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Water Use Efficiency Opportunities for Turf 

· Prohibit the installation of new cool season type turf in residential front yards.(so what about “warm” season turf?)  Limit turf (all turf, cool and warm?) installation in residential backyards to 100 square feet or 50% of the backyard area up to 5,000 square feet, whichever is greater, or landscape the backyard so that the evapotranspiration (ET) limit on the backyard shall be no more than 50 60 percent of the reference ETo for cool season grass.  
· Is requiring a minimum of 100 sq. ft. too small an area to water efficiently?  This will allow for a 10 x 10 area that can be irrigated with (4) rotary nozzles (but it does seem quite small); agreed, this seems pretty small to me
· Is 5,000 sq. ft. too much, too little, just right for backyard maximum?  I would prefer that if someone wants to go bigger they can but only by using a water budget and  dropping the water budget to 50% of ETo; agreed, I would with the water budget
· Is 60 percent reference ETo too high given the current political environment? 55 percent more appropriate?  50? I would prefer 60% to begin with and possibly plan to drop to 50% in 5-10 years as new technologies come on line.  I am very worried if we drop this too low to soon we may drive plant nurseries out of business.; you can pick any number for it was lowered before and I do not see how things will be different, 60% is better than 50%.
· Do we exclude any reference to reference ETo and leave square foot limits as cap on turf to address reduce likelihood that turf is overwatered by homeowner? Thought being that less turf means less opportunity to overwater since most residential new construction will be irrigated by homeowner.  I like water budgeting left in because it will steer folks towards hiring professionals; water budgeting is preferred and a professional certified irrigation auditor is required  

· Prohibit the installation of new turf in non-residential developments. 
· Exceptions for schools, parks, cemeteries, golf courses, and driving ranges?  Other? I would add a clause that a variance can be applied for  if there are solid reasons for turf  (i.e. lawn bowling at a retirement home) but the overall landscape must meet a 50%.  Why should golf courses be exempt? Why can’t they landscape the edges or leave them natural or mulched.  Golf courses may only cover 70% of their acreage in turf or something to that effect; I think there needs to be more detail for why these groups are exempt 100%.  Why can’t there be a water budget employed here?.

· Prohibit the installation of new turf in street medians. 
· A median in an area between opposing lanes of traffic. There are low growing groundcover substitutes; agreed, what about turf-like substitutes, groundcovers, perennials, low-water use turf?

· Require the installation of irrigation components that have a precipitation rate of xx or less. 
· This is where I need help.  Not sure of best way to structure this requirement or what standard should be (or if standard can be established?).  Are there irrigation components with a low precipitation rate (or other way to quantify efficiency) for every type of use (e.g. for turf, trees, plants, etc.)?  Is listing specific types of equipment (e.g. micro spray, drip, etc.) too restrictive? Other options?  I believe we need to review and understand the ASIC metrics about these rates or ask the manufacturers.  I was told that the only nozzle that would come close is Hunter’s MPRotator as long as it is not a 360 throw (I think the ASIC standard for microspray is 30 gallons per hour).  If we wanted some flexibility while heading in the right direction we could set a PR rate of .75”/hour or less – again we will need to consult with the IA or the manufacturers themselves.; Weren’t there guidelines being discussed by SWRCB/DWR during our last ITP meeting?  I thought we saw a document from ASABE on standards?

· In the end it still comes down to implementation and enforcement of MWELO and so far we have not seen any real data to reach any type of conclusion as to where revisions and upgrades are needed.: Agreed, from the ETAF study we have of 30+ existing landscape sites in different regions of the state indicates  that most DU’s are less than 50% and most ETAF are greater than .80.  Without inspection, post-audit and enforcement, we do not have any data to show that .7 is achievable or anything less than this.  How is a DIYer supposed to know how to design, install, maintain and audit their landscape to .7, .6 or .5?
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