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Map 5.7
Boundary Line of Maximum Sewerage
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Furrow Creek Area
Currently the Maximum Perimeter of  Public Sewerage as 
defined in the Hillside Wastewater Management Plan includes 
approximately the western half  of  the area between O’Malley 
Road and DeArmoun Road and Lake Otis Parkway and Elmore 
Road. This is where the headwaters of  Furrow Creek are located. 
In this plan, the area under discussion is referred to as the Furrow 
Creek area.

The area west of  the perimeter is served by both public sewer 
and water through the Anchorage Water and Wastewater Utility 
(AWWU). Churches and schools are connected to these public 
systems.

The area east of  the perimeter uses onsite water and wastewater 
systems. Schools and churches use onsite wells and wastewater 
systems. However, because of  poor soil conditions, some of  these 
institutions employ holding tanks that are periodically pumped 
and taken to the public sewerage system.

For the Furrow Creek area, this plan recommends expanding the 
perimeter east to Elmore Road and allowing onsite wastewater 
systems or sewer service by piped systems connected to the 
Anchorage Water and Wastewater Utility system, but not 
allowing the use of  neighborhood systems.

Potter Valley Area 
The maximum perimeter of  public sewerage currently includes 
an area along Potter Creek, above the existing Potter Valley 
subdivision. Property owners currently use onsite water and 
wastewater systems. Although within the maximum perimeter 
of  public sewerage, the area is not currently served by public 
sewerage. 

This plan recommends contracting the maximum perimeter of  
public sewerage west to Finland Road and allowing sewer service 
by onsite or neighborhood wastewater systems, but not allowing 
public water and sewer service east of  that boundary.
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Constructed Cost Rough Estimates: Neighborhood Wastewater Systems  
and Public Sewerage Connection to AWWU’s System

CLUSTER SYSTEM
PUBIC SEWERAGE4

SEWER COLLECTION 
SYSTEM5,6 DEVELOP-

ABLE 
LOTS9SUBDIVISION NUMBER 

OF LOTS
DEVELOP-
ABLE LOTS PIPE COST1 TREATMENT2 COST/LOT3 COST/LOT7 PIPE COST/

LF8

Audobon Hills 31 28 $111,840 $1,147,666 $44,982 $415,888 $1,069 31

Birch Tree 
Estates 50 46 $69,499 $1,370,009 $31,294 $152,358 $1,014 50

Denali View 21 21 $117,440 $765,568 $42,048 $601,746 $1,078 21
Drake10 45 43 $43,294 $1,630,497 $38,925 - - -
Elmore 69 67 $72,081 $1,715,224 $26,676 $152,358 $1,014 69

Fronius Forest 2 $230,991 $1,029 2

Grecian Hills 38 38 $26,024 $1,062,853 $28,655 $230,991 $1,029 38

Kimberly 
Manor 12 9 $21,808 $648,716 $74,503 $230,991 $1,029 12

Loma 
Estates11 26 24 $111,132 $943,211 $43,931 $169,724 $1,139 26

Mindyer 
Manors11 15 15 $56,790 $459,537 $34,422 $169,724 $1,139 15

Paradise 
Valley 212 195 $886,324 $5,865,953 $34,627 $139,356 $1,144 212

Rabbit Creek 
Heights 262 261 $1,156,563 $6,249,064 $28,374 $124,513 $1,033 262

Rabbit Creek 
View 72 71 $315,693 $2,518,358 $39,916 $124,513 $1,033 72

Shenandoah 
Hills 9 9 $6,640 $293,056 $33,300 $148,608 $1,081 9

Siefker10 32 32 $119,027 $1,222,332 $41,917 - - -
Sky Harbor 
Estates10 22 22 $34,307 $498,832 $24,234 - - -

South Hills 71 66 $363,350 $2,315,909 $40,595 $230,991 $1,029 71
Susitna 
View11 24 19 $106,838 $835,072 $49,574 $169,724 $1,139 24

Talus West 102 102 $476,400 $2,671,586 $30,863 $148,608 $1,081 102
Terrace 
Heights 19 19 $34,626 $532,306 $29,839 $230,991 $1,029 19

Trails End 82 $372,034 $999 82
Valhalla 36 36 $76,685 $948,430 $28,475 $148,608 $1,081 36

Woodridge11 26 26 $113,358 $743,276 $32,947 $169,724 $1,139 26

Table 5.8
Wastewater System Cost Table
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Costs shown in this table for public sewerage are very high, because the costs include the huge impact of extending sewer 
mains to individual, isolated subdivisions.  At the costs shown in this table, public sewerage is clearly beyond the level that 
individual homeowners could ever afford.  Actual costs would likely be significantly lower for two reasons.  One is that public 
money would likely supplement the costs charged to individual owners.  For example, if for public health reasons it was 
necessary to extend public sewerage to one or more subdivisions, and the cost could not be borne by individuals, public funding 
would be required.  This was the case when sewerage was established in Girdwood and Talkeetna.  The second reason actual 
costs would likely be lower is because, as is noted above, these costs were calculated for individual, isolated subdivisions.  This 
means a large capital cost (the sewer mains) was allocated among a small number of ratepayers.  In practice it is more likely 
that if sewerage was extended, the costs for the sewer mains would be shared over a wider base, significantly lowering costs.

For comparison, rough estimates indicate that installations costs (2007) for traditional and advanced onsite wastewater 
treatment systems, depending on design-, site-, and system-specific factors can range from $8,000 to $24,000 or higher. For 
a more detailed explanation, see the Onsite chapter of the Hillside District Plan Issues, Goals and Choices Report, available at 
www.hillsidedistrictplan.com. 

Pipe cost includes all costs including septic tanks, pumps, controls, piping as well as transmission pipe to the off lot 1.	
treatment area.

Treatment costs include all tankage, buildings, treatment units, drainfields as well as the land cost the treatment system is 2.	
on.

Cost per lot is the total cost for the Onsite and offsite components of the neighborhood system divided by the number of 3.	
developable lots.

Unit costs are based on AWWU’s 2006 Anchorage Wastewater Master Plan. Total costs are based in improvement district 4.	
formation 
 with costs levied by equal assessment methodology.

In some cases, multiple subdivisions are grouped together into one sewer collection system.5.	

Sewer trunks are used to connect the sewer collection systems to AWWU’s current infrastructure.6.	

Cost per lot is the total cost of the sewer collection system and connecting sewer trunk divided by the number of 7.	
developable lots.

Pipe cost/LF is the total cost of the sewer collection system and connecting sewer trunk divided by the total length of pipe.8.	

Developable lots served by AWWU’s sewer system is assumed to be the total number of lots within the subdivision.9.	

Different assumptions are used for the two types of service; therefore, no public sewerage costs are provided. 10.	

A sewer trunk is not necessary to connect the sewer collection system to AWWU’s current infrastructure.11.	




