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A In 2009, the South Pasadena City Council recommended a working group be
developed to look at water use in the city and to develop a plan for dealing with

Increasing pressures on water supply, associated costs, water infrastructure,
as well as mandated regulations. —

A In January 2010, a working group was founded with 19 volunteer members
from the the City of South Pasadena. Over the course of six months the group

igated the current status of water use, lnfrastructure conservation, “*
reach water recycllng and mandatory regu .—-“

whole, as well as breaking into,specific sub-groups to
Wwork on key issues, such as ordinances, infrastructure, recycled water, water
rates, landscaping, etc.



A Current\Water Sittration™ - ' S —

The majority of the cityo6s water
groundwater wells located outside the city.

A Currently, the city needs to purchase additional water to meet its water. ..
needs.

A There are increasing costs for the purchased water that is putting
pressure of the cityos budget. *I
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A Mandated state requirements are going to require that the City of South
Pasadena reduce its total water use by 20% by 2020.



achyear the city'uses about 5,000 acre feet of water (each acre foot equals about
326,000 gallons of water), while the city has an allocation of 3,249 acre feet from
groundwater. The 5,000 acre feet use, amounts to about 240 gallons per capita. Usage
has remained roughly level for the past three years. Single family residences are the
single largest users of water, followed by multi-family residences. The breakdown of uses

is as follows:
A 2006 to 2008 Annual Average Water Use in South Pasadena

A User Category Acre Feet Percentage
m|Iy ReS|dent|aI 2,846
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The approximately 1,653 of use beyond the water allotment needs to be purchased
at an ever.increasing cost.
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-~ A SUpply.Co nsfra nts: ANater supplies in the mterconnected system of California
and Southwest aqueducts face new. constraints. Less water is available for
-r—-—lm‘port Intertheregion and contamination of groundwater has limited local

supplies. Particularly in Southern California, which is the end of the pipeline,

these conditions make it essential for cities and their residents and businesses

to become more water efficient.

A Old Water Fixtures: The st ate of wates f-loxtures
homes and businessesd sprinklers, etc.0 may be old and Inefficient, since
most of the cityos homes were built d
cut indoor water use substantially, upgrading existing homes and businesses
represents a S|gn|f|cant water efficiency opportunity in the city.

et
rr Jctlre provides no meﬁm_
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an unI|m|ted commodlty At the same time, the price of'water Is increasing and
other cities have been turning to tiered rates to incentivize water efficiency.
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due to the rising cost of overdraft. charges to cover replacement water. The increasing
stthas a negative.fiscallimpact on the city and its residents that can only be addressed
by reducing overdraft through water efficiency.

mgr st of OveT'c]"Tt \Water: The cost of producing water lsgrowmg, Iarge V.
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A Outdated Ordinances & Lack of any Water Efficiency Plan: The city has not dealt
with new state requirements. It has not adopted an updated landscape code to require
water efficiency. It also has not moved to initiate any planning effort to comply with the
statedos new requirement for -a- 20 -percent

A Contamination: One city well is currently contaminated and little is known about the
source or direction of the underground contamination plume.in the aquifer. It could
threaten our other city wells. This could resultin the full shut down of the wells and the

WateRCoNSENAtIONIGIAINANCE

%e&dmg terdepend exclusively on purchased water.
Of/RIOOroUSIENTOICEMENTAN ' Wm to enforce its existing™

ead respon INg only to complaints.

A Minimal Public Education & Incentive Programs: The city has minimal water
efficiency education and outreach programs and no water efficiency incentive programs
at a time when water supplies are constrained and other cities are actively promoting
efficiency.
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