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= Inflltratlon and'lnﬂow(lll) IS the clear‘water entry |

"~ Into sanitary main sewers.

= Deteriorating and leaky sanitary laterals, which are
owned by the homeowner, are a major -
contributing factor to the I/l problem:

= Efforts to significantly reduce I/l cannot be

ﬁc;we unless private sanltaﬁeweuateral&@_




24 municipalities had some sort of private -
sanitary lateral program. ‘




Study Weatnocology - Corrtlriued

T depth te T"lé’ﬁhoﬂe survey With T3 U TS Ce
_r‘—-(Phase-Il'-we)

Cities from phase One were selected to
conduct an in-depth survey based on.their E
sanitary laterals policy. These:cities varied In
size and included larger municipalities such as
tlanta Georgia and St. Paul, Minnesota, as

WeII as saagler cities such C|ﬁ6"!—e-
IScConsin.

nd Madison,



StUEVAEIRAIRGS

— =ERree Alternatives wererstiaiea.=

ot —— - - - —
L ———

__ = The alternatives were analyzed based on:
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> Affordability from the City’'s and
homeowner’s perspectives
> Political Feasibility (will present |
— ordigances and Iawpply tOrREWA
> Effectiveness (will solution be

effective in attaining reduced I/1)
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~_The whree aTtern"‘a’uves recommended
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» The Status Quo alternative
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= ATOREIITY S aiere I EStOREI/ASIT ce the City™
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- does not perform private lateral repairs. Not

- affordable to homeowner who must pay for
lateral repairs (as much as $10,000) once
orders are issued by City.

= Political Feasiblility: Politically feasible since
no.Jlegal changes are required. However,

I\/IMSDHE".Ee| duction ruiesswill ncrease
~ public pressure.

= Effectiveness: Not effective at decreasing
private I/1.




Alternative 2: Insurance Program
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- asapremium forthe insurance program.

= Additional funding would be provided by the
property owner with a deductible of a set
amount (for example, the city of Davenport
enacted a $5 monthly premium fee and a
$500. deductible.)

Wﬁibl@&mﬁﬂne full cost of
- pairing the lateral will be covered by the

City.




Insurance.Pregram.-.Continued

SEEATeRE AR FATeraanp et City ana e’ R
~ hemeowners who have damaged faterals.
-~ Howeyver, City staff believes that a program
Ike this would be inequitable to
nomeowners who do not own damaged
aterals.

= Political Feasibility: A flat-fee program-
funding mechanism like this would impact all
qruzens but likely benefit. only. those. in.areas

| high I/l Jhisymayraisejissues of benefit™™

- Effectlveness: This program would decrease
I/l because it Is a City-wide effort.
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= RLF assists residential property owners in.~
~ financing-sewer lateral maintenance by offering
low-Interest loans to help cover costs.

= As loans are repaid, the money Is returned to
the RLF to make additional loans.

= Racine, Wisconsin IS running a program similar

ﬂg-fumwrrs—m‘ﬁ"estabnsh a loan

program for sewer lateral maintenance would
be a bond, note or an allocation from the
Sewer Maintenance Fund.




Lean Pregiam .- Continued
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~ berepaid. -
= _AsS repayments are made, funds become
avalilable for new loans to additional property
owners. The interest paid by RLF-borrowers
would support program administration so that
the fund’s capital base remains intact.

= Affordability: Not very affordable to the City

since the challenge with establishing a RLF Is
=§' curing upfront capital. Reallocating fundsmss

e:S Viaintenance Fund is a
SS|b|I|ty, put mlght be politically difficult. Not
affordable for low-income homeowners.
Therefore, this option may not be politically
feasible or effective in reducing I/I.
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: “Nté'rn’UVE—Z Insurance Program offers
~  affordability, political feasibility and a

long term effective solution to the City's
I/l problems. -

= An educational campaign-is: highly
) recommended as part 6
Alternative:
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