worksheet document.

The October 28, 1994 public notice satisfies the 45-day notice
period for public hearings and the November 11, 1994 notification
satisfies the 30-day requirement for availability of relevant
documents for the public's review in accordance with applicable
federal rules.

The public hearing was chaired by Theresa R. Fenton, Chief, Bureau
of Program Development and Technical Services, Municipal Wastewater
Assistance (MWA) program, who presented information relevant to the
proposed FFY96 Priority System, Intended Use Plan and Project
Priority List Proposal. The remaining time was allocated for public
comment and questions. The participants attending or submitting
comments were generally representative of those segments of the
population to be affected by the Department's action in implementing
the Proposed Priority System, Intended Use Plan and List. A
transcript of the hearing is available to any interested person or
organization on a request basis from the transcription services. In



addition, copies of the transcripts may be reviewed at the MWA's
offices in Trenton upon request.

Proposed FFY96 Priority System, Intended Use Plan and Project
Priority List

The Priority System project ranking criteria continues to place
primary emphasis on the water use/water quality impacts that are
associated with an existing discharge. As in the past, eligible
project costs continue to be limited based on the low (responsive
and responsible) contractor's bid building cost. Federal grant
increases will be awarded in FFY96 at the 55 percent funding level
(and may include a 20 percent bonus for innovative/alternative (I/A)
technologies) for eligible project costs based on the low bid
building cost to the extent sufficient grant funds are available.

The Priority System/Intended Use Plan/Project Priority List package
includes information on financing through the New Jersey Wastewater
Treatment Financing Program. The Wastewater Treatment Financing
Program is comprised of the Department-administered Wastewater
Treatment Fund (the Fund), a revolving loan fund initially
capitalized with $150 million in state general obligation bonds, and
the New Jersey Wastewater Treatment Trust (the Trust), an innovative
financing vehicle initially capitalized by $40 million in state
general obligation bonds, with the ability of "leveraging' funds to
increase the amount of available monies for project funding. The
New Jersey Wastewater Treatment Trust Act and the Wastewater
Treatment Bond Act of 1985 together provide the legislative
framework for this program. The Intended Use Plan details New
Jersey's intent to enter into SRF capitalization grant agreements
with USEPA to provide additional capital to the Fund and continue
the progress made in the past in addressing the state's water
quality deficiencies.

The Trust and the Fund act together with each entity providing a
portion of a local government unit's total loan for a project. The
blending of interest rates for the combined loans for the Trust and
Fund means that the resultant interest rates will equal
approximately 50 percent of the market rate. These loans will be
made for generally 20 years and for up to 100 percent of the
allowable project costs (eligible project categories under the
Wastewater Treatment Financing Program will additionally include
categories not previously considered eligible under the federal
Construction Grants Program, including collection system, combined
sewer overflow, major sewer system rehabilitation projects and

others).

The Department and the Trust have continued the practice of allowing
project sponsors a second chance opportunity. A second chance
opportunity gives local government units that have been proceeding
independently toward the construction of wastewater treatment
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facilities an opportunity to participate in the current funding
cycle. 1In order to be eligible, project sponsors must be
extensively through the permitting and approval phase. Under the
FFY96 Priority System (to qualify for FFY96/SFY97 funding), sponsors
wishing to take advantage of the second chance provisions must
submit the following items in accordance with the schedule below:

January 11, 1996 Commitment letter
February 1, 1996 Planning and design documents
March 1, 1996 Loan application

It should be noted that the inclusion of the second chance projects
in the FFY96/SFY97 funding cycle will not adversely impact the
ability of the program to provide financing to those projects that
have already been actively pursuing funding in accordance with the
schedule originally established in the FFY96 Proposal for the
FFY96/SFY97 funding cycle (April 27, 1995 for planning and November
2, 1995 for design).

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC ISSUES AND RESPONSES

COMMENT -

Several commenters commended the Department and expressed their
support of the rule changes which are being contemplated by the
Department and the Trust. Among the rule changes which were
identified by two commenters were the following: (1) increase the
allowable administrative cost to three percent of the low bid
building cost, (2) remove the twelve percent limit on construction
management services provided by the owner's engineer and (3) the
addition of a five percent contingency to cover allowable change
order costs. The commenters were concerned that the Department
would limit the benefits associated with the new rule to new
projects only. One of the commenters suggested that the Department
also consider eligibility prohibitions or limits associated with
land acquisition, potable water supply systems and the actual cost
of all planning and design activities (such as, environmental and
cultural resource studies and stream modeling and related studies).

RESPONSE

The Department recognizes that concerns have been raised that the
allowable costs under the program rules do not always cover the
actual costs associated with the construction of a wastewater
treatment facilities project. When the program does not cover these
costs, they must be financed locally at greater cost and are
ultimately passed on to the users of the wastewater system. The
amendments being proposed by the Department and Trust were published



in the April 17, 1995 New Jersey Register and included the
following eligibility changes:

-Delete the twelve percent limit on construction management/
engineering costs. Instead, these costs will be eligible for
funding based on the actual negotiated allowable cost. The limit of
twelve percent of the low bid building cost was adopted to control
costs associated with this activity. Experience has shown that
construction management costs are not always linked to the low bid
building costs.

-Raise the one percent limit on local government unit's allowable
administrative costs to three percent. In addition, other proposed
amendments would allow additional administrative costs to be
eligible under the Financing Program. This includes the costs
associated with bond counsel and financial advisor, as well as the
expenses related to the local financing for the project. 1In
addition, the costs of permits required to build the project will
also be eligible.

-Allow those portions of house connections (service laterals) to be
eligible under the Financing Program that are publicly owned and to
which the local government unit has access by easement for
maintenance and repair. Under the current rules, conveyance pipes
from private property to the service "Y" connections were entirely
ineligible.

-Provide five percent of the building costs as a contingency line
item for each construction loan. With this contingency line item, a
project sponsor could be reimbursed by the Financing Program for
construction cost increases as these costs are incurred, up to the
five percent contingency amount. Under the provisions of the
existing rule, a project sponsor is required to pay the costs of
change orders as construction proceeds and receive reimbursement at
the end of construction only if cost underruns occurred or if
supplemental financing is awarded.

-Increase the amount of the planning and/or design allowances to
more closely reimburse local government units for the costs related
to completing the planning and/or design activities under the
Financing Program. The tables, originally adopted in Federal
regulations more than a decade ago, establish the allowable project
planning and/or design allowances. Since the planning and design
costs typically represent a much greater percentage of building
costs for smaller projects, the proposed percentage adjustment of
the allowance tables is higher for smaller projects, with the
percentage increase gradually reduced as the building costs
increase. These changes should help local units pay the actual
costs associated with planning and design, including those costs
identified by one of the commenters.



In addition, the Department and the Trust are also planning on
allowing any active project (that is, any project which has not
received final payment under the Financing Program) to qualify for
the increased allowable costs associated with the rule changes.

With respect to potable water supply systems and land acquisition
costs, the Financing Program has statutory restrictions which
prevent implementation of the requested changes. Land eligibility
is limited as a result of the Federal State Revolving Fund (SRF)
legislation. With respect to the funding of water supply systems,
the Trust does not currently have the authority to fund water supply
systems under its existing legislation. However, the Trust is
pursuing amendments to its enabling legislation and allow for the
funding of stormwater management, water supply and solid
waste/resource recovery projects. If statutory changes take place,
the Department and the Trust will consider modifying the rules in
the future as necessary. It should be noted that the construction
of water supply sludge management facilities is an eligible activity
by the Department and the Trust.

COMMENT

One commenter stated that the outfall sampling efforts associated
with the Sewage Infrastructure Improvement Act rules focus primarily
on point sources of pollution and that they have been unable to find
conclusive evidence as to the causes of elevated bacteria counts
which were found in a particular municipality. It was suggested
that the Department consider funding a pilot project which would
then serve as a cookbook approach for the investigation of nonpoint
source pollution.

RESPONSE

The Sewage Infrastructure Improvement Act established various
pollution abatement requirements, and specified that each of the
affected municipalities must prepare maps of their stormwater and
sanitary sewer systems. Grant funding, administered by the (then)
Office of Land and Water Planning, was provided by the Department as
authorized by the Act in order to perform aspects of this required
work in a phased approach, first for preliminary mapping and then
final mapping/investigative monitoring. Through these detailed
efforts as required under the Act, municipalities would be able to
determine if connections existed between the sanitary and stormwater
sewer systems. If no connections were found, elevated bacterial
levels were likely the result of nonpoint source pollution sources.
If connections were identified, a third component of the program,
administered by the Municipal Wastewater Assistance program, would
provide grants to perform planning and/or design of environmentally
acceptable means to address these pollution problems. The Act
further identified that nonpoint source pollution problems in the
state also needed to be addressed. Due to budgetary constraints,
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the Department will be implementing these requirements in
conjunction with the stormwater management program and various other
state and federal nonpoint source management initiatives. The
Department will continue efforts to identify appropriate sources of
funding to be made available to the municipalities in order to
assist them in meeting the requirements of the Sewage Infrastructure
Improvement Act.

COMMENT

One commenter stated that the current loan repayment period is
actually only 17 years since the 20 year loan term includes the 3
years it takes to complete the project. It was suggested that a
revision to the loan repayment period would attract more program
participants.

RESPONSE

Under the New Jersey Wastewater Treatment Financing Program, two
loan agreements are executed - one for a Trust loan and one for a
Fund loan. With respect to the SRF requirements which affect both
the Fund and Trust loans, the federal Water Quality Act of 1987
requires that all SRF loan repayments be made within 20 years of the
completion of the project. The Department has supported changes to
the federal act to allow states greater flexibility under the SRF
program in determining the appropriate length of the loan term,
especially in economically depressed communities. With respect to
the Trust loan, the New Jersey Wastewater Treatment Trust Act
requires that the term of the Trust loan shall be the lesser of 20
years or the useful life of the project. 1In addition, since the
Fund loan repayments are subordinate to the Trust loan repayments
for bond rating purposes, it is appropriate that the loan repayment
schedules in the two loans are compatible.

COMMENT

One commenter expressed concern over the time it has taken for some
projects to receive grant increases under the federal Construction
Grants Program. Two projects were cited which have been paying
interest on temporary financing totalling over $4 million. The
temporary financing was needed to cover expenses which were incurred
over five years ago, but the grant increase actions which would
allow the local units to be reimbursed were not processed.

RESPONSE

For several years, the Priority Systems have included language which
states that since federal allocations for the Construction Grants
Program have not been available for several years, grant increase
awards can only be made to the extent that previously awarded grant
funds are returned to the program through grant decrease actions.
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The Department recognizes that there have been delays in the federal
processing of grant actions to deobligate funds (through grant
decreases and close-outs). We continue to work closely with the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency to resolve these situations and
expedite the federal process.

COMMENT

Several commenters expressed their objections to the Delanco SA/
Willingboro MUA project (340956-01) stating that the project would
have negative impacts on the Beverly SA treatment plant and that it
would be energy inefficient, costly and impractical.

RESPONSE

The Delanco SA/Willingboro MUA project has not received approval of
their planning document under the Wastewater Treatment Financing
Program, nor has an action taken place with respect to the 208
Plan. To qualify for funding, all related issues must be resolved.
The placement and ranking of a project on the List does not
constitute a decision to fund the project. The Delanco
SA/Willingboro MUA/Beverly SA situation is very complex and the
Department will continue to work with all involved parties to move
to an appropriate solution.

COMMENT

One commenter complimented the Department on its efforts to move
forward with stormwater projects and to place such projects on the
Priority List. It was also suggested that the Department consider
providing funding to a particular municipality to develop a
stormwater management plan, which could be used as a model for other
areas in the state.

RESPONSE

The Department appreciates the commenter's support regarding
stormwater project funding in the near future. 1In addition, the
Department is evaluating the availability of funding for regional
stormwater/nonpoint source pollution projects. Specific project
priorities, which will include consideration of the suggested
municipalities' proposal, have not yet been established by the
Department. Various initiatives are anticipated to affect
stormwater management activities in the state. For example, the
Department expects to propose amendments to the planning
requirements in the near future which will include new general
standards for Phase I Stormwater Management Plans and Ordinances.
These standards are intended to provide current design requirements
and performance standards in the site plan and subdivision review
process for water quality protection and flooding control in the
absence of approved Phase II plans or regional stormwater management
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plans. 1In the long term, the Department's overall goal is to
address stormwater management on a watershed by watershed basis to
provide cost effective water quality solutions to specific watershed
problems. The Department encourages the development of regional
stormwater planning efforts and recognizes that technical standards
for water quality and flood control developed for specific
watersheds are generally more effective than standard statewide
requirements. The Department’'s steps to update the Stormwater
Management Program are intended to be consistent with the direction
of federal Stormwater and Nonpoint Source Programs. Regional and
municipal stormwater management planning is expected to identify
projects that will need funding for retrofitting existing basins and
stormwater sewer systems as well as construction of new stormwater
runoff controls. It is anticipated that these projects would be
eligible for funding under the Municipal Wastewater Financing
Program Priority Systems in the near future.

PROJECT SPECIFIC COMMENTS

% The scope of project number 340684-04, sponsored by Northeast
Monmouth County Regional Sewerage Authority, has been changed
from a sludge management facility to a STP upgrade. The sludge
management scope has been removed from the list. The necessary
changes have been made to the project worksheet and narrative.

* The scope of project number 340712-03, sponsored by Burlington
Township, has been reduced. The scope related to the LaGorce
Square STP has been deleted. The project worksheet and
description were modified to reflect the reduced scope (that is,
the Central Avenue STP).

* The scope of project number 340400-05 has been combined with
project number 340400-04. Both projects are sludge management
projects sponsored by Stony Brook Regional Sewerage Authority.
The necessary changes have been made to the project worksheet
and narrative.

* The following projects have been added to the Project Priority

List:

Project Number Project Sponsor
340353-01 Egg Harbor Township MUA
340352-01 Florence Township
340903-02 Hamilton Township MUA
340915-02 Hightstown Borough
340526-04 Logan Township MUA
340970-02 Moonachie Borough
340689-01 Passaic Valley Sewerage Commissioners
340349-01 Pennsauken Township
340349-02 Pennsauken Township
340351-01 Tewksbury Township
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The following projects have requested to be removed from the

Project Priority List:

Project Number

Project Sponsor

340809-02 Atlantic County Utilities Authority
340860-01 Egg Harbor Township MUA
340624-04 West Cape May Borough

The following projects have received funding and since been
removed from the Project Priority List:

Project Number

Project Sponsor

340256-01 Allamuchy Township

340937-02 Berkeley Township Sewerage Authority
340958-01 Gloucester City

340881-02 Hawthorne Borough

340650-04 Manchester Township

340724-03 Morris Township

340943-01 Mt. Laurel Township MUA
340474-03 New Providence Borough

340815-02 Newark City

340959-01 North Arlington Borough
340372-20 Ocean County Utilities Authority
340779-02 Pequannock River Basin RSA
340632-05 Randolph Township

340963-01 Trenton City

340929-03 Wayne Township

* Many governmental organizations have requested minor revisions
to their respective projects' estimated costs and/or minor
revisions to project scopes. These changes have been made and
are reflected in the FFY95 Priority List.

RESPONDENTS TO THE PROPOSED FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 1996 PRIORITY
SYSTEM, INTENDED USE PLAN AND PROJECT PRIORITY LIST

Atlantic County Utilities Authority

Burlington Township

Camden County Municipal Utilities Authority
Clinton Township

Eagleswood Township

Edgewater Borough Municipal Utilities Authority
Egg Harbor Township Municipal Utilities Authority
Elizabeth City

Florence Township

Hamilton Township Municipal Utilities Authority
Harrison City

Hightstown Borough

Hopatcong Borough
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Lavallette Borough

Logan Township Municipal Utilities Authority
Manchester Township

Mantua Township Municipal Utilities Authority
Moonachie Borough

Morris Township

Newark City

Northeast Monmouth County Regional Sewerage Authority
Passaic Valley Sewerage Commissioners
Pennsauken Township

Pequannock Township

Plumsted Township Municipal Utilities Authority
Stockton Borough

Stony Brook Regional Sewerage Authority

Sussex County Municipal Utilities Authority
Tewksbury Township

Voorhees Township

Wanaque Valley Regional Sewerage Authority

West Cape May Borough

Winslow Township

Arnold W. Barnett (on behalf of Beverly Sewerage Authority)
Frank R. Costello (on behalf of Beverly Sewerage Authority)
Anthony DiLodovico of Schoor, DePalma and Canger, Inc. (on behalf of

several local government units)
Lee T. Purcell of Lee T. Purcell, Associates (on behalf of several

local government units)
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WORKSHEET — PRIORITY RANKING

Mticipated
Recipient RAHWAY ValLLEY 3a
Froject No. 1 340547-04
FY?4 RANK : 1.0
County : UNION

Total S8tate Amount

Eligible Project Cost

%4, 454,468

B4, 404, 468

I. SEGMENT POINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 ¢
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) T5/725 O
Shelifish 125 1329
Recreation (Primary Contact) 125 25
Agricultural Water Use 25 G
Industrial Water Use 25 O
Fublic Nuisance {(On Site Systems UOnly) 50 O
SUBTOTAL 250

B. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Nolt Meetl Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved QOxygen O S0 100 100
Fecal Coliform O S0 10O 100
Nutrients O 25 50 ol o]
Toxics O 25 50 850
SURBRTOTAL 00

IT. DISCHARGE TYFE

Fossible Foints
Project Discharge Type Foints Seorad
I/1 Correction-0Overflow 250 250
CS0 Abatement 250 O
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 Q
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 O
New Systems 50 0
I/1 Correction S0 0
Advanced Treatment 25 ¢
SURTOTAL 250
State Flaaiming Commission 00000
Fapulation SOR266%
TAOTAL. FOINTS B00.02669

e



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Rahway Valley Sewerage Authority (City of Rahway) 1
340547-04
I/I Correction - Overflow

County
Union

Service Area

Rahway City

Existing Population
26,686

Need 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
discharges from five (5) separate points. It appears that an
appreciable impact (lower dissolved oxygen, high fecal coliform and
nutrient concentration and toxics pollutants) is experienced only
during local storms when flows from the river's upper reaches are
low. Storms of high intensity and long duration will wash out the
pollutant 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
combination of in-system storage and overflow disinfection may be
appropriate for CSO abatement.



WORKSHEET

— FRIORITY RANKING

fnticipated

Recipient FLEMINGTON ROROUGH
Froiect No. 34044003 Eligible Froject Cost $399,993
FY?46 RANK 2.0
County HUNTERDON Total State Amount $399,993
I. SEGMENT FOINTS
A. Existing Water Conditions
Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)? To/25 rél
Shellfish 125 O
Recreation (Primary Contact) 25 0
Agricultural Water Use 25 25
Industrial Water Use 25 25
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) 50 0
SURBTOTAL 325
E. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxvgen O 50 100 ¢
Fecal Coliform 4] S50 i00 i00
Nutrients O 25 S0 S50
Toxics O 25 S50 50
SUBTOTAL 200
I1. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible Faints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Scored
I/I Corvyection-Overflow 250 250
C80 Aabatement 250 0
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 O
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 O
New Systems S0 0
I/ Correction S0 0
Advanced Treatment 25 8]
SUBTOTAL. 250
State FPlavming Commission 00000
Fopulation 00427

TOTAL FOINTS

773.00427



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.

Project 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

Anticipated
Recipient : NEW BRUNSWICK CITY

Froject No. : 34043702 Fligible Froject Cost
FY?6 RANK : 3.0
County ¢ MIDDLESEX Total State Amount

$46, 700,000

$6, 200, 000

I. SEGMENT POINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 0
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) T5/725 25
Shellfish 125 125
Recreation (Primavy Contact) 125 125
Agricultural Water Use 25 0
Industrial Water Use 29 ¢
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) S0 o]
SUBRTOTAL. 273

BE. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxygen Q S0 100 S50
Fecal Coliform 0 S0 100 100
Nutrients 0 25 S0 S50
Toxics (o] 25 S50 25
SURTOTAL. 225

II. DISCHARGE TYFE

Fossible Foints
Project Discharge Type Foints Scored
I/1 Correction—0Over flow 250 O
CS0 abatement 250 250
Inadejuate Secondary Treatment 200 0
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 4]
New Systems 50 O
I/1 Corvrection S50 ¢
Advanced Treatment 25 O
SUBTOTAL. 250
State Flamming Commission 7.50000
Fopulation 04474
TOTAL FOINTS 757.54471



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

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

County
Middlesex

Service Area

New Brunswick City

Existing Population
41,711

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 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 CS0O, and that sewer
separation is the most cost-effective alternative, the project will be
for the construction of the sewer separation alternative.



WORKSHEET — FRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated
Recipient

Froject No. 34043706
FY?6 RaNK 4.0
MIDDLESEX

County

NEW BRUNSWICK CITY

Total State Amount

Eligible Froject Cost

$1,458, 250

$41,458, 950

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

Fossible Points
Water Use FPoints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 O
Freshuwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) S/25 25
Shellfish 125 125
Recreation (Frimary Contact) 425 125
Agricultural Water Use 25 0
Industrial Water Use 25 ¢
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) S0 o]
SUBTOTAL. 273

B. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet FPoints
Farameter Standards Mests Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxygen o] 50 100 50
Fecal Coliform O 50 100 100
Nutrients O 25 S0 S0
Toxics O 25 S50 25
SUBRTOTAL 225

II. DISCHARGE TYFE

FPossible Foints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Scored
I/1 Correction-Overflow 250 4]
£SO Abatement 250 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 4]
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 o]
New Systems S0 0
I/ Corvection S0 0
Advanced Treatment 25 ¢
SUBRTOTAL 250
State FPlaming Commission T7.50000
Fopulation 044170

TOTAL

POINTS

757.544170



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank
New Brunswick City 4

340437-06
Combined Sewer Overflow (CSO) Abatement

County
Middlesex

Service Area

New Brunswick City

Existing Population

41,711
Need for Project

The CSO at Albany Street intermittently discharges raw sewage during a
receding high tide and 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

The proposed project consists of the construction of a tide gate and a
self-cleaning traveling screen.



WORKSHEET - FRIORITY RANKING

MAnticipated
Recipient

FMroject No. : 340435-04
FY?6 RANK : 5.0
County : MIDDLESEX

FERTH AMROY CITY

Eligible Froject Cost

Total State Amount

$29,654,027

$29,654,027

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 Q
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) 15725 0
Shellfish 125 125
Recreation (Primary Contact) 125 i25
Agricultural Water Use 25 0
Industrial Water Use 25 O
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Unly) S0 Q
SURTOTAL 250

K. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
FParameter Standards Meelts Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxygen O S0 100 S0
Fecal Coliform 4] 50 100 i00
Nutrients 0] as S0 S0
Toxics Q 25 50 S0
SUBTOTAL 250

II. DISCHARGE TYFE

Fossible Foints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Scored
I/71 Correction—Q0Overflow 250 0
CS0 Abatement ' 250 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 0]
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 0
New Systems S0 4]
I/ Correction S0 O
Advanced Treatment 25 o]
SUBTOTAL 250
State Flanmming Commission 00000
FPopulation 03733

TOTAL FOINTS

7S50.03733



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Perth Amboy City 5
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.



WORKSHEET — FRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated
Recipient

FENNSAUKEN TOWNSHIF

Froject No. 34034902 Eligible Froject Cost $41,392,273
FY2&6 RANK 6.0
County CAMDEN Total State Amount $1,392,273
I. SEGMENT FPOINTS
A. Existing Water Conditions
Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nomtrout? TS/25 O
Shellfish 125 125
Recreation (FPrimary Contact) 125 0
Agricultural Water Use 25 20
Industrial Water Use 25 25
FPublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) S0 O
SURTOTAL 373

ater Ruality

B. Existing W

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxygen o] S0 100 30
Fecal Coliform O S0 100 QO
Nutrients o] 25 50 259
Toxics O 25 S0 29
SUBTOTAL 100

II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible Foints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Scored
I/1 Correction—0Overflow 250 0
CSO abatement 250 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 0
Sludge Disposal/Treatment i00 0
New Systems S0 o)
I/1 Correction 50 0]
Advanced Treatment 25 0]
SURTOTAL. 250
State Flanmming Commission Q0000
Fopulation 03474
TOTAL. FOINTS 725.03474



L.

Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Pennsauken Township 6
340349-02
CSO Abatement

County

Camden

Service Area

Portions of Pennsauken Township

Existing Population

34,738

Need for Project

A portion of Pennsauken Township is served by combined storm and
sanitary sewers. During high intensity rainfalls, the capacity of
the system is exceeded resulting in sanitary sewer overflow into
homes, streets and waterways. The existing situation results in
sewage discharge to the Back Channel of the Delaware River near the
Cooper River. Public water supply, shellfish, agricultural and
industrial water uses are adversely impacted. Water quality in the
area of the discharge marginally meets standards for dissolved
oxygen, nutrients and toxics.

Project Description

The project involves the construction of two separate stormwater
detention basins in the upper portion of the drainage area
contributing runoff to the combined sewer system. By detaining the
runoff and reducing the volume of the flow in the combined portion
of the system, combined sewer overflow to streets, lawns, basements,
etc. can be minimized and eliminated.

One detention basin is proposed for the abandoned railroad
right-of-way on Chestnut Avenue on property owned partially by
Pennsauken Township and the Borough of Merchantville. The second
detention basin is proposed for an existing athletic field adjacent
to Pennsauken's municipal building and central school. This

second basin, as presently proposed, would involve pumped storage
due to the existing elevations.



WORKSHEET - FRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated
Recipient

PENNSAUKEN TOWNSHIF

Eligible Froject Cost

Froject No. 340349-01 $44, 622
FY?26 RANK 7.0
County CAMDEN Total State amount 44,622
I. SEGMENT FOINTS
A. Existing Water Conditions
Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) TS/725 (¢
Shellfish 125 125
Recreation (Frimary Contact) 125 0
Agricultural Water Use 25 25
Industrial Water Use 25 25
FPublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) S0 Q
SURTOTAL ITS
B. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginaliy Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxygen O S0 100 50
Fecal Coliform 0 S0 100 0
Nutrients 0 25 50 25
Toxics O 25 50 25
SUBRTOTAL 100
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible Foints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Scored
I/ Correction—-0Overflow 250 &)
CS0 abatement 250 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 0
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 Q
New Systems S50 0
I/1 Corvrection S0 0
Advanced Treatment 25 O
SUBRTOTAL 250
State Flaming Commission 00000
Fopulation OIS0
TOTAL POINTS 25 .03350



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Pennsauken Township 7
340349-01
CSO Abatement - Baldwin's Run (Phase I)

County
Camden

Service Area

Portions of Pennsauken Township

Existing Population

33,500

Need for Project

A l4-inch sanitary sewer passes through a large diameter combined
sewer/storm drain at Browning Road and Route 130. At some point in
time, the sanitary sewer was damaged and, consequently, discharges
the sewage flow from a substantial area directly into the storm
sewer. This element would re-establish the flow in the original
sanitary sewer, thus reducing sanitary flow in the storm sewer. The
existing situation results in sewage discharge to the Back Channel
of the Delaware River near the Cooper River. Public water supply,
shellfish, agricultural and industrial water uses are adversely
impacted. Water quality in the area of the discharge marginally
meets standards for dissolved oxygen, nutrients and toxics.

Project Description

The proposed project consists of the custom fabrication of an
aluminum repair pipe to replace the broken section of terra cotta
sewer pipe within the manhole. The sewer pipe would then be lined
with a cast-in-place pipe liner.



WORKSHEET ~ FRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated

Recipient HOFATCONG BOROUGH

Froject No. 340488-03
FY?26 RANK : 8.0
County SUSSEX

oo stoe cnen same ore s saue T~

Eligible Froject Cost

Total State Amount

$27,8352,179

$27,852,479

I. SEGMENT POINTS

wwen same Sons sums woss som vusw sase

A. Existing Water Conditions

Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
FPotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout? 75725 75
Shellfish 125 o)
Recreation (Frimary Contact) 25 125
Agricultural Water Use 25 (o)
Industrial Water Use 25 O
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) S50 o)
SUBTOTAL 400

E. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
FParameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxygen 0 S50 i00 100
Fecal Coliform ¢] S0 100 100
Nutrients ¢ 25 S50 S0
Toxics 0 25 S0 25
SUBTOTAL 275

II. DISCHARGE TYFE

Fossible Foints
Project Discharge Type Foints Scored
I/1 Correction-0Overflow 250 O
CS0 aAbatement 250 0
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 0
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 4]
New Systems S0 350
I/1 Correction S50 O
Advanced Treatment 25 (o)
SUBTOTAL. 50
State Plaiming Commission 00000
Fopulation 01509
TOTAL FOINTS T25.04509



Project Name., Number Priority List Rank

Hopatcong Borough 8
340488-03
Collection System/Individual 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. Wastewater treatment mehtods in
Hopatcong Borough consist of individual on-site systems. There are
reported septic system failures which have been determined to
adversely affect fishable (trout) and primary contact recreation uses
of the lake. Water quality does not meet standards for dissolved
oxygen and nutrients and marginally meet standards for fecal coliform
and toxic.

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 (STEP) 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 -~ FPRIORITY RANKING

anticipated

Recipient MUSCONETCONG SA

Froject No. 34038405
FY9?é6 RANK ?.0
County

wvon suse

Eligible Project Cost

susa sove sras sone sans.

P26, 314,530

$26, 314,530

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) TS/725 75
Shellfish 125 0
Recreation (Frimary Contact) 135 125
Agricultural Water Use 25 0
Industrial Water Use 25 0
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) S0 0
SUBTOTAL. 400

B. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standavds Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxvaemn 0 S0 100 100
Fecal Coliform 4] 30 100 i00
Nutrients 0 25 S0 S50
Toxics Q 25 50 25
SURTOTAL 275

I1I. DISCHARGE TYFE

FPossible Foints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Scored
I/1 Correction—0Overflow 250 0
CS0 Abatement 250 o)
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 0
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 0
New Systems S0 0
I/1 Correction 50 O
Advanced Treatment 25 25
SURTOTAL. 25
State FPlamming Commission 00000
Fopulation 03340
TOTAL FOINTS 700.03340



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Musconetcong Sewerage Authority (MSA) 9
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 provide treatment capabilities at MSA's
STP for flows from the Hopatcong/Jefferson service areas. On-site
systems in the Borough of Hopatcong and Jefferson Township are
failing due to unsuitable soils and impacting 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 populated
areas of northeast New Jersey. The lake is also used for trout
fishing and primary contact recreation.

Flow (mgd) Effluent
STP (level of treatment) Design Present BOD Reported SS Reported
% - mg/l % - mg/l
Musconetcong SA
(NJ0027821) 2.275 0.873 98.7 - 2.54 98.1 - 3.09

Project Description

The proposed project includes a 2.1 mgd STP 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. 1In addition, sanitary sewer systems will be constructed
in the Borough of Hopatcong and Jefferson Township concurrently with

the STP expansion.



WORKSHEET — PRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated
Recipient

Froject No. 34063804
FY9é6 RANK i06.0
County SOMERSET

ERIDGEWATER TOWNSHIF

Total State Amount

Eligible Project Cost

$41,307, 637

%1,307,637

I. SEGMENT POINTS

2000 sewe sevs wume

A. Existing Water Conditions

Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) TS/25 25
Shellfish 125 o]
Recreation (Frimary Contact) 1325 O
Agricultural Water Use 25 ¢
Industrial Water Use 25 25
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) S50 [¢]
SURTOTAL. 250

B. Existing Water Quality
Meats Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxygen ¢ 80 100 0
Fecal Coliform 0 S0 i00 100
Nutrients (o] 25 S50 50
Toxics 0 25 50 25
SURTOTAL. 175

II. DISCHARGE TYFE

Fossible Faoints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Scored
I/1 Corvection-Overflow 250 250
CS0 Abatement 250 ¢)
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 0
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 O
New Systems SO 0
I/1I Correction S0 0
Advanced Treatament 25 ¢
SUBRTOTAL. 250
State Flaiming Commission ~ 00000
Fopulation 041220

TOTAL FPOINTS

&675.01220



Project Name, Number Priority lList Rank

Township of Bridgewater 10
340638-04
Sewer Rehabilitation

County

Somerset

Service Area

Portions of Bridgewater Township and most of Branchburg Township

Existing Population

12,196

Need 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.



WORKSHEET — PRIORITY RANKING

. 2oew wwvs some smes wees.

fMnticipated

Recipient JEFFERSON TOWNSHIF

Froject No. 34074705 Eligible Project Cost $415, 369,384
FY96 RANK 11.0
County MORRIS Total State Amount 645, 369,381
I. SEGMENT FOINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

Water Use

Fotable Water Supply

Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)
Shellfish

Recreation (Frimary Contact?}
Agricultural Water Use

Industrial Water Use

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only)

E. Existing Water Quality

Fossible
Foints

SUBRTOTAL

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxygen 0 S0 100
Fecal Coliform 0 S50 100
Nutrients 0 25 S0
Toxics 0 25 S0
SURTOTAL
IT. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible
Project Discharge Type Foints
I/1 Correction—-0Overflow 250
CSO abatement ) 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment i00
New Systems 50
I/ Correction S0
Advanced Treatment 25
SURTOTAL

State Plamiming Commission

Fopulation

TATAL FOINTS

400

Points
Scored
100

50

90

25

225

Points
Scored

- — - Sor o 2t

COOCOCO

s save

S

O

. 00000

~00869

675.00869



Project Name., Number Priority List Rank

Jefferson Township 11
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.0O. 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.



WORKSHEET — FPRIORITY RANKING
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mticipated
Recipient : RaARITAN RBROROUGH

Froject No. : 340781i-04 Eligible Froject Cost : $283, 259
FY?246 RANK : 42.0
County : SOMERSET Total State Amount : %283, 259
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I. SEGMENT FOINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Tvrout/Nontrout) To/25 25
Sheilfish 125 0
Recreation (Frimary Contact) i25 0
fgricultural Water Use 25 o]
Industrial Water Use 25 25
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only? S0 0
SUEBTOTAL 250

B. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxygen 0 S0 100 QO
Fecal Coliform 4] 50 100 100
Nutrients 0 25 S0 S0
Toxics O 25 S0 25
SURTOTAL 175

II1. DISCHARGE TYFE

Possible Foints
Mroject Discharge Type Foints Scored
I/ Correction—0Overflow 250 250
C80 Abatement 230 0]
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 4]
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 8]
New Systems 50 0
I/1 Correction 50 0
Advanced Treatment 25 O
SURTOTAL. 250
State Flayming Commission 00000
Fopulation 00599

TOTAL FOINTS 673.00599



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Raritan Borough 12
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/I)
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.



WORKSHEET — FRIORITY RANKING

Mnticipated
Recipient : ORADELL ROROUGH

Froject No. : 340835-01 Eligible Froject Cost 238,644
FY?& RANK : 0 13.0
County : BERGEN Total State Amount $258, 644
I. SEGMENT FPOINTS
A. Existing Water Conditions
Fossible Paoints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) ToH/25 0
Shellfish 125 0
Recreation (Frimary Contact) 125 0
Agricultural Water Use 25 ¢
Industrial Water Use 25 4]
FPublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) B S0 (o]
SURTOTAL. 200
B. Existing Water Guality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxygen o] 50 100 S0
Fecal Coliform 4] 50 100 S50
Nutrients O 25 S50 25
Toxics 0 25 S50 25
SUEBTOTAL 150
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible Foints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Scored
I/1 Correction—0Overflow 250 250
CS0 aAbatement 250 4]
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 0
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 0]
New Systems S0 o]
I/1 Correction S50 0
Advanced Treatment 25 0]
SUETOTAL 250
State Plamiming Commission ~ 00000
Fopulation 00847
TOTAL FOINTS &00.00847



Project Name. Number Priority List Rank

Oradell Borough 13
340835-01

Infiltration/Inflow Correction-Overflow

County

Bergen

Service Area
Oradell Borough

Existing Population
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.



WORKSHEET - FRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated
Recipient

FEQUANNOCK , LINCOLN, FAIRFIELD SA

Froject No. 34035403 Eligible Froject Cost
FY?26 RANK i4.0
County MORRIS Total State Amount

w=as

$3, 462,392

$3,462, 392

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

ceve s smms sove crmy sues mea seue semw mny

A. Existing Water Conditions

Water Use

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 Quality

Fossible
Foints

SUETOTAL

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxygen O S0 100
Fecal Coliform O S50 100
Nutrients 0 25 S0
Toxics O 25 S50
SUBRTOTAL
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible
PFroject Discharge Type Foints
I/ Corvection-Overflow 250
CS0 Abatement 280
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100
New Systems S50
I/1 Corvrection 50
Advanced Treatment 25
SURTOTAL

State Flaaming Commission

Fopulation

TOTAL FOINTS

Foints
Scored

3

Scored

130

Foints
Scored

]
Q
COOCOCOO

#one pron aane

200

-~ Q0000

003413

600.00313



Project Name, Number Priority lList Rank

Pequannock, Fairfield and Lincoln 14
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 (level 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.



WORKSHEET — PRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated
Recipient

WEST MILFORD TWF MUA

Projiect No. JI40701-03 Eligible Project Cost 854, 000
FY?6 RANK 135.0
County FASSAIC Total State Amount $854, 000
I. SEGMENT FOINTS
A. Existing Water Conditions
Fossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout? TS/25 5
Shellfish 125 0
Recreation (Frimary Contact) 125 O
Agricultural Water Use 25 0
Industrial Water Use 25 ¢
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only? S0 O
SURTOTAL. 273
E. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standarvds Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxygen O 50 100 (o]
Fecal Coliform O S0 100 0
Nutrients O 25 S0 S0
Toxics O 25 S0 0
SURTOTAL S0
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible Foints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Scored
I/1 Correction-0Overflow 250 250
CS0 Abatement 250 0
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 O
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 O
New Systems S0 0
I/1 Correction S0 0
Advanced Treatment 25 0
SURTOTAL 250
State Flaiming Commission 00000
Fopulation 00050
TOTAL FOINTS 5975.00050



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

West Milford Township MUA 15
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. This results in sewage overflows near the plant and
direct discharge into the Wanaque River which flows into the
Monksville Reservoir, a potable water supply source and a trout
fishery. Nutrient levels in the River and Reservoir do not meet
standards.

Project Description

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



WORKSHEET — PRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated
Recipient

Froject No. 340768—-03
FY?246 RANK 16.0
County BERGEN

RERGEN COUNTY Ua

Eligible Froject Cost

Total State Amount

$14,890, 649

$414,890, 649

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

T

A. Existing Water Conditions

Water Use

Fotable Water
Freshwater
Shellfish
Recreation (Frimary Contact)
Agricultural Water Use
Industrial Water Use

Supply

Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout?

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only)

E. Existing Water Quality

Fossible
Foints

SUBRTOTAL.

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxygen 0 30 100
Fecal Coliform O 50 100
Nutrients 0 29 S0
Toxics 4] 25 SO
SURTOTAL
II. DISCHARGE TYPE
Fossible
Froject Discharge Type Foints
I/I Correction—0Overflow 250
CS0 Abatement 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100
New Systems S0
I/1 Corvrection S0
Advanced Treatment 25
SURTOTAL

State Plamming Commission

TOTAL

Fopulation

FOINTS

B

+J
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550.49144



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Bergen County U.A. 16
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, Rutherford and Wood-Ridge

Existing Population

491,143

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.



WORKSHEET ~ PRIORITY RANKING

fmticipated
Recipient

Froject No.

NORTH BERGEN TOWNSHIF/HUDSON CO UaA

32065202

Eligible Project Cost

$49, 497,765

FY?6 RANK 17.0
County HUDSON Total State Amount $49,497, 765
I. SEGMENT FOINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

Water Use

Fotable Water

Supp Ly

Freshuwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)

Shellfish

Recreation (Frimary Contact)

Agricultural W
Industrial Wat

ater Use
er lUse

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only:

EB. Existing Water Quality

-

Fossible
Foints
200
T5/725
i23

25

25

25

50

SURTOTAL

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxyvgen 0 S0 $00
Fecal Coliform 4] 50 100
Nutrients ¢ 25 S50
Toxics 0 25 50
SUBTOTAL.
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible
Froject Discharge Type Foints
I/71 Correction—-Overflow 250
CS0 Abatement ’ 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100
New Systems S0
I/1 Correction S0
Advanced Treatment 25
SURTOTAL

State Plarnming Commission

Fopulation

TOTAL FOINTS

b3 bt
(e Ri EoRoRe Rl R

4
o

Foints
Scored

Foints
Scored
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

North Bergen Township/ Hudson County UA 17
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.



WORKSHEET — FRIORITY RANKING

2200 wome e wosy woue.

Anticipated
Recipient

Froject No.
FY96 RANK
County

NORTH EERGEN TOWNSHIF/HUDSON CO UA

34065203
ig.o
HUDSON

Eligible Project Cost

Total State Amount

es

$5,395, 396

$5, 393, 396

E——1

I. SEGMENT FO

INTS

A. Existing W

ater Conditions

Water Use

Fotable Water

Supp Ly

Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)

Shellfish

Recreation (Frimary Contact?

Agricultural Water Use

Industrial Wat

er Use

Fublic Nuisance (Un Site Systems Only>

E. Existing Water Quality

Fossible
Foints

SUBTOTAL

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxygen G S0 100
Fecal Coliform O 50 100
Nutrients 0] 25 &0
Toxics o] 25 S0
SUBTOTAL
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible
Froject Discharge Tvype Foints
I/1 Correction-0Overflow 250
CS0 Abatement 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100
New Systems 90
I/1 Correction S50
Advanced Treatment 25
SUEBTOTAL.

State Flavming Commission

Fopulation

TOTAL FPOINTS

Foints
Scored

I

+

CUOCOoOOUO

(]
o]

FPoints
Scored

Foints
Scovred
0

0

200

COOCQ

wnan g oo

200

~ 00000

.01982

50.01982



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

North Bergen Township/ Hudson County UA 18
340652-03 .

Outfall Repair

County

Hudson

Service Area

North Bergen (Area III)

Existing Population

19,822

Need for Project

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

Flow (mgd) Effluent
STP (level of treatment) Design Present BOD Reported SS Reported
% - mg/l1 % - mg/l
Woodcliff 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
lines. 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

as necessary.



WORKSHEET - FRIORITY RANKING

Mmticipated

Recipient OAKLAND BOROUGH

Froject No. 340418-03 Eligible Froiect Cost
FY?&6 RANK : i9.0
County RERGEN Total State Amount

$33, 739,539

$33,739,539

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

Water Use

Fotable Water Supply

Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)
Shellfish

Recreation (Frimary Contact}
Agricultural Water Use

Industrial Water Use

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only?

E. Existing Water RQuality

FPossible
Foints

SURTOTAL.

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet
Farameter Sltandards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxygen O S0 100
Fecal Coliform 0 S50 i00
Nutrients 0 2W S0
Toxics O 25 S0
SURTOTAL.
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
FPossible
Froject Discharge Type Foints
I/ Correction—0Overflow 250
CS0 abatement 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100
New Systems S0
I/1 Corvection 50
Advanced Treatment 25
SURBRTOTAL

State Flaiming Commission

Fopulation

TOTAL FOINTS

Faoints
Scored

oen 2omn e veve vove aven

Foints
Scored

100
S0
25

175

Foints
Scored
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Oakland Borough 19
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 systems 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.



WORKSHEET -~ FRIDRITY RANKING

Anticipated

Recipient SFPARTA TOWNSHIF

Froject No. 34049503
FY926 RANK 20.0
SUSSEX

County

Eligible Froject Cost

Total State Amount

seme s v

$2,526,136

$2,526,136

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

P —— ey

A. Existing Water Conditions

Water Use

Fotable Water Supply

Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout?

Shellfish

Recreation (Frimary Contact)
Agricultural Water Use
Industrial Water Use

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only?

Fossible
Foints

L S p—

SUERTOTAL

B. Existing Water Quality

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxygen 0 S50 100
Fecal Coliform Q S0 1060
Nutrients (o] 25 S0
Toxics (o] 25 50

SURTOTAL.

II. DISCHARGE TYFE

2

Froject Discharge Type

I/1 Correction-QOverflow

C80 Abatement

Inadequate Secondary Treatment
Sludge Disposal/Treatment

New Systems

I/ Correction

Advanced Treatasnt

Fossible
Foints

SURTOTAL.

State Flanimming Commission

Fopulation

TOTAL FOINTS

Foints
Scored

B e —

400

Foints
Scovred

e covs cams sous vase smn

50
25
25

100

Foints
Scovred
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Sparta Township
340495-03 20
STP, On-Site

County

Sussex

Service Area

The study area consists of that portion of Sparta Township (48%) which
is situated within the Upper Wallkill River Basin. On-site
rehabilitation in conjunction with a Septic System Management District
would consider the entire Township as a service area during
implementation.

Existing Population
14,319

Need for Project

All existing point source discharges must be addressed. Should these
discharges remain in existence, they must be upgraded to meet the
effluent limitations needed to protect existing water quality. In
cases of discharge to the Wallkill River (FW2-TM) (Plaza and H.S. #1
and #2 plants), advanced wastewater treatment will be required to
diminish any impacts to Franklin Pond, a downstream potable water
source for Franklin Borough. Primary contact recreation is also
adversely impacted by these discharges. The Wallkill river marginally
meets standards for fecal coliform, nutrients and toxics. In addition,
the failure rate for individual septic systems is averaging about 3%
per year. Many of the existing systems (e.g., cesspool) cannot meet
the minimum requirements for subsurface disposal and must be replaced.

Flow (mgd) Effluent

STP (Level of treatment) Design Present BOD Reported SS Reported

% - mg/l % - mg/l

Plaza STP .030 . 040 91.3
NJ0027057 (AST-90%)

Board of Ed.-Alpine School .027 .008 97 - 7.4 93 - 16

NJ0027065 (AST-95%)

Board of Ed.-H.S. Plant #1 .022 .005 98.6 - 4.14 97 - 1.

NJ0027073 (AST-95%)

Board of Ed.-H.S. Plant #2 .027 .008 87.6 - 4.2 98 - 2.

NJ0027081 (AST-95%)

Project Description
A likely alternative for wastewater disposal in Sparta Township is

on-site rehabilitation in conjunction with initiation of septic
management district planning. Therefore, the major scope of work for
this project would include the upgrading of all existing point source
discharges to acceptable treatment levels. This would preclude
development of any future point source discharges in Sparta Township
for the 20 year planning period.

12.6 86.0 - 23.3

44

56



WORKSHEET ~ PRIORITY RANKING
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Mnticipated

Recipient WRIGHTSTOWN C(WRIGHTSTOWN MUA)

Froject No. 340925-04 Eligible Froject Cost 43,400,000
FY?6 RANK : 24.0
County BURL.INGTON Total State aAmount 43,400,000
I. SEGMENT FOINTS
A. Existing Water Conditions
FPossible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 O
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) TS/25 25
Shellfish 125 0
Recreation (Frimary Contact? i35 0
Agricultural Water Use 25 25
Industrial Water Use 25 8]
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) S0 0
SUBTOTAL 90

B. Existing Uater Quality

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxygen O 80 100
Fecal Coliform [¢] 50 i0o0
Nutrients 0 25 S50
Toxics 4] 29 50
, SUBTOTAL
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible
Froject Discharge Type FPoints
I/ Correction—-0Overflow 280
C8Q aAbatement 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100
New Systems 50
I/71 Corvection S0
Advanced Treatment 25
SUBTOTAL.

State Plamming Commission

Fopulation

TOTAL FOINTS

Foints
Scored

275

Foints
Scored

. 00000

-00315

525.00315
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Wrightstown Borough 21
340925-01
STP

County

Burlington

Service Area

Wrightstown

Existing Population

3,146

Need for Project

The 0.2 mgd treatment plant in Wrightstown must be upgraded to meet
required water quality standards; the plant will also be expanded.

The treatment plant discharges to North Run, thence to Crosswicks
Creek. The waters do not meet water quality standards for dissolved
oxygen, fecal coliform, or nutrients, and levels of toxics are only
marginally acceptable. Thus, use of these waters for non-trout
fishing and agriculture are adversely impacted. Final effluent
limitations for the treatment plant will specify 907 (20 mg/L) removal
of BOD5 and 85% (20 mg/L) removal of suspended solids. In addition,
there will be limits for nitrates and residual chlorine.

Flow (mgd) Effluent
STP (level of treatment) Design Present BOD Reported SS Reported
_ % - mg/l % - mg/l
Wrightstown STP 0.2 0.155 83.1-28.7 97.8- 8.3

(NJ0022985)

Project Description

The proposed project will upgrade the plant's secondary treatment
processes. A pump station and emergency generator will be installed.
The following process units will also be added to the existing
facilities: nitrification/denitrification, sludge dewatering and
handling, ultraviolet disinfection, and 24-hour composite sample

controls.



WORKSHEET — PRIORITY RANKING

Minticipated

Recipient
Froject No. 340928-01
FY9?6 RANK 22.0
County HUDSON

HUDSON COUNTY UA/JERSEY CITY Sa
Eligible Froject Cost

Total State Amount

e som sate veus o veuw

334,743,093

$334,743,093

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

s oo vous wooe seur

A. Existing Water Conditions

Water Use

FPotable Water Supply
Freshwater
Shellfish
Recreation (Frimary Contact?
Agricultural Water Use
Industrial Water Use

Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)

Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only)

Fossible
Foints
200
TS/25
125

1258

25

25

S0

SUETOTAL

B. Existing Water Ruality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxygen ¢ S50 100
Fecal Coliform 0 S0 100
Nutrients O 25 S0
Toxics 0 25 S0
SUBTOTAL.
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible
Froject Discharge Type Foints
I/1 Correction—-0Overflow 250
CS0 Abatement 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100
New Systems 50
I/1 Correction S0
Advanced Treatment 23
SUBRTOTAL.

State FPlaaming Commission

Fopulation

TOTAL FOINTS

[RpUSC T —

I 1)
(o RoReRoRiRe

i
i
i

4]
O

Foints
Scored

cans wsan sasz eon sase con

Faints
Scored

PR S ——

7.50000
26646

S07. 76646



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Hudson County Utilities Authority/ 22
Jersey City Sewerage Authority

340928-01

CSO Abatement

County
Hudson

Service Area

Jersey City, Kearny, Secaucus

Existing Population

266,455

Need for Project

The combined sewer overflows in the planning area discharge to
the Hackensack and Hudson Rivers, and Upper New York Bay. The
designated uses for these waters include secondary contact
recreation, propagation and maintenance of fish and wildlife
populations, the migration of anadromous fish, industrial water
supply and other reasonable uses. The water quality is defined
as poor due to the presence of high concentrations of indicator
organisms such as fecal coliforms and toxic substances, and the
observation of depressed levels of dissolved oxygen. The
unsatisfactory water quality has been atributed to high
pollutant loadings from inadequately treated municipal and
industrial effluents, combined sewer overflows and non-point
sources.

Project Description

The proposed project includes in-line storage of combined sewer
overflow by the construction of barriers in trunk sewers,
regulator automation, and utilization of available interceptor
space. Also, the project consists of the construction of
screening and disinfection facilities at the 33 Jersey City
Sewerage Authority combined sewer overflow points. In addition,
extension of the Mill Creek, Richard Street, Clendenny Avenue,
Secaucus Road, and Sip Avenue outfalls is proposed.

Some rehabilitation of chambers, relocation of regulators and
outfall line has been completed under National Marine CSO
funds. The major portion of the project in this planning area
has not been funded.



WORKSHEET — FRIORITY RANKING

Aanticipated
Recipient ELIZARBETH CITY

34094202

23.0

UNION

ove s wmas eooe sewm suve

Froject No.
FY?6 RANK
County

Total

Eligible Froject Cost

State Amount

$24, 640,700

$24, 640, 700

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

Aa. Existing Water Conditions

Water Use

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 Quality

Fossible
Foints

s s 5o owee cuse Beac weme ove

75725
123
128

25
23

S0

SUBTOTAL

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxygen O S0 100
Fecal Coliform 0 S50 i00
Nutrients e 2 S0
Toxics (4] 25 S0

SURTOTAL
DISCHARGE TYFE

II.

Froject Discharge Type

I/ Correction—0Overflow

CS0 Abatement ‘
Inadequate Secondary Treatment
Sludge Disposal/Treatment

New Systems

I/1 Corvection

Advanced Treatment

Fossible
Foints

SUBTOTAL

State Flamiming Commission

Fopulation

TOTAL FOINTS

Foints
Scored

b3

]

o R NeRoRo R Ko

9]
o]

Foints
Scored

B

230

7.350000

41000

507.61000



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Elizabeth City 23
340942-02
CSO Correction

County
Union

Service Area

City of Elizabeth

Existing Population

110,000

Need for Project

The City of Elizabeth owns and operates several combined sewer
overflows which discharge to the Elizabeth River. The discharge
adversely impacts non-trout fishing and industrial water uses.
Water quality does not meet standards for fecal coliform,
nutrients and toxics.

Project Description

The proposed project will eliminate the discharge of solids/
floatables larger than a 1/2-inch in diameter from the City's 34
combined sewer overflow points as required by the NJPDES
permit. The overflows discharge to the Elizabeth River, Arthur
Kill, Newark Bay, Great Ditch and Peripheral Ditch.
Consolidation and separation of small systems will eliminate 11
CSO outfalls. All other outfalls will be equipped with
diversion and screening facilities. The diversion and screening
facilities will provide vertical separation of the flows and
include a manually cleaned bar screen with 1/2-inch wide
openings to capture solids.



WORKSHEET — FRIORITY RANKING

oove gams wome soow vy guae

MAnticipated

Recipient : MIDDLESEX COUNTY UaA

Froject No. : 340699-05 Eligible FProject Cost
FY?6 RANK : 24,0

County : MIDDLESEX Total State Amount

ems swes sewe some smes sewe Zeve swe sues soms swen

$211,344,000

%211, 344,000

I. SEGMENT FOINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

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 Ruality

Fossible
Foints

SURTOTAL

Meats Marginally Does Not Meet
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxygen o] S50 100
Fecal Coliform 0 S0 100
Nutrients 0] 25 S50
Toxics 0 25 S0
SURTOTAL
I1. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible
Froject Discharge Type Foints
I/1 Correction—0Overflow 250
€S0 Abatement 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100
New Systems S50
I/1 Correction =50
Advanced Treatment 23
SURTOTAL.

State FPlaaming Commission

Fopulation

TOTAL FOINTS

Foints
Scored

e,
bR

CoouUtio o

I
4]
o

Foints
Scored
50

100

0

S0

200

Foints
Scored

. 00000

. 69438

S00.69438



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Middlesex County Utilities Authority 24
340699-05
STP Expansion

County
Middlesex

Service Area

Most of Middlesex County and parts of Somerset and Union Counties

Existing Population

694,378

Need for Project

MCUA's average monthly flows regularly exceed the 80 percent
capacity limit and occasionally exceed the 120 mgd average monthly
plant design capacity. MCUA has submitted a Rerating Application to
the NJDEPE to rerate the existing plant capacity to 147 mgd based on
Stress Testing of the Plant Facilities. This Rerating Application
is expected to be approved by NJDEPE by the end of 1991. MCUA's
existing wastewater treatment plant will require future expansion
beyond this rerated capacity particularly for treating maximum daily
and peak hourly flows. The Authority has initiated work on plant
expansion in order to be able to treat current and future projected
flows to assure compliance with its NJPDES permit limitations.

Flow (mgd) Effluent
STP (level of treatment) Design Present BOD Reported SS Reported
% - mg/l % - mg/l
Edward J. Patten 120 115 92.4 - 17.1 93.4 - 19.3

(NJ0020141)

Project Description

In order to treat the projected increase in service area flows,
capacity expansion is necessary to increase the rated capacity of
the plant from 120 mgd to 180 mgd. Additional facilities include
new final settling tanks, new aerated grit chambers, modification of
the existing grit chambers, new primary settling tanks and
associated pipe galleries. These improvements will improve the
efficiency and maintainability of the plant. Other improvements
include modifications to the existing UNOX tanks, conversion of the
existing aerobic digesters into UNOX tanks, and upgrading and
replacement of existing obsolete instrumentation and control systems.

The plant currently uses chlorine for disinfection. In order to
eliminate the chlorine residuals, an ozone disinfection system was
piloted and was demonstrated to be viable and suitable for
implementation.



WORKSHEET — FRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated

Recipient : HUDSON COUNTY UA (HOBODKEN)

Froject No. : 34039909 Eligible FProject Cost
FY26 RANK r 25,0
County 1 HUDSON Total State Amount

$12,472,509

$12,472,3509

A. Existing Water Conditions

FPossible
Water Use Foints
Fotable Water Supply 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) TS/725
Shellfish 125
Recreation (Frimary Contact) i2
Agricultural Water Use 25
Industrial Water Use 25
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) S0
SUBTOTAL

EB. Existing Water Quality

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet

Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards

Dissolved Oxygen 0 50 100

Fecal Coliform O S50 i00

Nutrients 0 23 S0

Toxics o] 25 50
SUBTOTAL.

II. DISCHARGE TYFE

FProject Discharge Type

I/1 Corvection-0Overflow

CS0 Abatement

Inadequate Secondary Treatment
Sludge Disposal/Treatment

New Systems

I/1 Correction

Advanced Treatment

Fossible
Points

SUBRTOTAL
State Flaiming Commission
Fopulation

TOTAL FOINTS

Foints
Scored

3 B
QOO OUO

i
|
|

200

Foints
Scored

e o e bk o

250
. 00000
« 19444

S500.19444

F N



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Hudson County Utilities Authority 25
340399-09
Combined Sewer Overflow Abatement

County
Hudson

Service Area

Guttenberg, Hoboken, Union City, Weehawken, West New York (HCUA
Planning Area I1III)

Existing Population
194,436

Need for Project

The combined sewer overflows in the planning area discharge to the
Hudson River. The designated water uses for the Hudson River include
secondary contact recreation, propagation and maintenance of fish and
wildlife populations, the migration of anadromous fish, industrial
water supply and other reasonable uses. The water quality has been
defined as poor due to the presence of high concentrations of
indicator organisms such as fecal coliforms and toxic substances, and
the observation of depressed levels of dissolved oxygen. The
unsatisfactory water quality has been attributed to the continuous
diversion of dry and wet weather sanitary sewer flows to the river.
The combined sewer system, which is 100+ years old, contains
collapsing sewer lines, and regulators and tide gates that are
deteriorated and stuck. This condition has resulted in diversions of
sewage flows to the river and intrusion of tidal flows into the system
and treatment works.

Project Description

The construction of in-line storage facilities utilizing existing
sewers is planned for Hoboken. 1In West New York, the construction of
swirl concentrators is proposed. Studies indicate that facilities to
abate pollution in Union City and Weehawken would not be cost

effective.

Although this project has not been formally adopted by HCUA, studies
indicate that this work is the most cost effective solution to

pollution abatement.

The rehabilitation of tide gates and regulation in Hoboken, Weehawken
and Union City has been funded under Marine CSO funds. However, the
major portion of the project in this planning area has not been

funded.

MEW JERSEY STATE LIERARY



WORKSHEET — PRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated

Recipient HOBOKEN/UNION CITY/WEEHAWKEN Sa
Froject No. 340952-01 Eligible Project Cost %92, 662,000
FY2?246 RANK 26.0
County HUDSON Total State amount $92,662,000
I. SEGMENT POINTS

amve vows oasw meve mee. e sme

A. Existing Water Conditions
Fossible
Water Use FPoints
Fotable Water Supply 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) TS/25
Shellfish 125
Recreation (Primary Contact) 125
Agricultural Water Use 25
Indusirial Water Use 25
Fublic MNuisance (Un Site Systems Only) S0
SURTOTAL
B. Existing Water Ruality
Meets Marginally Daes Not Meet
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxygen O S0 100
Fecal Coliform 0 S50 100
Nutrients o) 25 S0
Toxics Q 25 a6
SUBRTOTAL
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible
Froject Discharge Type Foints
I/1 Correction-Overflow 250
€50 Abatement 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100
New Systems 50
I/1 Correction S0
Advanced Treatment 25
SUEBTOTAL.

State Flaiming Commission

Fopulation

TOTAL FOINTS

Foints
Scored

hJ rS

o Noli NoRoRi Ne)

i
o

Foints
Scored

S0
100
0

S0
200
Foints

Scored

-« 00000
07000

500.07000



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Hoboken-Union City-Weehawken SA (Tri-City SA) 26
340952-01

CSO Abatement

County

Hudson

Service Area

Hoboken, Union City, and Weehawken

Existing Population

70,000

Need for Project

Due to system capacity limitations, combined sewage surcharges and
overflows into the Hudson River, this results in excessive solids
and bacteria levels, and floating sewage during wet and dry weather
conditions. The designated water uses for the Hudson River include
secondary contact recreation, propagation and maintenance of fish
and wildlife populations, industrial water supply and other
reasonable uses. The water quality has been defined as poor due to
the presence of high concentrations of indicator organisms such as
fecal coliforms and toxic substances, and the observation of
depressed levels of dissolved oxygen. The unsatisfactory water
quality has been attributed to the continuous diversion of dry and
wet weather sanitary sewer flows to the river.

Project Description

Elimination of dry weather overflows, expansion of conveyance
capacity of sewer system to handle peak flows, and removal of
solids/floatable greater than 0.5 inches during wet weather flows.
The work includes modification of regulators and interceptors to
increase conveyance capacity during peak flows, new force main from
18th Street pumping station to treatment plant, new parallel syphon
from the 1llth Street to the treatment plant, new regulators and/or
outfall with solid removal devices, new CSO outfall from 18th Street
pumping station and upgrade of 1lth, 18th, and Baldwin Avenue

pumping stations.



WORKSHEET -~ FRIORITY RANKING

MAticipated
Recipient

Project NG .
FY9?6 RANK
County

LINDEN-ROSELLE SaA

34029904
27.0
UNION

Eligible PFroject Cost

Total State Amount

$40,178,773

$10,178,773

I. SEGMENT FO

INTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

Water Use

Fotable Water Supply
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout)

Shellfish

Recreation (PFrimary Contact)

Adgricultural Water Use

Industrial Wat

er lUse

Fublic Nuisance (n Site Systems Only)

B. Existing W

ater Quality

Fossible
Foints
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grart
cuud

SUEBTOTAL

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxygen 0 S0 100
Fecal Coliform 0 S0 100
Nutrients Q 25 S0
Toxics 4] 295 50
SURTOTAL.
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible
Froject Discharge Type Foints
I/1 Correction—Overflow 250
C80 Abatement 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100
New Systems 30
I/ Correction 50
Advanced Treatment 25
SUBTOTAL.

State Flaaming Commission

Fopulation

TOTAL. FOINTS

B

)
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|
i
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o
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Foints
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S0
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0

50
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Foints
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Project Name, Number Priority List Rank
Linden-Roselle Sewerage Authority 27

340299-04
Infiltration/Inflow Correction-Overflow

County

Union

Service Area

The planning area includes the City of Linden and the Borough of
Roselle

Existing Population

58,191

Need for Project

The Authority is required to complete a rehabilitation program to
eliminate discharge points 003 and 004, and a sewer separation program
to eliminate discharge points 001 and 002 as per the Part IIIb Special
Conditions of the existing grant No. C340299-01. These discharges
affect the quality of the Rahway River (SE-3). Fishable non-trout and
industrial water uses are presently impacted due to fecal coliform,
toxics, and DO (marginal) levels being unacceptable.

Project Description

The project is for the construction of relief sewers to enable the
LRSA to eliminate discharge points 003 and 004 in the City of Linden.
Elimination of these discharge points will improve water quality in
the receiving stream. The alignment of relief sewers falls within the
Wheeler Park Easement. This project requires the approval from Green

Acres.



WORKSHEET ~ PRIORITY RANKING

tnticipated

Recipient RIDGEWOOD VILLAGE

Froject No. 34063905 Eligible Froject Cost $1,825,558
FY9?46 RANK 28.0

County BERGEN Total State Amount $1,825,558
I. SEGMENT FOINTS

A. Existing Water Conditions

Fossible
Hater Use Foints
Fotable Water Supply 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout? TS/725
Shellfish 25
Recreation (Frimary Contact) 125
Agricultural Water Use 25
Industrial Water Use 2
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) 50
SURTOTAL
B. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards
Dissolved Oxygen 0 S0 100
Fecal Coliform 0 50 100
Nutrients o) 25 S0
Toxics O 25 S0
SUBTOTAL
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible
Project Discharge Type Foints
I/1 Correction—-Over flow 250
CS0O abatement 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100
New Systems S0
I/1 Correction S0
Advanced Treatment 25
SUBTOTAL

State Plaiming Commission

Fopulation

TOTAL FOINTS

Faoints
Scored

o s ate 2nne aoae aeae

&

)
CHOOCOCUO

]
Lo

Foints
Scored

S50
200
Foints

Scored

-~ 00000
.02486

S500.02486



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Ridgewood Village 28
340639-05
Infiltration/Inflow Correction-Overflow

County
Bergen

Service Area

Village of Ridgewood
xisting Population
24,860

Need for Project

An Infiltration/Inflow (I/I) analysis has been completed which
documents the existence of excessive I/I within the service area. An
additional study will be undertaken to further define the quantity of
excessive I/I that can be cost-effectively removed from this system.
This project is needed to eliminate periodic overflow, causing
discharge of untreated sewage into the HoHoKus and Diamond Brooks
(FW2-NT, previously FW-2) which is adversely affecting the quality of
these waterways, and posing a potential public health problem. The
brooks have fishing and industrial uses. The affected waterways

do not meet standards for fecal coliform and toxics, and marginally

meets the dissolved oxygen standard.

Project Description

The proposed project will consist of 820 feet of gravity sewers and
8,400 feet of force main. Three pumping stations will be modified -
Ridgewood Lawns P.S.; Bellair Road P.S. and Andover P.S. These
mechanical improvements will enable the pump stations to handle
additional sewage flows previously bypassed. These improvements are
currently being designed.



WORKSHEET — FRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated
Recipient

LOWER TOWNSHIF MUA

Froject No. 34081003 Eligible Project Cost $2, 724,260
FY?26 RANK 29.0
County CAFE MAY Total State Amount $2,724,260
I. SEGMENT FPOINTS
A. Existing Water Conditions
Fossible Foints
Water Use FPoints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 (o]
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) TS/25 (o]
Shellfish 125 125
Recreation (FPrimary Contact) 125 125
Agricultural Water Use 25 O
Industrial Water Use 25 14
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) S0 o)
SURTOTAL 250

B. Existing Water Quality

Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Scored
PDissolved Oxygen 0 50 100 50
Fecal Coliform ¢} S0 100 100
Nutrients (4] 2 S50 S0
Toxics O 25 S0 25
SUBRTOTAL. 225

I11. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible Foints
Froject Discharge Type Foints Scored
I/1 Correction—-Over flow 250 Q
¢SO Abatement 250 (&)
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 200 o]
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 100 O
New Systems S0 0
I/1 Correction S0 o]
Advanced Treatment 25 25
SURTOTAL. 25
State Flaiming Commission 00000
Fopulation 041953
TOTaAL. FOINTS S00.041953

L

LR |



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank
Lower Township MUA 29

340810-03
STP Improvements

County .
Cape May

Service Area

Lower Township

Existing Population
19,533

Need for Project

Studies performed by NJDEPE and the Cape May Board of Health have
shown a need to find an alternate water source. The U.S. Geological
Survey also indciated the need for an alternative water source. The
existing discharge adversely impacts primary contact recreation and
shellfish harvesting uses. Water quality does not meet standards or
marginally meets standards for certain parameters.

Flow (mgd) BOD5 Reported SS Reported
STP Design Present % - mg/l % - mg/l
Lower Twp STP 4.00 1.44 91.4 - 18.52 93.4 - 12.62

(NJ0023809)

Project Description

Proposed solution is to construct a sand filter with an ultravoilet
system and distribution system so the water can be used to recharge
the local aquifers and halt salt intrusion. Land application of the
effluent to local golf courses and farms will be considered.



WORKSHEET — FRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated
Recipient @ EDGEWATER MUA

Froject No. : 340443-04 Eligible Project Cost 43,234,300
FY96 RANK : 30.0
County : BERGEN Total State Amount 3,234,500
I. SEGMENT FUOINTS
A, Existing Water Conditions
Fossible Foints
Kater Use Scored
Fotable Water Supply 0
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nontrout) 29
Shellfish 0
Recreation (Frimary Contact) 0
Agricultural Water Use o]
Industrial Water Use 25
Fublic Nuisance (On Site Systems Only) ¢)
SURTOTAL. 50
B. Existing Water Quality
Meets Marginally Does Not Meet Foints
Farameter Standards Meets Standards Standards Scored
Dissolved Oxygen O S0 50
Fecal Coliform G 50 100
Nutrients 4] 25 O
Toxics O 25 50
SUBTOTAL. 200
II. DISCHARGE TYFE
Fossible Foints
Proiect Discharge Type Scored
I/ Correction-Overflow (o]
CS0 Abatement ‘ 250
Inadequate Secondary Treatment 0
Sludge Disposal/Treatment 0
New Systems ¢/
I/ Correction 4]
Advanced Treatment 0
SUBTOTAL 250
State FPlaming Commission 00000
FPopulation 04850
TOTAL FOINTS S500.04850



Project Name, Number Priority List Rank

Edgewater MUA \ 30
340443-04
Combined Sewer Overflow (CSO) Abatement

County
Bergen
ervice Area
Borough of Edgewater and Cliffside Park

Existing Population

18,500
Need for Project

The Sewage Infrastructure Improvement Act requires elimination of dry
weather overflows and reduction of solids/floatables from combined
sewer overflows. This area of the Hudson River is classified as an
SE-2 watercourse and is currently used for nontrout fishing. Water
quality does not meet standards for dissolved oxygen and fecal
coliform and marginally meet standards for toxics.

Project Description

Improvement to existing combined sewer overflows at approximately ten
locations in Edgewater and Cliffside Park, including the
reconstruction of chambers, installation of screens, floatable
collectors, grinder pumps, controls, power supply, access (where
required), demolition, etc.



WORKSHEET — PRIORITY RANKING

Anticipated
Recipient

WARREN TOUWNSHIF SA

Froject No. 34096404 Eligible Froject Cost $3, 660,000
FY?6 RANK 34.0
County WARREN Total State Amount $3,660,000
I. SEGMENT FOINTS
A. Existing Water Conditions
Possible Foints
Water Use Foints Scored
Fotable Water Supply 200 200
Freshwater Fisheries (Trout/Nomtrout) TS/25 25
Shellfish 125 o]
Recreation (Frimary Contact) 125 0
A<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>