Comment from Stephanie Morris, Native Plant Design
Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the ITP draft. I was made aware of this document about one week ago at the Santa Clara Valley Water District Landscape Committee meeting. The group discussed the importance of the document and I was hoping a group could be formed to review the document and provide a unified set of comments, but I think time will run too short for this to happen. I wanted to provide my individual comments below.

------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

Rainwater harvesting and greywater - both are promoted (p.7), but although I strongly favor rainwater catchment, in my experience doing residential design it has been prohibitively expensive for most homeowners to incorporate rainwater catchment of the size required to offset landscape irrigation, with the exception of large new construction projects or very wealthy clients. It would be good to address this cost hurdle. Rebates or tax incentives?

Commercial landscapes were not mentioned very frequently. I did like the emphasis on state landscapes being held to reduced water consumption (p.26)

The stop/start nature of turf removal programs is mentioned. I can definitely see her viewpoint because we want to convey to the public that water conservation goals are long term. The report mentions a state turf program that would provide a tax credit of $1/SF with a residential cap of $1500 (p.9). Is this the same program that would not apply to anyone in a water district previously covered by a rebate program? I think this is a separate idea, and that program was a state rebate, while this is a proposed tax credit. Sounds like a great idea. I'm not sure what programs the lost revenue for the state would affect though, and that would be my only hesitation.

(p.13) mentions a reporting requirement of every three years to the DWR for landscapes over one acre. I feel a bit concerned about this. This is a lot of government time spent on reporting. Perhaps the data will be useful in ways I do not understand or anticipate?

(p.22) discusses concerns about enforcement of MWELO but is rather short on information

(P.31) If we are going to provide comments on irrigation controllers, than controllers should be required to have a 31 day interval, or at minimum a 14 day watering interval. For drought tolerant plants, they will often need water less often than the seven day interval noted in this document.

(p.34) This section requiring pressure regulation and build in drainage check valves is excellent. I think it could be extended to include language of the current bill being proposed by Nora Campos to require minimum performance standards and labeling for all irrigation equipment including controllers, valves, and emission devices. Much of current landscaping renovations are managed by consumers and gardeners who buy products at retail outlets, and if spray nozzles are made more efficient, this will help bring about positive change. I also think spray nozzles that are inefficient and other such 'wasteful' products should be phased out and banned for sale at retail and contractor irrigation supply stores.

Plant labeling standards are discussed (P.40) and I agree with this idea

Upgrades to CIMIS (p.45) sound good

[bookmark: _GoBack]Education requirements across all disciplines of design/install/maintenance sounds (p.48/49) and exam questions (p.51) sound good. 

Public education of various qualifications sounds good (p.53)

I also support measurement of water savings for turf removal (p.56). Very good idea.

Adding plant photos and basic plant information to WUCOLS so that the public can use this resource also sounds good (p.60)

----------------------------------------

I tend to support most of what I am reading in this ITP report but I think that this is a valuable topic and discussion among design professionals and I wish I had know about it earlier to discuss the ideas in the report with others before refining my thoughts. With each topic, I've presented my initial reaction, but without knowing the true cost and implementation process of each, it is difficult to build a more comprehensive response. For example, it will take a great deal of time and coordination to provide many of these suggestions (education coordination, plant labeling, CIMIS updates) so I'm wondering how they are all funded.

Thank you so much for your work on this document!
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