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Section 1 – Background
Under the terms of Section VII, Part B, Paragraph 18 of the Consent Decree lodged in federal court on
August 23, 2012, within 120 days of lodging of the Consent Decree, the Boston Water and Sewer
Commission (BWSC) must submit to EPA for review and Approval and to CLF and MassDEP a revised
Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination (IDDE) Plan that details and updates the BWSC’s top‐down
approach, including modifications where appropriate to address investigations of CSO outfalls, and
additional investigation methods and analytical techniques that the BWSC may employ to verify and
remove the sources of illicit discharges.
In accordance with the Consent Decree requirements, herein is described the BWSC’s IDDE Plan. It
includes the following sections:
Section 2 – Goals
Section 3 – Plan Approach
Section 4 – Field Screening
Section 5 – Sub‐catchment Investigation Methodologies
Section 6 – Elimination of Illicit Discharges
Section 7 – Modifications and Work Arounds
Section 8 – Enforcement
Section 9 – Confirming Completion of Investigations

Section 2 – Goals
Goals for this plan are as follows:


PERFORM WET AND DRY WEATHER OUTFALL/INTERCONNECTION SCREENING



PURSUE INVESTIGATIONS OF SUB‐CATCHMENTS IN ACCORDANCE WITH PRIORITY RANKING



SYSTEMICALLY INVESTIGATE SUB‐CATCHMENTS



VERIFY LEAKING LATERALS AND RESOLVE ANOMALIES



ELIMINATE ILLICIT DISCHARGES



CONFIRM ELIMINATION OF ILLICIT DISCHARGES



CONFIRM COMPLETION OF SUB‐CATCHMENT INVESTIGATIONS
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Section 3 – Plan Approach
There are currently 204 storm drain outfalls within the BWSC drainage system, plus 18 known storm
drain interconnections with bordering municipalities or other MS4 entities such as the Department of
Conservation and Recreation and Massport. There are currently 30 CSOs within the BWSC combined
sewer system. Tables in Appendices A, B and C list the storm drain outfalls, known interconnections and
CSO outfalls.
This plan describes the methodologies the BWSC will employ for identifying sub‐catchments for illicit
discharge investigations, performing investigations in contaminated drainage sub‐catchments owned by
BWSC and CSOs downstream of regulators, eliminating illicit discharges, and confirming completion of
sub‐catchment investigations.
This plan will be reviewed and amended as warranted.

Section 4 – Field Screening
Field screening of outfalls and interconnections provides the basis upon which sub‐catchment
investigations are prioritized. The BWSC recently submitted to EPA a prioritization ranking and schedule
for completion of investigations in sub‐catchments, based on field screening results collected as of
October 2012.
The Consent Decree requires that all dry weather screening be completed by May 31, 2013. To date,
BWSC has completed almost all dry weather screening, with a few exceptions. Several outfalls could not
be located in the field. Those outfall locations will be investigated in 2013 under the BWSC’s
Wastewater Facilities Study. Dry weather screening of all MS4 discharges to other municipalities’ MS4s
is complete. BWSC is currently reviewing maps and plans to determine where there may be other MS4
discharges to outfalls owned by others, such as MassDOT and Massport. Weather conditions permitting
(i.e. sufficient dry weather conditions with no major snowstorms), BWSC plans to complete the dry
weather screening of discharges to outfalls owned by others by the end of 2012.
In 2013, another complete round of dry weather screening will be performed on all MS4 outfalls, MS4
discharges to other municipalities’ MS4s or non‐BWSC outfalls, and CSO outfalls. Thereafter, dry
weather screening will be completed on an annual basis in accordance with the Consent Decree.
Because the wet weather screening locations are determined based upon the results of the dry weather
screening, BWSC will begin dry weather screening as early as possible in each year, after any snow‐pack
has melted. The protocols for dry weather screening are provided in Appendix D.
By May 31, 2013, BWSC will complete wet weather sampling of its MS4 outfalls, MS4 discharges to other
municipalities’ MS4s or non‐BWSC outfalls, and CSO outfalls where flow was not observed during dry
weather screening, as well as those outfalls or interconnections that did not equal or exceed IDDE
screening thresholds during dry weather sampling. In 2013, after the 2013 dry weather screening is
complete, another complete round of wet weather screening will be performed on MS4 outfalls, MS4
discharges to other municipalities’ MS4s or non‐BWSC outfalls, and CSO outfalls. By January 31, 2014,
BWSC will submit to EPA for review and approval and to CLF and MassDEP its proposal for future wet‐
weather outfall monitoring. The protocols for wet weather screening are provided in Appendix E.
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Section 5 – Sub‐catchment Investigation Methodologies
BWSC will pursue sub‐catchment area investigations in accordance with the priority ranking schedule as
approved by EPA pursuant to Section VII, Part B, Paragraph 15 of the Consent Decree. Most sub‐
catchment area investigations will be performed by BWSC’s consultant and sub‐consultants. However,
in some cases, investigations may be carried out by the Commission’s Engineering Field Services Division
(“EFS”). For example, a Commission employee or contractor, in the course of day‐to‐day business may
observe sewage in a manhole drain. EFS staff may be dispatched to investigate drains in the immediate
vicinity of the contaminated manhole. Investigations performed by BWSC staff may include manhole
inspections, dye testing of buildings, video surveys of pipes and sampling of flows.
INVESTIGATION OF DRY WEATHER SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION IN STORM DRAIN SUB‐CATCHMENTS
The BWSC will continue to use a “top‐down” approach to identify illicit discharges in storm drain sub‐
catchments. Under this approach, investigations to identify illicit discharges start at the upper reaches
of sub‐catchments, and then proceed downstream as illicit discharges are identified and eliminated.
Visual inspections of storm drain manholes will be performed after a minimum of 48 hours of dry
weather. If flow is observed in a manhole and it’s not obviously sewage, the flow will be tested in the
field for ammonia, surfactants, temperature, pH and specific conductivity. In March, 2014, at EPA’s
request, the Commission added total chlorine and salinity to its standard field testing of flows within
manhole structures on a trial basis. Testing for those parameters is not required under the Consent
Decree. If, after analyzing the total chlorine and salinity data collected in 2014, the Commission
determines that the parameters are not useful for identifying illicit discharges, it will discontinue
sampling for total chlorine and salinity. If no flow is observed, manholes at key junctions of the sub‐
catchment will be sandbagged for at least 48 hours to capture possible intermittent flow from upstream
storm drains. Any flow that is captured after 48 or more hours of sandbagging will be field tested for
ammonia and surfactants. BWSC’s protocols for dry weather investigations in storm drain sub‐
catchments are provided in Appendix F.
If evidence of contamination is observed in a storm drain manhole, upstream buildings will be dye
tested to locate the source of the illicit discharge. Typically, dye tests will be performed on only one
fixture per building, unless the plumbing configuration in the basement of a building is unclear (e.g.
pipes are behind a wall or under the basement slab) and there are plumbing fixtures in the basement,
and/or the building has a flat roof or downspouts going into the foundation. In these cases, a fixture in
the basement will be dye tested, as well as a fixture on the first floor or higher. This is to avoid
inadvertently classifying a building as legal when some part of the building’s plumbing is connected with
an internal storm drain pipe (illicitly connected to storm drain system). Multiple dye tests may be
performed if the building is suspected to have multiple discharges. In general, fixtures will be chosen at
the lowest level in the building where plumbing facilities are located.
During each dye test, downstream manholes on both the storm drain and sanitary sewer will be opened
and inspected for visual evidence of dye. Additional manholes may be opened in order to determine
flow direction as needed. If dye is not seen right away, the crew may wait up to an hour to see if dye
appears in either the sewer or storm drain. If dye is seen in the sewer only, the crew may wait an
additional 10 minutes to see if dye might also appear in the storm drain, indicating a possible leaking
lateral or sewer main. If dye is observed in both the sanitary sewer and the storm drain during a dye
test, the field crew will note the finding on the dye test form.
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Procedures for eliminating illicit discharges are dependent on the type of illicit discharge. Elimination of
illicit discharges is described in Section 6. After the illicit discharge is eliminated, a post correction check
is performed using the same investigative procedures. If contamination is still present during a post
correction check, more investigation ensues until all contamination sources are remediated. This
ensures there are no remaining contamination sources in the stretch of storm drain.
IDDE investigations in most of BWSC’s sub‐catchments are already in progress, and many are
substantially complete. BWSC does not plan to re‐initiate investigations in the upper reaches of sub‐
catchments (unless warranted by downstream conditions) where work is already in progress; rather
investigations will continue to progress downstream from where they currently stand. The additional
investigation measures and tools the BWSC will use to verify leaking laterals and and resolve anomalies
are:
Leaking Laterals
In some cases when a dye test is performed, dye appears in both sewer and storm drain
manholes downstream of the building being dye tested. The cause of these results could be due
to any one of several issues, including a problem in the main sewer and drain pipes in the
street, or that the sewer lateral serving the building is broken, allowing sewage to leak into the
drain system; however, the actual cause is unverified. Leaking laterals are sources of illicit flow;
however, they do not trigger the Consent Decree’s enforcement mechanisms until verified.
To investigate “dye in both” results, BWSC included new tools within the Citywide Illegal
Connection Investigation Program Phase 3 (“CWI3”) contract executed in 2012. Under CWI3,
dye in both results will be investigated by a sub‐contractor to the BWSC’s consultant. To
determine if there are defects in the mains, the sub‐contractor will clean and televise the main
sewer and drain adjacent to the building where the dye appeared in both the sewer and the
drain. If defects in the mains are observed they will be repaired as needed.
Also, the suspect sewer lateral will be cleaned and televised. The sewer lateral will be dye
tested while it is temporarily plugged at its connection to the sewer main. If dye appears in both
the sewer and drain while the plug is in place, the leaking lateral will be considered a “verified”
illicit discharge. Once verified, leaking laterals will be tracked and corrected in accordance with
the enforcement schedules and requirements established by the Consent Decree. Measures for
correcting verified leaking sewer laterals are described in Section 6.
Anomalies
An anomaly is defined as a situation where all of the buildings upstream of a contaminated
manhole have been dye tested, and no dye appeared in the drain; thus, there is no identified or
verified illicit source, and further investigation is needed. Further investigation may include the
following measures until the anomaly is resolved:


Flushing and/or jet cleaning of the sewer and drain in the vicinity of the anomaly and
subsequent re‐inspection/sandbagging of the anomaly manhole.



Inspection and consecutive sandbagging of manholes immediately upstream and
downstream of the anomaly manhole.
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Dye testing of any untested buildings in the stretch of pipe upstream and downstream of
the anomaly manhole.



Additional inspections and dye tests in previously dye tested buildings in the contaminated
stretch, to ensure that nothing was missed.



Video survey of the sewers and drains connecting to the anomaly manhole to determine if
there are any major defects contributing to the contamination, followed with remediation
measures as appropriate.



Consider sampling flows for alternative parameters such as bacteria, pharmaceuticals
and/or personal care products.

INVESTIGATION OF DRY WEATHER SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION IN CSO SUB‐CATCHMENTS
BWSC is currently compiling the data from the dry weather screening of its CSO outfalls. After the data
has been analyzed decisions will be made as to how to investigate CSO sub‐catchments demonstrating
elevated levels of contamination. Investigations may include the following:





Review GIS maps and record plans of the infrastructure of the sub‐catchment.
Inspect the regulators, sewers and drains upstream of the outfall to determine if they are
operating properly or are possibly blocked. If not operating properly or blocked take
appropriate remedial action.
If the regulators are operating properly, determine whether there are storm drain connections
downstream of the regulator(s).
If there are storm drains downstream of the regulator(s), investigate drains downstream of the
regulator(s) using the dry weather investigations protocols described herein.

INVESTIGATION OF WET WEATHER SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION IN STORM DRAIN AND CSO SUB‐
CATCHMENTS
To investigate wet weather sources of contamination, the Commission will first investigate sub‐
catchments for dry weather sources of illicit discharges to identify or rule out any dry weather sources
of contamination. After the dry weather methods are implemented as appropriate, the Commission will
consider implementing modifications to its standard dry‐weather techniques to address wet‐weather
detections. Such modifications could include artificially inducing flow in a drain or a sewer to determine
if any cross‐contamination is occurring, or manually collecting samples from manholes during wet
weather (any precipitation sufficient to produce flow in the drain system).

Section 6 – Elimination of Illicit Discharges
The methods for eliminating an illicit discharge depend upon the type of discharge. Elimination of illicit
discharges will be handled as follows:
DIRECT ILLICIT CONNECTIONS
This type of illicit discharge involves a direct connection of a building’s sewer lateral to a storm drain in
the public way. BWSC’s annual Capital Improvement Program includes funding for the elimination of
[5]

direct illicit connections by a private contractor pursuant to a contract publically bid by the BWSC. Once
an illicit connection is verified, information about the illicit connection, including maps and record plans
of the sewer and drains in the street, will be forwarded to BWSC’s Engineering Construction Division for
correction under the BWSC’s illicit connection repair contract. Construction will obtain the necessary
permits and authorizations to inspect the illegal connection in the public way. The construction
contractor will televise the sewer adjacent to the property with the illicit connection. The lateral will be
dye tested again to verify its location and to verify that it is discharging to the drain system. After
verifying the location of the illicit connection Construction will obtain any other permits and
authorizations necessary to excavate, and the illicit connection will be corrected.
SPECIAL DESIGNS
In some cases, upon inspection by Construction, it is found that elevation of the plumbing within a
building, or the sewer lateral, is too low to make the connection with the sewer main in the public way.
In these cases internal adjustments to plumbing or an ejector pump may be necessary to allow
connection and discharge to the sewer. To confirm what action is needed, BWSC will perform a field
survey to obtain sewer and drain invert elevations, as compared to basement plumbing and lateral
elevations. If it is confirmed that the correction cannot be made in the public way without internal
modifications or installation of an ejector pump the owner will be notified.
BWSC currently has a program to reimburse property owners up to $7,500 to raise internal plumbing or
install an ejector pump. In order to obtain the funding the owner has to obtain three or more quotes
from plumbers and submit them to the BWSC. BWSC reviews the submission and approves the
selection of the plumber. The owner, its plumber and BWSC’s Construction Engineer must then
coordinate scheduling of the correction. These types of corrections typically take longer to correct since
they depend on the owner’s ability to obtain quotes and schedule the work with the plumber. Then the
owner and his plumber must coordinate with BWSC’s Construction Division to schedule the correction.
Some illicit discharges require a full engineering design to correct. If the correction involves major
reconfiguration of sewers and/or drains in the public way, BWSC may take responsibility for the design
and correction.
INTERNAL (PARTIAL) CONNECTIONS BY OWNER
If the illicit discharge source is verified by the BWSC to be an internal connection from the building (i.e.
the building has a proper sewer lateral connecting to the sewer system and only part of a building’s
plumbing discharges to the storm drain) the owner of the property will be responsible for correcting the
illicit discharge. Procedures for informing owners of their obligations and enforcement are described in
Section 8. After the owner reports correction of the internal discharge, BWSC or its contractor will
perform another dye test of the lateral to confirm the correction.
VERIFIED LEAKING SEWER LATERALS
Sewer laterals running up to and including their connection to the sewer main are owned by the
property owners. Therefore, the property owner is responsible for repairing or replacing a broken
sewer lateral. Once a leaking lateral has been verified using the procedures described in Section 5,
BWSC will notify the owner of its obligation to repair or replace the lateral. Procedures for informing
owners of their obligations and enforcement are described in Section 8.
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To assist property owners with the repair of their leaking sewer laterals the BWSC recently amended its
program to provide reimbursement to property owners for some of the cost associated with lining or
relaying leaking sewer laterals. Under the program, owners of verified leaking sewer laterals may be
reimbursed up to $4,000 for lining or relaying their leaking sewer lateral by a licensed bonded
contractor from inside the building foundation to the public sewer in the public way. To obtain
reimbursement property owners must obtain three or more quotes from contractors to repair the
leaking lateral and the lateral must be verified as leaking by the BWSC. The BWSC reviews the
submission, the owner signs a waiver and BWSC authorizes the owner to proceed with the work. After
the owner reports repair of the leaking sewer lateral, the BWSC or its contractor will perform a dye test
of the lateral to confirm that it is not still leaking into the drain system.
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS
Elimination of some illicit discharges requires capital improvements to the sewer and/or drainage
systems. Capital improvements may be required if main sewer and/or drain pipes are found to be
defective and require replacement or rehabilitation. Capital improvements require approval of the
BWSC’s Board of Commissioners. The defective pipes must be inspected, surveyed, and a design plan
must be prepared by an engineer. The contract for the work must be publicly bid by the BWSC, after
which the project will be referred to the BWSC’s Engineering Construction Division for construction.

Section 7 – Modifications and Work Arounds
Under the “top‐down” method of illicit discharge investigation, the advancement of progress
downstream relies on the ability to eliminate, or control, upstream illicit discharges. Weather conditions
also impact the advancement of investigations, since storm drain manhole investigations must be
performed during dry weather. To address these factors, the BWSC and its consultants have employed
an “adaptive implementation” approach, wherein investigative methodologies are periodically
reviewed, and improvements and modifications implemented to make the programs more efficient and
effective. Through each phase of the illicit discharge investigations programs the BWSC and its
consultants built on the “lessons learned” from previous phases.
In general, while correction of an illicit discharge is being pursued, crews continue to advance progress
of investigations in sub‐catchments by:





Continuing to dye test other buildings in the same contaminated stretch as the identified illicit
discharge;
Dye testing all buildings immediately downstream of the contaminated manhole;
Continuing to perform investigative work (manhole inspections/sandbagging and dye testing) of
other storm drains within the same sub‐catchment;
Continuing to perform investigative work in other priority sub‐catchments.

Specific approaches the BWSC may employ to advance progress are as follows:
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CONSECUTIVE SANDBAGGING/TEMPORARILY BLOCKING FLOWS
Under this approach, crews temporarily place sandbags in one or more consecutive storm drain
manholes to block upstream sources of contamination. To prevent surcharging or flooding issues the
sandbags are placed such that larger flows may over‐top the sandbag if necessary. While the sandbags
are in place, dry weather investigations can proceed downstream. The use of this approach is very
limited, due to the fact that in many cases flows are too heavy to block. This application cannot be used
if rain is forecasted or there is a chance of a sudden thunderstorm.
EXPANDED SANDBAGGING
When the BWSC first began using the top‐down approach during the Stony Brook phase, the extent to
which manhole inspections and sandbagging was allowed was tightly controlled. As the programs grew
it was learned that sandbagging could progress fairly quickly during extended dry periods, and crews
could cover large areas and more sub‐catchments in a relatively short amount of time. Therefore,
significantly more sub‐catchments were opened to investigation, and crews were allowed to perform
more manhole inspections/sandbagging in more sub‐catchments at the same time, and they were given
more flexibility to place sandbags as deemed necessary.
SANDBAGGING WHILE DYE TESTING
The BWSC has used this approach in a few circumstances to investigate anomalies. Under this
approach, buildings in a contaminated stretch of pipe are dye tested while a sandbag is in place in the
downstream manhole. The sandbag is left in place for at least 24 hours to catch any possible flow. The
ability to use this approach is limited, as it requires a period of dry weather. If multiple buildings are dye
tested at the time of the sandbagging, results will indicate only that one of the upstream buildings
tested has an illicit discharge, not which building. Dye testing each upstream building on different days
would be very labor intensive.
ENHANCED DYE TESTING
Many storm drain conduits in the BWSC’s MS4 were constructed to contain streams and small creeks,
and there is always flow present. Also, due to groundwater infiltration, there is often too much flow in
storm drains to allow sandbagging. In these areas crews advance progress by dye testing every building
in the stretch. Also, crews dye test all buildings in stretches of storm drain where sandbagging cannot
be performed due to standing water.
In the earlier phases of the illicit discharge investigation programs, crews were not allowed to advance
progress immediately downstream of a contaminated stretch of pipe until the source of the
contamination was identified and corrected. Through experience it was learned that sometimes the
source of the contamination is actually downstream of the storm drain manhole where the
contamination was initially observed. Crews are now permitted to perform dye testing of the buildings
downstream of a contaminated manhole. Since dye tests cost more than sandbagging and require a
greater level of effort (the crew and owner must coordinate in order to get access to the building), this
approach is allowed only when approved by the BWSC.
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ENHANCED FIELD INVESTIGATION TOOLS/TESTING OF SEWER LATERALS
Enhanced investigative tools are included in the current CWI3 contract. They include additional CCTV
capabilities to investigate anomalies and to video the condition of sewers and drains adjacent to
suspected leaking sewer laterals. It also includes capabilities to video inspect the condition of suspected
leaking sewer laterals and to temporarily plug and test sewer laterals to verify whether they are leaking
into the drain system.
ENHANCED COMPUTER AND GIS CAPABILITIES
Computer technology and Geographic Information Systems have grown extensively more powerful and
sophisticated since the BWSC’s first illicit discharge investigation program. During the Stony Brook
program, the BWSC and its consultant relied primarily on paper and manual means for collecting,
managing and mapping field data and results. Data and geographic information had to be manually
uploaded to computer databases.
Today, the BWSC and its consultants manage data electronically. Base maps from the BWSC’s GIS are
used to show the locations of sewer, drains, manholes, flow directions, manhole identification numbers,
buildings road, and other geographic features. Data from the BWSC’s Oracle database is used to obtain
street addresses for buildings and to maintain synchronization between the GIS and the project
database. Data is now collected in the field using hand‐held units. Each building, manhole, and pipe
inspected is linked to a unique Feature ID from a GIS database. The data is regularly uploaded to the
project database. This reduces the possibility of errors occurring during data transfer, it greatly
facilitates program management and tracking field progress, and it enables the production of progress
maps to track, manage and document the progress of field investigations.
SAMPLING OF CONTAMINATED MANHOLES
Currently, the BWSC’s consultant uses field test kits to analyze flows for surfactants and ammonia. The
kits are inexpensive, easy and quick to use, and they produce immediate results in the field. The field
test kits have proven extremely effective in identifying contamination; however, some investigations
remain incomplete due to detections of one or the other parameter with no identified source. Also, it
was recently learned that salt water may cause a positive indication in the surfactant test.
The BWSC will continue to explore alternative sampling parameters to advance sub‐catchment
investigations. Alternative parameters may include bacteria, pharmaceuticals or personal care products.
It is noted, however, that sampling for these parameters is less efficient than field test kits, due to
quality control requirements, limits on sample holding times, analysis that must be done in a laboratory,
and cost to transport and analyze samples. Results from alternative analyses could take several days
and even weeks to obtain. Also, alternative sampling may indicate only what was already determined
through conventional sampling‐ that the flow was contaminated; it does little to aid in identifying the
actual location of the source of the contamination.
TEMPORARY BY‐PASS
In some cases, the BWSC may consider the possibility of implementing “by‐passing” (i.e. temporarily
damming contaminated flows in a storm drain and pumping the flows into the sewer system), to allow
for downstream investigations to progress. In order to by‐pass flows from storm drains, hoses, pumps,
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and other equipment would be required, as well as authorizations and approvals required from several
City of Boston departments. This method would likely require a police detail to direct traffic and protect
public safety. The BWSC would likely only employ “by‐passing” in limited circumstances due to the
challenges for implementation and potential impacts on the public.

Section 8 – Enforcement
In order to maintain the schedule and complete sub‐catchment investigations in a timely manner, illicit
discharges must be eliminated as expeditiously as possible. Specific deadlines are established in Section
VII, Part C of the Consent Decree for elimination of illicit discharges. In general, illicit discharges must be
eliminated within sixty days (60), or else a schedule for their elimination must be established. To ensure
compliance with these deadlines enforcement may be necessary.
Schedules for removal of verified illicit discharges will adhere to the following criteria unless special
design requirements or other circumstances dictate an alternative schedule:
a. Within thirty (30) days of the date of verification the BWSC will either refer the case of the illicit
discharge to its Engineering Construction Department for removal of the illicit discharge or notify
the property owner that it is responsible for eliminating the illicit discharge.
b. If the BWSC determines that removal of the illicit discharge is the responsibility of the property
owner, and the property owner has not eliminated the illicit discharge within sixty (60) days of the
date of verification, the BWSC’s legal department will send the property owner a letter that notifies
the property owner of its responsibility to remove the illicit discharge as expeditiously as possible,
the legal consequences of its failure to do so, and details the range of available enforcement options
from penalties to terminating service.
c. If the BWSC determines that removal of the illicit discharge is the responsibility of the property
owner, and the property owner has not eliminated the illicit discharge within ninety (90) days of the
date of verification, the BWSC’s legal department will send the property owner a second letter. This
letter shall notify the property owner that imposition of fines is commencing, that fines will continue
to escalate until removal of the illicit discharge, and that fines will be included in the property
owner’s water and sewer bill. In addition, the letter shall enumerate further actions the BWSC may
take in accordance with its regulation governing the use of sanitary and combined sewer and storm
drains. Thereafter, the BWSC’s legal department shall diligently prosecute its action against the
property owner for removal of the illicit discharge.

Section 9 – Confirming Completion of Investigations
The BWSC is committed to completing investigations in accordance with the schedule outlined in the
Consent Decree. However, in order to complete investigations in all sub‐catchments within seven years,
multiple sub‐catchments must be investigated consecutively. While “very high” and “high” ranked sub‐
catchments will be given priority, investigative work in other sub‐catchments will proceed at the BWSC’s
discretion.
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Once investigation of a sub‐catchment is completed and all known illicit discharges removed, the BWSC
will conduct confirmatory dry‐ and wet‐weather screening of the outfall or interconnection serving the
sub‐catchment. The procedures for field screening are described in Section 4. Field screening data
collected pursuant to the BWSC’s annual field screening program may be used for to confirm that a sub‐
catchment area investigation is complete.
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