
BOROUGH OF ALLENDALE 
ALLENDALE. NEW JERSEY 

June 15, 1962 

TO THE RESIDENTS OF ALLENDALE: 

Your Mayor and Council have, for sorpe months now, been 
considering various possible proposals for sewers in Allendale. 
~n the course of the study, a Sewer Advisory Committee was ap­
pointed and, on their recommendations, an engineering firm was 
retained to supply them, and in turn, us with technical advice. 

The Committee has now received the engineer's report and 
discussed it with us. They have also prepared the enclosed infor­
mative brochure for your information. 

We plan to hold a public discussion on the general subject of 
"SEWERS" at 8:30 P.M. Tuesday, June 26, at Brookside School. 

Please read the attached and come to the meeting to express 
yourself, whether you are for, against, or just have questions. 
There will be representatives pre sent not only from our Committee, 
but our engineers, the Northwest Bergen Sewer Authority, and 
their engineers. 
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FINDINGS AND CO~LUSIONS 

l. There is need to establish more stringent sanitary measures in the 
Borough. Some pollution of the water supply is known to have occurred, and 
nay be expected to recur; failure of subsurface disposal systems baa been 
frequent in the older sections or the Borough; and efforts to abate pollu­
tion and odors in the business section have met with little success. 

2. Measures which might be taken to abate pollution include more 
stringent enforcement ot existing ordinances, enactment ot additional ordi­
nances to strengthen the police powers of the Board of Health, or the in­
stallation ot a municipal sewer system, with the latter being the only pos­
itive and fully effective approach. 

26. 

3. Based on forecasts ot population and flow, sewer systems under 
variou1 schemes have been deligned to meet the future needs at the Borough. 
Analysis has been nade at tour projects, severing various areas of the 
Borough: Basic MiniJllUll Project (Pl.ate 2), RecODIDended First St&6e Project 
(Plate 3), Project Suggested by Authority (Plate 4), and a M.micipal Project 
(severing the same area as on Pl.ate 3). 

4. ot tbe above-mentioned project., the first three asaume participation 
in the Initial Project of the Northve1t Bergen County Sewer Authority, Vhile 
the last assumes an individual municipal system. Advantages accruing to the 
Borough from participation in a regional project include:&) lower coats; 
b) remotenea1 ot dispo1al tacilit1e1, c) elimination or outside pollution, 
and d) snall.er encroachment on the debt limit. 

5. To the Authority, the participation or Allendale is important 
since the Borough is a centrally located community, and the additional 
rat&bles and flow are important to the success of the project. 

6. To Allendale, the succe11 of the regional project is important 
since failure of the project will probably result in some municip&litie1 
proceeding with individual or joint treatment pl.ants. Thia would eliminate 
the possibility ot Allendale obtaining sewerage outlet facilities with the 
•&me economy and ot~r advantages ottered by the Authority project. 

7. Critical examination ot the Authority'• Project Reports indicates 
that Allendale should insist on the following c011111itments prior to agreeing 
to participate in the Authority project. 

(a) Construction of the easterly trunk sewer to serve the recomnended 
tirat stage of construction; 

(b) Confirmation that connections will be permitted directly to the 
easterly trunk sewer; 

(c) careful calibration ot ID@tering facilities; and, 

·, 



(d) contorm.ity to strict infiltration requirement• on Authori~ 
trunk• connected to the Allendale meters, under Borough 
•upervi•ion, vitb periodic check• on intiltration. 

8) Capital coats tor each or the proJecte studied are included in 
Table• 3 through 6. Although the Borough'• borrowing capacity voul.4 be 
exceeded, no ditticulty 1e tore•een in obtaining State approval ~ th1• 
aatter. · 

27. 

9) Two alternatiTe aethoda or financing are tabulated in Tables 3 to 
6 tor the various projects studied. The "utility financing" method could be 
administered aa a municipal utility •imilar to the Weter Department. Tbe 
"assessment financing" method could be administered with the aa•ietance of 
an aueeement ccam:lasion. Other financing plane are also available to tbe 
Borough and could be conaidered. 

10) Intere•t-tree ad~nces to help in planning are available rroa 
the Federal goverI11ent. 

ll) The annual coat to the average taxpayer, for each project, 11 
tabulated in Tables 3 to 6. A. 111t11y be noted, cost• tor the Municipal Pro­
ject are considerably greater than for Authority participation under the 
other three projects. 

12) For the Recamaended Fir1t Stage Project, a aUllllll&ry ot coat• 1• 
•hovn in Table 2. The annual coat for an "average t~~er", having a 
developed property in a severed area, is estimated at '88·25 under utility 
financing. The Ame taxpayer, under aasesSJ1ent financing would pay $.137.95 
tor the first 10 years and $30.95 each year thereafter. 

13) 'nle costs of construction of a modern, public sever system with 
participation in the Authority Project appear to be well within the finan­
cial capa.bilitie• of the average taxpayer, and not an excesdve burden on 
the tax rolls. 
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RECa.!MENDATIONS 

In light ot the tindinga and conclusions presented in this report, 
it is recomiended that the Mayor and Council take the tolloving steps: 

1) After reviewing the toregoing report, diHeminate to the 
public the key elements of this report, particularly the 
estimated coats to the ta:xp~r. 

2) Obtain the necessary ccmnitments trari the Northwest Bergen 
County Sewer Authority. 

3) Arter obtaining the camnitments, provide a non-binding 
"Resolution ot Intent" to the Authority. 

4) If the Authority's Initial Project proceeds, sign a contract 
for participation and proceed with the necessary steps tor 
design and construction of the Reccmmended First Stae;e Project 
or modification thereof. · 

28. 

5) If the Authority's Initial Project fails, consider alternatives 
such as a joint project with Waldwick, but also begin to strengthen 
ordinances which will help to control pollution. 
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June 1962 

INFORMATION REPORT 

TO CITIZEIS OF ALLENDALE 

BY THE SEWER ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

~UESTION 1: Why are we conside r ing sewers for Allendale? 

ANSWER: Because, in our opinion, it is most urgent that we consider now the possible methods of preserving 
the purity of our drinking ""1ter and local streams . 

a. Recent tests have indicated some contamination of our well supply and pollution of our 
strean:s. The well pollution is through the fissured sandstone underlying the area; the 
stream pollution originates not only in a number of areas in the Borough, particularly the 
business area, but also in Ramsey. 

b . Our population is now about 4,700, and according 
under present zoning if all areas are developed. 
state of saturation for sewage disposal pur:poses 
ing ""1ter and streams . 

to our Engineers' estimate can reach 8,500 
With growth, the soil rapidly reaches a 

- thus i ncreasing contamination of drink-

c. Board of Health records show that se""1ge disposal conditions in the downtown area have 
already reached the point where the individual property owner can no longer adequately dis­
pose of his waste. This condition will extend into other areas as the town becomes more 
populated, in spite of improved zoning. 

QUESTION 2: Who has investigated the need for sewers in Allendale? 

ANSWER: Your Sewer Advisory Committee, appointed by the governing body for this purpose. 

a. This committee was assisted by Consulting Engineers retained by the Borough - Clinton 
Bogert Engineers - by Borough and State Board of Health Officials, and by the Borough 
Engi.neer, as well as by the M!lyor and Council . 

b . Also, the Northwest Bergen County Sewer Authority had a broad survey of the area made by 
their Consulting Engineers - Havens and Emerson. The Authority made specific recommenda­
tions f or Allendale which were studied in detail and evaluated. 

QUESTION 3 : How was the need for sewers ascertained? 

ANSWER: In the following manner: 

a . 

b. 

c. 

Using existing Borough records, the Sewer Advisory Committee identified and located on a 
map for display purposes, all properties which reported septic tank failures, repairs, and 
clean-outs and all other existing data related to sewerage complaints . This identified 
present problem areas and also areas which are likely to present problems in the future. 

Clinton Bogert Engineers collected data regarding existing and planned housing developments, 
population growth, soil surveys, records of percolation tests, and drainage conditions and 
~lso made field investigations . 

------
This data ""1S sorted, evaluated, and analyzed by your Committee and by the Engineers, and 
summarized in a report to the 1-Byor and Council. 

QUESTION 4 : Is there no way, other than sewers, to control pollution? 

ANSWER: Sewers are the only f ully effective means of controlling pollution, but some improvement could be 
made in the existing situation by greater use of the police powers of the Board of Health . Our 
Consulting Engineers have made suggestions on stringent use of existing and new ordinances to con­
trol pollution, but consider this a second-best approach, particularly in view of the availability 
of a regional sewerage project. 

QUESTION 5 : Y.ust a decision on sewers be made now? 

ANSWER: In our opinion it should be for the f ollowing reasons: 

a. We are being asked by the Nor t hwest Berge n County Sewer Authority for a decision on whether 
Allendale will participate in a r egional sewer system. 

b. The Authority was created under State Statutes to provide a multi-conmrunity solution to the 
stream contamination problem in our drainage area . Participation in this Authority is 
elective. 'rile project may not be implemented if Allendale chooses not to participate. 

c . Our Consulting Engineers' cost s tudies reveal that the cost of constructing and operating 
an Allendale municipal sewer system would be 50i higher than the cost of participating in 
the Authority project. We might be left with this alternative should the Authority projec t 
fail. 
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QUESTION 6 : Has Allendale decided to join the Northwest Bergen County Sewer Authority? 

ANSWER: No. However, the Sewer Advisory Committee and the Consulting Engineers are recommending such action 
by the 113.yor and Council, if certain commitments are obtained from the Authority. 

QUESTION 7: Would the entire town be sewered at one time? 

ANSWER: No, this is not recommended. A multi-stage construction program is contemplated. 

QUESTION 8: Which areas would be sewered initially? 

ANSWER: Please see the map on the reverse side of this sheet which shows the Recommended First Stage Proj ect. 
This proj ect was selected by the Committee and the Engineers to i nclude the areas most in need of 
sewers . 

QUESTION 9: What are the various elements of the total sewerage system? 

ANSWER: There would be a regional project built by the Sewer Authority and local projects built by each 
municipality . 

a . The regional project would include an Authority treatment plant in Waldwick, pumping 
stations and main trunk lines which will serve the various municipalities participating 
in the program . 

b. The local projects would include individual collecting or lateral systems in each munici­
pality. 

QUESTION 10: What would be Allendale 's share of the costs of the treatment facilities and trunk lines installed 
by the Author ity? 

ANSWER : Allendale would pay no part of the capital costs, which would be financed by an Authority bond issue. 
The Borough would be charged f or amortization and operation of these facilities according to the 
volume {gallonage) of sewerage collected in Allendale. 

QUESTION 11: How would we pay for the collection system which is tied into the Authority trunk line? 

ANSWER: The Borough would finance the municipal collecting system, and cbarge the residents for these costs 
plus Authority charges a ccording to a financing pla n selected by the ¥ayer and Council . Two alter ­
native plans have been suggested by the Consulting Engineers for the Recommended First Stage Proj ect: 

a. Utility Financing - where the bulk of the cost would be distributed equally among those 
using the system. The estimated total cost for an "average taxpayer " whose house is con­
nected to the sewer is $88.25 per year under this plan. 

b . Assessment Financing - where the bulk of the cost would be assessed against properties, 
developed or undeveloped, which front on the sewer. The estimated total cost for an 
"average taxpayer" under this plan is $137.95 per year for the first 10 years and $30.95 
per year thereafter. 

c. An "average taxpayer" is as&umed to have a house and property wor th $20,000, with 100 feet 
of frontage; he has also elected to pay his assessment over 10 years, rather than in a lump 
sum. 

QUESTION 12: Will property owners in non- sewered areas of the Borough bear any part of the costs? 

ANSWER: Yes. There would be a small charge to cover the cost of providing capacity for the future, and 
general sanitary benefits . For the "average taxpayer " mentioned before, this charge is not ex­
pected to exceed $9.25 per year. 

QUESTION 13: Will there be a charge for connecting to the municipal lateral sewer: 

ANSWER: There would be no charge by the municipality under the suggested financing plans. Each property 
owner would engage and pay a licensed plumber to install a connection from hi s house to the curb . 
In other Bergen County CollllllUnities this cost is averaging about $300 per home. 

QUESTION 14: Would every house in a sewered area be connected? 

ANSWER: Yes. By ordinance, each house would have to connect to an available sewer within a stipulated period. 

QUESTION 15: Could storm water be discharged into the sewer system? 

ANSWER: No. By State law, sanitary wastes must be kept separate from storm water; therefore, roof leaders, 
cellar drains, etc. would not be permitted to discharge into the system. 

QUESTION 16: What are the next steps to be taken? 

ANSWER: After the report of the Consulting Engineers is received by the 1-Byor and Council, a public 
meeting will be held. If it is decided to proceed with the project, certain commitments will be 
obtained from the Authority, and a non-binding Resolution of Intent to join the regional proj ect 
will be passed by the 113.yor and Council. 
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YOUR NOTES OR QUESTIONS FOR 
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