
GARY S, PRETTYMAN
Senior Director - Regulatory Business

200 OLD HOOK ROAD
HARRINGTON PARK, NJ 07640
TEL 201-7B4-7083 R F O’D
FAX 20$-750-5728

NJ
Via FedExGASE MANAGEMENT

March 14, 2014

Kristi Izzo, Secretary
44 South Clinton Avenue, 9th Floor
P,O. Box 350
Trenton, NJ 08625-0350

RE: In The Matter Of The Petition of United Water Toms River, Inc.
For Approval of Distribution System Improvement Charge Foundational Filing
Pursuant to NJ.A.C. 14:9-10.4
BPU Docket No. WR13111128

Dear Secretary tzzo,

Enclosed for filing please find an original and ten(t0) copies, plus one additional copy, of a
Stipulation of Settlement executed by Petitioners, United Water Toms River, Inc., The Division of
Rate Counsel and the Staff of the Board of Public Utilities, in the above referenced matter.
Please stamp the additional copy "filed" and return in the self-addressed, stamped envelop
provided.

Thanks you for your attention to this matter.

Enclousure
Cc: Stefanie Brand, Esq. (two copies via FedEx)

CarMine Vachler, DAG (two copies via FedEx)
Maria Moran
Service List via e-mail



STATE OF NEW JERSEY
BOARD OF PUBLIC UTILITIES

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF :
UNITED WATER TOMS RIVER INC.’S     :
FOR APPROVAL OF A DISTRIBUTION    :
SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT CHARGE       :
FOUNDATIONAL FILING PURSUANT TO :
PURSUANT TO N.J.A.C. t4:9-10.4          :

STIPULATION OF SETTLEMENT
BPU DOCKET NO. WRI3111128

Kelly Ruggiero, Esq., on behalf United Water Toms River Inc., Petitioner

Alex Moreau, Deputy Attorney General mid Veronica Beke, Deputy Attorney General
(John J. Hoffman, Acting Attorney General of New Jersey), on behalf of the Staff of the
Board of Public Utilities

Debra F. Robinson, Esq., Deputy Rate Counsel, CIu’istine M. Juarez, Esq., Assistant Deputy
Rate Counsel, on behalf of the Division of Rate Counsel (Stefanie A. Brand, Director)

THE HONORABLE BOARD OF PUBLIC UTILITIES:

TheParties in tl~is proceeding are United Water Toms River Inc. (the "Company" or

"Petitioner"), the Division of Rate Counsel ("Rate Counsel"), and the Staff of the Board of Public

Utilities ("Board Staff’). F o 11 o w i n g an analysis of Petitioner’s Foundational Filing, as well as

discovery propounded upon and responded to by the Company, and a publie comme~at

hearing held in the service territory, the Company, Board Staff, and Rate Counsel (collectively, the

"Parties") have come to an agreement on this matter. The Parties hereto agree and stipt~fate to the

following procedural history of this matter:

On November 25, 20t3, Petitioner, a public utility corporation of the State of New

Jersey, filed a petition with the Board of Public Utilities (the "Board") seeking to enable the

implementation of a Distribution System Improvement Charge ("DStC") (the"Foundationat Filing")

pursuant to N.J.A.C. 14:9-10.1 et sec~. upon approval of its Foundational Filing pursuant to N.J.A.C.

14:9-t0.4(b). As required N.J.A.C. 14:9-10.4(c), the Company recently concluded a base rate



proceeding mad implemented base rates, effective May t, 2013, pursuant to an Order of the Board

dated April 29, 2013 in BPU Docket No. WRt2090830. Additionally, on Janua13’ 21, 20t4, the

Company filed a colxfidentiatity claim and supporting affidavit seeking confidential treatment of the

Company’s 2007 Master Plan. The Master Plma was filed pursuant to the Open Public Records Act.

The ninety (90) day review period specified in N.J.A.C. 14:9-I0.4(c) expired on

February 22, 20t4, however an extension of the 90 days was agreed to by the Parties prior to

expiration.

After proper notice, a public hearing was held in Toms River on March 4, 20 t 4. A

copy of the revised public notice setting out the proposed rate impact of the DSIC is attached as

Exhibit A hereto. No members of the public attended at the hearing to provide comments nor were

any written comments received. The public comment hearing was transcribed and made a part of the

record.

Settlemem discussions were held, and the agreemel~ts reached during those discussions

have resuited in the following stipulations by the Parties:

t. As the Compaw concluded a base rate proceeding mad implemented new base

rates pursuant to an Order of the Board dated April 29, 2013 in BPU Docket No, WR12090830, the

Parties stipulate and recommend that the Board find the Company has met the requirement specified in

~ t4:9-10.4(c) regm’ding the setting of new base rates.

2. The parties agree and recomanend that the Board find the Company has satisfied

the Foundational Filing requirement specified in N.J.A.C. 14:9-10.4(b).

3. The Parties stipulate the projects contained in Exhibit P-t of the Foundational

Filing have been reviewed, The Parties further stipulate that the projects in Exhibit P-1 lhat begin

construction after the Board’s approval of this Foundational Filing are DSIC-etigible projects, as

defined at N.J.A.C. 14:9-10.2, and are etigible to be included in the Company’s DSICN.J.A.C. 14:9-
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t0.3(a). (S~ee Exhibit P-1 annexed hereto).

4. The Parties agree and recommend that the Board authorize the recovery [n the

Company’s DSIC office revenue requirement, catctflated in accordance with N.J.A.C~ 14:9-10.8 on the

actual costs consistent with N.J.A.C. 14:9-10.2 for the proposed projects contained in Exhibit P-t.

5. The Parties agree that the maximum amount ofamaual DS!C revenues that may

be collected by the Petitioner is $1,602,474, as calculated in Exhibit P-3 of the Foundational

Filing. Exhibit P-3 was revised on February 10, 20 t 4 to correct the maximum monthly meter chea-ges.

(See Revised Exh. P-3 annexed hereto).

6. The Parties agree that the Company’s base spending requirement is

$814,534, as calculated in Exhibit P-2 of the t~oundationat Fiting.

7. The Parties acknowledge that the Company may commence construction of

some of the projects listed on Exhibit P-1 prior to the Board’s approval of the Foundational Filing. In

that evet~t, the Parties agree that costs incmTed/’or construction activities performed after the date of

the Board’s approval of the Foundational Filing may be used to satisfy the Company’s base spending

requirement.

8. As no substantive issues remain pending on the Foundationa! 15ling, the pro’ties

recommend to fl~e.Board that it consider this Stipulation at its March I9, 2014 public agenda meeting.

9. The Parties agree that with respect to the request for confidential treatment of

certain information that is claimed to be commercially sensitive or proprietary, ~hat if and when a

request for release of such data is made under the Open Public Records Act, N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1 ~,

pursuant to N.J.A.C. I4:t-12, then the Board’s Custodian of Records should decide this issue. The

Parties further agree fl~at until such time as the Board’s Custodian of Records renders a decision, such

infbnnation shall continue to be treated as confidentiai information.



10.    This Stipulation is the product of extensive negotiations by the Pales, and it is

al express condition of the settlement embodied by this Stipulation that it be presented to the Board

in its entirety without modification or condition. It is also the intent of the Parties to this

Stipulation that this settlement, ot~ce accepted m~d approved by the Board, shall govern all issues

specified and agreed to herein. The Parties to this Stipulation specifically agreethat if adopted in its

entirety by the Board, no appeal shall be taken by them fi’om the order adopthlg same as to those issues

upon which the Parties have stipulated herein. The Parties agree that the within Stipulation reflects

mutual balancing of various issues ,’rod positions aM is intended to be accepted and approved in

its entirety. Each tenn is vital to this Stipulation as a whole, since the Parties hereto expressly and

jointly state that they would not have signed this Stipulation had any terms been modified in any

way. In the event any particular aspect of this Stipulation is not accepted and approved by the Boa’d,

then a~y Party hereto materially affected thereby shall not be bound to pro.teed under this Stipulation.

The Pat’ties further agree that the purpose of this Stipulation is.to reach fair and reasonable rates, with

any compromises being made in the spirit of reaching an agreement. None of the Parties shall be

prohibited from or prejudiced in arguing a different policy or position before tile Board in any

other proceeding, as such agreements pertain only to this matter and to no other matter.

11. This Stipulation may be executed in as many counterparts as there are

Parties of this Stipulation, each of which counterparts shall be an original, but all of which shall

constitute one and the same inst~ament.

12. WHEREFORE, the Parties hereto do respectfully submit this Stipulation and

request that the Board issue a decision and order approving this Stipulation in its entirety, in

accordat~ce with the terms hereot; as soon as reasonably possible.



UNITED WATER TOM8 RIVER INC.

JOHN 2", HOFFMAN
AUFINO ATTORNEY GENERAL OF NEW/ERSEY
Attorney for Staff of th~ Board ofPublio Utl|l~ios

By:
V~ron|~, B~k~
Deputy AV.omoy Ocr~rat

~TEFANIE A. BRAND, ESQ., DIRECTOR
RATE COUNSEL

Asslstara Dot~uty Rat~ Cour~s~l



RE’VISED
PLEASE NOTE: THE MEETING ORIOINALLY SCIIEDULED FOR F~BRUARY25, 2014

}{AS BEEN CHANGED TO J~,~ARCI( 4, 20|4

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

UNITED WATER TOMS R(VER,
NOTICE OF FILING OF A I’ETJTION FOR APPROVAL OF A

DISTRLBUTION SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT CHARGE
BPU Docket No, WRIBI J 1128

PLEASE TAKE N~ICE that on Noverab~ 25, 2013, United Water Toms River, Inc. (�he ’~Company"). pursaaut
to NJ.A.C. I~:9-1~. ~ et ~eq., ~ted a P~lili~n wi)h the Bo~ of Public Utlhties
S~te of New Jersey seeking apprnvaI ofa Fmmdatio~ FiEng to implement a Distfiba~ion System Improvement

rcplaccmcot of ~ain non-rz~nue p~ducing, cd~cal walerd~s~db~don components. ~ts purpose ~s to enhance

1o fefmld~ aa~l the subsequent base rate case.

Company beIieve~ ~ et(gible for ~ove~ ~rough the USIC ~I)~e for fit� period of 2014 through 2018.
Plo~e n~l= fl)at the Company proposes to col)err a maximum DSIC teveauz r~u~ment of $1,602,474 annually.

invesm}ent and places the facilities into sc~e as requi~ by N.LA,G, 1~:9-I0.t et ~q.

The Company tins proposed lhat lhe monthly DSIC ~areha~e be assessed to the folk~wh~g ~ervice~ and elass~
of cuztome~ base~ oa the c~stolt)=r’~ metersize: General Mem~d Service. Tb~ maximum p~p~ed rotes

Com~n~s acta~ DStC l)tOgr~m ~aphM spending.

T1)c gaaximum proposed ff~otldy DSIC rates ar~ contained in (he Portion filed with ~he Bo~d, as set forth below:

PROPOSED DSK" SURCHARGE RKt’ES

Geaera~ Metered
Maximum Montl~ly DSIC

Size of Meter Proposed Rales
518"
3Y4" $ 3,43
1" $ 5,72
1.1/2" $ IIA5
2" $ IS,32
3" $
4" $ 57.25
fi" $ 114,49
8" $ 183.19

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE ~at a public he~’ufag on the Ctm)pauy’s Petition has been scheduled for:.

March 4, 2014 at 5:39 p.m. al ~e Cmmty of Ocean Admh~istmdon Building.
Rome 119, 101 Hooper Ave., Toms I~ver, NJ 0~754

A floating Officer d~sig~ated by the Board will preside over tl~e public comment hearing. Membem 0f the public

Bonrd of Pt~blie.Udllti~s, ~4 S. Clinto~ Avenue, 7tb ~ooz T~nton, New Jersey ~8625. P[e~*~e i~elud~ Docket
Numb~ WR)311 t I~ in your comment letter,

Notice of the Petition was also served on t~e Clerks of Municipalities, County Ex~tivos and the Clerks o~ the
County Bo~d~ of Fr~hold~s ~h ~e se~ice ~ea ~f file Com~ny. Father ~o~ation at~d c¢)p~es (ff th~ Petiti~
may be obmmefl at the Dc~’s offic~ located at 44 S. Clinton Avenue, 7~ Floor, Trenton, New 38~ey 08625 or
at the Company’s offices located at I451 Route 37 West, ’F~ms ~ver. N) 08755. The filit~g is available online at:
ww~;u~itedwster.com/DSICP~bl~eNnHce

River, tin,tact person: izne Kuaka, phon~ ~73~.557-7775,

IYNITED WATER TOMS RWER, INC.
200 Old Hook Road
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United Water Toms River {UWTR) supplies potable water for domestic use and fire protection to
residents ofToms Pdver Township, the Bo,’oush of South Toms River, a portion of ~Berkeley
Township~ a~d a portio~ of 8rick Township all tn Ocean County, NJ. Figure ~. shows the ~ocat~on of
the service area in reference to Ocean County. The Company has approximately 50,000 residential,
commercial and fire protection customers, which serve about .t20,O00 people,

The network consists of the followlnF~:

¯ 53~ miles of pipeline;
¯ 54.6% made of asbestos cement (AC);
¯ 43.3% made of plastic (PVC);
¯ 2.~.% made of cast or ductile iron (CI/Dt);
. 3,452 hydrants;
, 8,494 valves (system and blow-off);
¯ 49,830service lines;
¯ One booster pump station; and
. Ten storase tanks.

UWTR is different from other northern New Jersey systems in its size and material and how the
system developed over time. The system is relatively unique in its pipeline material Inventory
}~avinl~ a lari~e percentage of asbestos cement mains. This material was the choice for main
insta!lations in the system in the 1950’s, 1960’s and 1970’s durin~ a time of significant ~rowth in the
rel~ion. AccordlflB to a November 2010 report entttfed "AC pipe in North America: inventory,
breakage and workinp= environments" by Y l.tu, etal,, asbestos cement was a common choice for
potable water main construction from the :1940’s to the :}.970’s.

Fii~ure 2 illustrates pipe material by size showlnF~ that a majority of the 6" pipe ~hrou~hout the
distribution system is asbestos cement pipe with the balance beln8 plastic. About half of the 4" pipe
is asbestos cement. Also for 8" and 12" main, the distribution Is about equally split between ptastic
and asbestos cement.

Fii~ure ~t shows the a~e distribution o(the overall system. This figure shows about equal 8rowth for
the first half of the ~-960’s, second half of the :1960’s and the sec{~nd half o~ the :1970’s, with the first
haIf of the :t970’s showfni~ a sptke in ~rowth. Also, of note is .that the last half of the ~-980’s shows
nearly double the I~rowth of the previous decade.

FiBure 4 illustrates the distribution of pipe size throup~hout the distribution system as a portion of
the whole system with the IenBth of each size.
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Figure 2 - Pipe Material by Size
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Resarding the pipe age, It is important to note that while a small percental~e, there are pipes that
date back to the late nineteen and early twentieth century within the older l~arts of the downtown
area. These mains do nol; t~resent sign~ficant maintenance concern, and Ieaks are repaired as they
are identified.

As part of UWTFI’s 203,2- 20:1.3 Master Planning process, the Company initiated an assessment of the
physicat characteristics ot: the asbestos cement water mains within the Company’s system usin8
non-destructive acoustical analysis. This initiative is beinl~ implemented in order to contribute to
the decision makinl~ protocol for plpefine replacement. Startinl~ out with a relatively small study of
nearly 2.8,000 feet, the non-destructive study allows Oipe assessments with state of the art
techn~}logy. Additionally, l:he initial assessment has enabled the Company to perform key main
assessments used to Identify the 20:~4 improvements while also p~aininl~ the experience necessary to
prepare for the annual assessments operationally and Integrate the results Into a meaninF~ful plan of
action.

The initial results show the rate of degradation of asbestos cement is fairly similar throughout the
distribution system, so that over the same number of years, the asbestos cement material will
de~rade at a somewhat similar rate. However, since the Six inch pipe ls starting with a thinner pipe,
these sections are more likely to reach the end of the useful life sooner than an eish~ or twelve inch
pipe. While this generaliW seems to be fairly effective for high level planning purposes, the
difference in structural thickness could be twenty years between uslnp~ the averal~e del~radation rate
and the acoustical evaluation method. Thus, the acoustlcaI methods of evaluation and remaining
servlce life estimates wl!l allow for l~roper timin~t of specific asbestos cement main replacements
and most the most efficient use of replacement main capital do!lars.

It should be noted that tn addition to the structural thickness, soil conditions, depth of bury, and
anticipated live loading are ~mportant factors impacttnl~ the remaining service life, and have been
incorporated into main replacement seiection. 5haltow mains are most susceptible to five load
pressures, and the analyses reveal that these mains are critical about ten to twenty years sooner
compared to deeper bury mains. Township road repavement places additional stresses upon the



mains during the milling and compaction activates favoring timing of main replacement with road
repavement. The Townships don’t typically plan out tile repaven~ent program more than two or
three years since road degradation can vary based upon local conditions. Therefore, this plan may
require adjustment in the later years.

Using the acoustical analysis completed to date as a guide, in 2013, approximately 2% of the system
has readied its usefu~ life. For asbestos cement, the analyses are dependent upon the structural
thickness of the pipe and the loads placed upon it. The plan ~s to continue to assess the condition
of the asbestos cement pipe, but if the early assessments are any ir~dIcation of ~he future life, by
2033, this number wilt rise to approximately 25%.

All main replacement projects are coordinated with the Townships so that to the greatest extent
possible, we are assessing the water main condition and the timing of the Township paving and
drainage projects to expend capital in the most effective manner and to reduce ~he lmpa~ to
customers as mucil as feasible. Over the five year period, there may be some substitutions of main
replacements when it is effective and efficient to do so in response ~o the Towr~ship paving pro@ram.
The Township of Toms River t~as committed to performing the final pavement and has extended
retief in temporary pavement conditions as well on the main replacements that are within the
Township paving program. The Company will endeavor to coordinate in the same manner with
South Toms River as well. Berkeley Township mains have additional usefu~ li[e. Table 1 lists all main
replacements p~anned for 2014 through 2018. Main size is another criterion used for replacement
since fire prota.ction is compromised in locations with significant amount of 4" main. The sele~teO
mair~s are both aged and small.

UWTR maintains a hydrant and valve testing program to identify where regular maintenance work
may be required to prevent vatve or hydrant failure. While, not necessary to operate all valves and
hydrants annually, UWTR operates on average 3,O130 system valves, and approximately 2,500
hydrants, representlng over 3.5 percent and 72 percent respectively, annua!ly. The Company
replaces deteriorated, damaged, and un-repairable valves to improve customer service and maintain
system l~ttegrity. UWTR exercises all system blow-~ff valves at least every year. lntercennections
are tested every year indudinB operating the valves and visually observing water f~ow through the
system. UWTR works c!oseIy with the towns it serves to resolve any concerns tibet may arise during
the use of ir~s hydrants during firefighting efforts and ~raintng or durlng authorized hydrant usage.
Additionally, United Water has a flow testing p~o~,ram that it conducts on an annual basis so that at
least fifty hydrants are flow tested each year. These hydrants are selected based upon requests
from developers and insurance Services Office, as well as those selected internally for investlgation.
United Water personnel conduct tests and share resutts with the appropriate departments.

UWTR manages ~’b]anket projects" for hydrant, short main and valve, domestic service, and fire
service replacement proiecCs. Short main replacement projects are classified as those major main
breaks requiring the replacement of existing water pipe. United Water matntalns this formatting
for controlling and tracking capital costs as it Is not posslbie to pre-determine the quantity of such
replacements or where these replacements will be needed. The average expenditures for these
projects can be seen in Table 2.



United Wa~er Tonts River
DS~C Foundational Filing

Main Repfacement

................................. ~’able I -United Water Toms River - Main Replac~ment, ,,,,,,,,, ., , Pr~j~, ~ ~ . L D600,,,,,, .......’i .........., ,,
"R~place :a~be~tos~oncrete m~in’s’with fifteen years o~ less remainin~ se~ice llfe sele~ed e~ther f~om mains that have been condition assessed from a Hst Of roads on the

Townships road replacement and renewal program, or throush an anatysis of abed, asbestos cement, small diameter mains in hish density zoning. Fo~ 2014 and 2015,
most of the roads stated for repavement have been determined bythe Township Ensineer~s through the annual roadway assessment. For subsequent years, the main
cep[acemen~ have been selected based upon main size, a~e and housin8 densi~. On an annual basis, this list wil~ be reassessed usin8 varbus tools includinK the
accoustical analysis and operational data. This list represen~ the type, chara~er and length of mains to be replaced throush this program.

Project Limits

Westminster Dr

Audubon Dr

Quartz Dr

Bell Drive

Hinds Road

Indian Head Rd

Hinds Road

Cheddar Pink

Project
Number

C14D60Z

C14D601

C14D601

C14D601

C14D601

C150601

C15D601

C15D601

Project
No. Ext

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

0.01

0.02

0.03

Original Main            Propose.d. ~ain
lnstaIl

Year =, Length
Size Material Size Material Year

Inst.
Town

TOms River

Toms River

Toms River 8

Toms River 8

Toms River 6

Toms River 12

Toms River 6

Toms River 6

8 AC 1686 8 Ol 2014
1975

........ i 60 .......
6 AC thru 3149 8 Ol 2014

1974
1968

AC thru 297 8 DI 2014
2971
1968

AC thru 2766 8 DI 2014
i971
~966

AC thru 1460 8 DI 2014
1972

AC ~966 2500 16 Di 2015

1966
AC    thru 1460 8 DI 2015

1972

AC 1969 349 8 DI 2015

Performance Criteria

Effective Structural
402,000

Thickness Loss >3056

Effective Structural
750,000 Thickness Loss >30%

Effective Structural
71,000 I Thickness Loss >30%

Effective Structural
685,000

Thickness Loss >30%

348,200

Est. Cost

892,600

329,000

79,000

ABe and Mateda]

Age and Material

Age and Material

Renewal
Method

Replacement

Replacement

Replacement

Replacement
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United Water Toms River
IDSlC Foundationai Filing
Main Replacement

P-t

i:~i’e ~iLUnited Water Toms River - Main Replacement Projects - 0600

Replace asbestos concret~ ~’ai~’with fifteen years or less remaining Service life selected either from mains that have been condition assessed ~om a list of roads on tSe
Townships road replacement and renewal proBram, or through an analysis of aged, asbestos cement, smalt diameter mains in high density zoning, For 2014 and 2015,
most of the roads slated for repavement have been determined by the Township Engineer’s through the annual roadway assessment. For subsequent years, the main
replacements have been selected based upon main size, age and housing density. On an annual basis, this list will be reassessed using various tools including the
accoustical ana}ysis and operational data. This list represents the type, character and ~en~th of mains to be replaced through this proBram.

Project Limits

Coral Bell Hotlow

Golden Gtow Circle

Lucy Lane

Onyx Drive

Ross Street

Wake Forest Drive

Hummingbird Lane

Barnes Lane

Project Project
Number No. Ext

C150601 0,04

C150601 0.05

C150601 0.06

C15D601 0.07

C15D60! 0.08

C!50601 0.01

C150601 0.02

C150601 0.03

C150501 0,04

Town

Toms River

Toms River

Toms River

Toms River:

Toms River.

Toms River

Toms River

Toms River

Toms River

, ,,O, r, igina~ Main

Size Material

6 AC

6 AC

6

6

6

6

6

Year
Inst.

1959

1971

i 60
AC thru

1962

AC 1968

AC 1961

1969
AC thru

1972

AC ~969

1960
AC thru

1964

AC    1975

LenBth
Size

822 8

1286 8

392 8

891 8

758 8

667 8

877 8

1289 8

774 8

Main
Install

Material

DI

DI

DI

DI

DI

Year

2015

2015

2015

2015

2015

2016

2016

2016

2016

Est. Cost

185,000

290,000

89,000

20t,000

171,000

$ ~59,O00

209,000

$ 307,000

IBS,000

Performance Criteria

Age and Material

Age and Material

Age and Material

Age and Material

Age and Materiat

Age and Material

A~e and Material

Age and Material

Age and Materia{

Renewal
Method

Replacement

Replacement

Replacement



United WaterToms Rive~
DS~C Foundational Filing
Main Replacement

Pol

Table I - United Water Toms River * Main Replacement Projects - D600
Replace asbestos concrete mains with fifteen years or less remaining service life selected either from mains that have been condition assessed from a list of roads on the
Townships road replacement and renewal program, or through an analysis of aged, asbestos cement, small diameter mains in high density zoning. For 2024 and 2015,
most ofthe roads slated for repavement have been determined by the Township Engineer’s through the annual roadway assessment. For subsequent years, the main
replacements have been selected based upon main size, age and housing density. On an annua~ bas~s, this list will be reassessed using various ~ools including the
accoustical analysis and operational data. This list represents the type, character and length of mains to be replaced through this p~ogram.

Project Umits
Project Project
Number No. Ext

C16D01 0.05

C%6001 0.06

CI6D01

[16D01

C16D01

C16DO1

Alden Drive

Colfax Street

Dean Street

Ounham Avenue

Cedar Drive

Dewey Street

East Woodland
Avenue

FIack Street

C16D01

CI6D01

0.07

0.08

0.09

0.11

0.12

Town

Toms River

Toms River

Toms River

Toms River

Toms River

Toms River

Toms River

Toms River

OtiS, i,n.al Main

Year Length
Size Material

Inst.

6 AC

4 AC

6 AC

4 AC

2 and 6i

6 AC

4 AC

6 AC

1966
thru 1022
1969

1950 500 6

1953
thru 654 8
1956
1950
thru 476

1952
t950
thru 1098
~954
~952
thru 12~6 8
1953

1955 444 6

1954 1160 8

~.~r.oposed Main,
Install

Size Matedall Year

8 D} 2016

DI 2016

D1 2016

6

8

Dl

DI

DI

Est. Cost

S 244,000

$ 119,000

$ ~s6,ooo

2016 $ I~4,000

2016 ~ 252,000

2016 $ 297,00O

20:16 S 114,400

2016 $ 277,000

Performance Criteria

Age and Material

Age and Material

Age and Material

Age and Material

Age and Material

Age and Material

A~e and Material

A~e and Materia{

Renewal
Method

Replacement

Replacement

Replacement
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Ltnited Water Toms Rivet

DSIC Foundationa! Fitin8
Main Replacement

Replace asbestos concrete mains with ~ifteen years or tess remaining sewice life selected either from mains ~at have been condition assessed from a lis~ of roads on the
Townships road replacement and renewat program, or through an analysis of aged, asbestos cement, small diameter mains in high density zonini~. For 2014 and 2025,
most of the roads stated for repavement have been determined by the Township Engineer’s through the annual roadway assessment. For subsequent years, the main
replacements have been selected based upon main size, age and housing density, On an annual basis, this ~ist wilt be reassessed usin~ various tools including the
accousgcal analysis and operational data. This tist represents the type, character and length of mains to be replaced through this program.

Project Limits

Marian Street

9ine Street

W. Woodland
Avenue

DeauvilIe

UNION ST

Maple Street

Robbins Parkway

Project
Number

CI6DO::I

C170601

C17D601

C17D601

C17D601

C17650~

C17D601

C17D601

Project
No. Ext

0,01

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.07

+Original Main ......... i ..... + Pro.Pos._.e+d Main
Insta}l

Year Length
Size Material                Size Materiat Year

Inst.
Town

iToms River 6

Toms River 4 an~ 6:

Toms River 4

i955
AC thru 2299 8 DI 2017

1969

AC 1950 1443 6 D~ 2017

1957
AC thru 310 5 D! 2017

1959

South
Toms River,

AC 1958 912 B D1 2017

South
6    AC

Toms River
1958 807     8 D}     2017

Toms Riveri 4     AC    1950 576

iToms River

Toms R~ver

DI 2017

I 1950
4 AC    thru 247    6     D~     2017

1957

4 AC 1950 478 6 Dt 2017

Cost

529,000

332,000

71,000

206,000

S 182,0~)0

$ ~3o, ooo

S 56,000

Renewal
Method

Pecformance Criteria

Age and Materia!

Age and Material Replacement

Replacement

Effective Structural
Replacement

Thickness Loss >30%

Effectwe Structural
Thickness LoSs >30%

Age and Material

Age and Material

A6e and Matedat

10



United Water Toms River
DSfC Foundational I:ltinl~
Main Repiacemen~

Table i : united Water Toms River- Main R,e, ptaceme..nt Projects - D600 ....................................
Replace asbestos concrete mains with fifteen years or less remaining service life selected either from mains that have been condition assessed from a iist of roads on the
Townships road replacement: and renewa! program, or through an anatysis of aged, asbestos cement, small diameter mains in high density zoning. For 2014 and 2015,
most of the roads slated for repavement have been determined by the Township Engineer’s through the annual roadway assessment. For subsequent years, the main
repfacemen~ have been selected based upon main size, age and housing density. On an annual basis, this list will be reassessed using various tools including the
accoustical analysis and operational data. This list represents ~:he type, character and length of mains to be replaced through this program.

Original Mai~
t

Project Project Town
Size Materiall Year i LengthProject Limits    Number No. Ext                           lnst. i Material

1
BROOKS DR C170601 0.09 Toms River’ 4 } AC i950 283 6 DI

Install                                  Renewal
Est. Cost Performance Criteria

Year Method

20!7 S 64,000 Age and Materia{ Replacement

2017 $ 111,000 A~e and Material Replacement

f
Age and Material I Replacement

1950
TERRACE AVE C170601 0.3.0 Toms River 4 AC thru 490 6

1.964
1952

FA/RACRES DR C17060! 0.11 Toms Riveri 4 AC thru 62 6
1958

Dl 2017 ~ 19,100

HAINES COVE DR C170601 0.12 Toms Riverl ~ AC !963 262 6 . DI 20!7 ~ 59,000 Age and Material Replacement

HOLLY ST C!7D601 0.13 .Toms River 4 AC    19.50 700 6 DI 2017 S 158,000 Age and Material Replacement

HYERS ST     C170601 0.14 Toms River 4     AC    1950 1200 5     DI 2017 S 270,000 Age and Material Replacement

Pine Street C170601 0.01 Toms River 4 AC 1950 474 6 DI 2018 S I07,O00

1950
SPRUCE ST C170601 0.02 Toms River 4 AC    thru 458 5 D! 2018 5 104,000

196B
1950

HADLEY AVE C170601 O.03 Toms River 4 AC thru 29i 6 DI 2018 S 66,O00
1964

Age and Material

Age and MaterNal

Age and Material

Replacement

Replacement

1i



P-1
United Water Toms Rive~"

Ma~n Replacement

Table I - United Water Toms River - Main Replacement Proj.e.cts - D600..i ,,                    "
Repface asbestos concrete mains’w’it~ fifteen’year-s or le~/~rn~ining semite life selected e~ther from mains that have been condition asses~e~ f;~a list of ;~s on the
Townships road replacement and renewal program, or through an analysis of aged, asbestos cement, small diameter mains in high density zoning. For 2024 and 2015,
mostofthe roads slatedfar repavementhave been determined by the Township En~ineer’sthrouEh the annual roadway assessment. For subsequent years, the main
replacements have been selected based upon main size, a~e and housing density. On an annual basis, this list wilt be reassessed usin~ various tools including the
accoustical analysis and operational data. This list represents the type, character and lenEth of mains to be replaced throuRh this pr~Eram.

Proj~t Limits

CENTRALAVE

DICKINSON AVE

FAIRWAY DR

MESSENGER ST

SNYDERST

RIVER BEND DR

MADISON AVE

LOWELL AVE

BATCHELOR ST

.... orlginal...Main
~nstall                                   Renewal

Project Project Town
Size Material

Year Length
Size Material Year

Est. Cos~ Performance Criteria
Method

Number No. Ext Inst.

~950
C180601 0.04 Toms River 4 AC thru 420 6 DI 2018 ~ 95,000 A~e and MaterTal

1966

C18D601 0.05 Tams River 4 AC 1950 529 6 DI 2018 S 119,000 Age and Material Replacement

C18D601 0,06 Toms River 4 AC 1950 1089 6 D1 2018 S 246,000 Age and Material

C180601 0.07 Toms River 4 AC 1950 927 6 DI 2018 S 209,000 Age and Material

C180601 0.08 Toms R~ver 4 AC 1950 475 6 DI 2018 S I07,000 Age and Material

C18D601 0.CO Toms River 4 AC 1963 !43 6 Di 20!8 5 33,O00 Age and Mateda~ Replacement

1950
C18D601 0.10 Toms River 4 AC thru 202 6 DI 2018 ~ 46,000 Age and Material Replacement

1963

C18D601 0.II Toms River 4 AC 1950 735 6 Dt 2018 S 265,0OO Age and Material Replacement

................. ~ ..... 1950

j j "’ 2018C180501 Oo12 Toms River 4 AC    thru 389 6 DI 88,000 Age and Material Replacement
~964 .......................

i2



P-1
United Wate~ Toms Rivet
D~IC Foundational Filinl~

Main Replacement

Tabie~ L United Water Toms ~iver - Mai’~"Replacer~e~ii~rojects -b600 .......
Replace asbestos concrete mains with fifteen y~rsor iess remaining ser"~ice life selected either from mains that have been condition assessec~ from a list of roads on the
Townships road replacement and renewai program, or through an analysis of aged, asbestos cement, small diameter mains in hig;b density zoning. For 2014 and 20!50
most of the roads slated for repavement have been determined by the Township Engineer’s through the annual roadway assessment. For subsequent years, the main
Teplacements have been selected based upon main size, aile and housing density. On an annual basis, this list will be reassessed using vadous tools including the
accoustical ana}ysis and operational data. This list represents the type, character and length of mains to be replaced throul~h this program.

Project Limits

SEWARD AVE

WATER ST

GRANDAV£

HADLEY AVE

MADDEN

HEDGE ST

THOMAS ST

HEDGE ST

Project Project
Number No, Ext

C18D60~ 0.13

C18D601 0.14

C!8060:I 0.15

C18D601 0.15

C18D602 0.27

Ct8D60~ 0.18

C18D60i 0.29

C18D602 0.20

Town

Toms River

Toms River

Toms Rivet"

Toms River

Toms River

Toms River

Toms River

Toms R)ver

Otiginal Main

Year
Size Material

Inst.

4 AC 1950

4 AC 1950

1950
4 AC thru

1963
1950

4 AC thru
~964

4 AC 1950

1950
4 AC thru

1955

4 AC    1950

~950
4 AC thru

~955

Length

815

472

500

Proposed Main

Size Material

6    DI

6    Ol

457 6 DI

629 5 D~

435 6 DI

367 6    DI

435

Install
Year

2018

20~8

2018

2018

2018

2018

Est. Cost

S

$ 107,O00

$ i!3,ooo

S 103,000

S 98,000

83,000

Performance Criteria

Age and Material

A~e and Material

Age and Material

Age and Material

Age and Material

Age and Material

6 DI 2018 S 98,000 ABe and Material

Renewal
Method

Rep;acement

Replacement

Replacement

Replacement

Replacement

Replacement
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P-1

DSiC Classification    2014

....... H.y.d,,ra n t
Short Main & V~lv~ R~p~acement

Domesti~ Services- FSO] S 67G,900

S 100,600

S 67 ~,OOO

2016

34,S00

2017 2018

651,800

Bfanket projects will be undertaken throushout the three municipalities within the service area,

Table 3 Is a summary of all DSIC eligible expenditures by year.

Tab!e.3.7 I~!~lt~,,dWater Toms River, ~, ,u,rnmary (}f D$!C P!a,n~d
DSIC Classification    2014

............ Main Replacemen~ ProjecLs- D6QO_
_ .~l~£~Ft Structured pmjec!s ............

Hydrant Replacemen~ ; ~01 .....

5ho~ Main & Valve Replacement- D502

Domestic Services- F50~ S 576,908

TOTAL

UWTR’s 2007 Master PIan and when completed, 2014 Update is a Confidential Document and will
be made ova|table for review at the United Water Corporate Offices In Harrlngton Park,



United Water Toms River
DSIC Foundational Filing
DSlC Assessment Schedule

Exhibit
Revised

Meter
Total Number of Equivalent

Meters (3) Ratios

Annual Maximum Maximum
Equivalent 5/8" DSICAmount by Monthly Charge

inch Meters equivalent Meter per Meter

Metered Sales:
5/8"
3/4"

3"

39,724 t.O0 39,72.4

6,i[87 ].50 9,28~ 3.43

1,4112 2.50 3,530 96,920 5.72

260 5.00 ~1,300 35,724

251 8.00 2,008 55;[80
59 15.00 885 24,32.0 34.35

40 ~25.O0 :t~0130 27,480 57.25

7 50.00 350 9,6t7 1:~4.49

3 80.00 240 :183.19

47,943

[:~] Amount per Attachment B, Proof of Revenues,
Final Order in Docket WR:~2090830, effective May 1, 20:13

27.47844 [2]
2.2899

$32,049,48~

Five percent "DSIC Cap" per 44 N JR I723(a) X 5%

Maximum amount of Annual DSIC Revenues
1~2] Amount per equivalent meter ( ~:~,602,474 /
[3] Active meters at Dec 19,

58,3~8 ]


