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Abstract; In recent years, sponge city develops rapidly as an effective measure to cope with seri-
ous stormwater problems during the process of high-speed urbanization. However, the construction of
sponge city commonly has a characteristic of great investment, long investment cycle, low profit and high
degree of public interest. Currently, most of pilot cities implement the PPP model to relieve the financial
burden of government. To deal with those problems, the stormwater charge policy in America was devel-
oped to provide sufficient funding for the construction of stormwater utility and to plays a dual role of in-
centive rewards, punishment, capital raising in pushing stormwater infrastructure construction and storm-
water reuse forward. While, how to make an effective stormwater charge policy is a long-term and compli-
cated work with systematic method. This paper systematically analyzed the stormwater charge mode, in-
centive policy and stormwater charge calculation method of America, in order to provide a reference for
fund guarantee of sponge city in China.
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Constitution of stormwater fee in Salem
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Tab.4 Maximum credit of stormwater projects
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