WHAT ARE OPPONENTS OF OPEN COMPETITION
IN INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS AFRAID OF?
On June 29, 2017, a group of pro-ductile iron interests submitted letter asking members of Congress to oppose legislation that
would allow for open competition in infrastructure projects. Their positions clearly favor those with a vested interest in maintaining
iron pipe’s monopoly. We set the record straight:

Open competition
gives engineers
the ability to
design a system
that best meets
the needs of the
owners and users
of the utility.

FALSE: In 78% of
U.S. municipalities,
local regulations
prohibit PVC pipe
manufacturers
from bidding on
infrastructure
projects.

No one has
proposed any
“mandates.” We
fail to see how
allowing all
material
manufacturers to
bid on new
projects
constitutes a
mandate.
What they don’t
tell you: Studies in
4 states show cities
that allow open
competition save
taxpayers 30-50%
compared to those
that don’t - no
matter what
material is chosen
in the end.

June 29, 2017
Dear Representatives:

, the ductile
iron pipe lobby,

On behalf of the leading engineering and water utility organizations that design and manage the nation’s water
systems, we are joining together to raise serious concerns over materials preference legislation that – under the
guise of promoting “open competition” -- seeks to legislate technical decisions related to pipes and other
materials that should be made by licensed engineers and local communities.
We share a strong commitment to ensuring that the American people have access to clean and reliable water and
wastewater systems. The engineers, water professionals and local communities take this responsibility very
seriously, as we have an obligation to protect public health, to use limited public resources in the most efficient
manner possible, and to promote economic development.
Unfortunately, there are efforts at the state level and nationally that would actually undermine these goals,
supersede engineering judgment and impose new mandates on communities with the sole purpose of using
government to promote the use of plastic pipe for various water projects.
The marketplace for pipes and other materials is already open and competitive, which calls into question the
stated purpose of this legislation. More importantly, however, technical decisions on materials such as pipes
should not be made in the political arena, but rather by professional engineers based on the unique needs of each
system, taking into account critical factors such as structural integrity, soil compatibility, maintenance and life
cycle costs. While certain pipe material may appear to be a better option based on initial acquisition costs, it
may be more expensive to install and may lead to increased maintenance and replacement costs in the future if
that material is not suitable for the project conditions. This could result in higher life-cycle costs for the project,
as well as environmental damage or permit violations.
Imposing new materials mandates not only interferes with sound engineering judgment, but also with the ability
of communities to manage their systems as efficiently as possible. Communities should remain free to adopt
system-wide best management practices and uniform specifications in the development and maintenance of
their water systems to maximize efficiency and control costs, rather than forcing them to comply with more red
tape from above.
Efforts to pass this legislation in the states have been uniformly rejected, for the reasons stated above, as have
previous efforts to pass this legislation in Congress. On behalf of the tens of thousands of water systems
throughout the country, the engineers who serve them, and the public served by them, we respectfully urge you
to oppose materials preference legislation.
Sincerely,
American Council of Engineering Companies
American Public Works Association
American Society of Civil Engineers
American Water Works Association
Association of Metropolitan Water Agencies

Association of Regional Water Organizations
National Association of Clean Water Agencies
National Society of Professional Engineers
Rural Water Association
Water Environment Federation

A few of the many cities across the U.S. where ductile iron has prematurely failed:
1. Burton, MI
6. Grants Pass, OR
2. Columbus, GA
7. Olean, NY
3. Denver, CO
8. Stitka, AK
4. Duluth, MN
9. Toledo, OH
5. Gallup, NM
10. Warngell, AK
DUCTILE IRON PIPE FAILURES:
1. http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/mayors-think-they-may-have-a-partner-in-populist-trump/article/2612153
2. http://www.ledger-enquirer.com/latest-news/article78054292.html
3. http://www.denverpost.com/2014/09/13/denvers-aging-water-mains-are-an-accident-waiting-to-happen/
4. http://www.duluthnewstribune.com/opinion/4298246-our-view-getting-soaked-actually-water-rate-hike-could-be-bigger
5. http://krqe.com/2016/10/12/new-mexico-family-left-without-home-after-massive-city-water-main-break/
6. https://www.grantspassoregon.gov/CivicAlerts.aspx?AID=803&ARC=1234
7. http://krqe.com/2016/10/12/new-mexico-family-left-without-home-after-massive-city-water-main-break/
8. https://www.kcaw.org/2017/01/06/old-sitka-pipes-break-town-airport/
9. http://www.toledoblade.com/local/2015/03/07/Cold-brings-water-main-breaks-to-Toledo.html
10. https://www.adn.com/alaska-news/rural-alaska/2016/08/09/wrangell-pipe-break-causes-20000-gallon-sewage-spill-into-harbor/

We agree. Open
competition is the
only way to
achieve this goal.
Even ductile iron
pipe can be up to
36% less
expensive with
open competition.
Then what’s the
issue with opening
up bidding to
allow pipe
materials other
than ductile iron?
Under closed
competition,
engineers are
forced to design
with materials
like ductile iron
pipe - a pipe prone
to corrosion - that
are more
expensive in the
long-run.

Studies show
Municipalities using
PVC piping
experience life
cycle costs at
30-70% less than
those of metallic
pipe.

