From: Ed Osann, NRDC, ITP Member
To: ITP Colleagues
Date: Thursday, Dec. 3, 2015

REGARDING: Discussion of one or more recommendations for regulations that address the
water efficiency of existing landscapes.

ITP Colleagues —

Peter, Jeff, and | have been continuing our discussion of one or more recommendations for
regulations that address the water efficiency of existing landscapes. We have had further
discussion of requirements for the inspection of irrigation systems at the time of sale of an
existing home, and expect to have one or two options teed up for consideration at our
upcoming meeting in Irvine.

We have also been discussing the potential for a much broader proposal aimed at the
performance of existing landscapes, based on the water budget and ETAF for such areas in
MWELO, which in the past has been difficult to track and largely lacking in enforcement. The
approach we are exploring was proposed in a letter (ATTACHED) sent in early November to the
State Board by the Inland Empire Utilities Agency and several other water agencies (along with
CBIA). While Recommendation 1 in their letter is aimed at changes in the current emergency
conservation regulations, Recommendation 2 is quite relevant to the ITP’s work, as it proposes
a permanent (non-drought) performance standard for water suppliers based on water
budgets. Their underlying premise is that it is now becoming both technically possible and far
less costly for water suppliers to maintain (and update) parcel-level irrigated area, for
integration with individual customer water use data and localized ET (not static, reference ET)
to measure actual water use against an ET-based water budget. IUEA and their other cosigners
point to the water budgets adopted in new MWELO as the logical and appropriate standard to
apply to determine whether water suppliers are meeting a state-established efficiency target.

This approach is being enabled by the rapid advancement and commercialization of aerial
imagery acquisition, land cover assessment, parcel mapping automation, and reconciliation
with water customer consumption data. Currently, a vendor is working for [IUEA and the local
agencies in the Santa Ana Basin to assemble all this information and provide dashboards for
utilities to access the data. What’s more, this firm is close to completing aerial imaging of the
entire state, and will soon be able to offer this service to any utility in California. They also have
competitors, so other firms are offering services in this space as well.

Taken together, these developments point to an answer to a central problem that we’ve been
wrestling with for the past year — how to enforce water efficiency for existing landscapes. At
least one pathway for doing so, suggested by several water agencies, is for there to be a state
regulation that establishes a water use target grounded in MWELO for each urban water
supplier. While the IEUA proposal extends beyond landscape water use to encompass all uses,



we as a panel need not embrace their entire construct. Rather, we could recommend that
landscape water use be covered by such a regulation, either on its own or in combination with a
more comprehensive efficiency standard for water suppliers.

We intend to have a draft proposal along these lines available for circulation sometime next
week. Also, a representative from IEUA and their vendor can be available for a brief
presentation and Q&A at our meeting in Irvine to help inform our discussion of this topic.

Ed Osann



