
SD.J 
CLIMATE ACTION PLAN 
CONSISTENCY CHECKLIST INTRODUCTION 

In Decemoer 2(, ~ ::, lha C,.y adopted a Climate Action Plan (CAP) that outlines the actions that City will 
undertake to achiev€: i:,. Fro~ ortional share of State greenhouse gas (GHG) emission reductions. The 
purpose of the Climate Action Plan Consistency Checklist (Checklist) is to, in conjunction with the CAP, 
provide a streamlined review process for proposed new development projects that are subject to 
discretior,~ry review 3r,d t rigger environmental review pursuant to the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) 1 

Analysis o-F GHG emissions and potential climate change impacts from new development is required 
under CEQA. The CAP is a plan for the reduction of GHG emissions in accordance with CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15183.5. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064(h)(3), 15130(d), and 15183(b), a project's 
incremental contrioution to a cumulative GHG emissions effect may be determined not to be 
cumulatively consioerao e if it complies with the requirements of the CAP. 

This Check1ist is part or the CAP and contains measures that are required to be implemented on a 
project-by-prl"'I·~,..,. IJas:s ·o ensure that the specified emissions targets identified in the CAP are achieved. 
lmplemen~ation of chese measures would ensure that new development is consfstent with the CAP's 
assumptions for ra,evar,: CAP strategies toward achieving the identified GHG reduction targets. Projects 
that are c--nslstem Wi!11 the CAP as determined through the use of this Checklist may rely on the CAP for 
the curriL. at;ve ·mpacts analysis of G~G emissions. Projects t hat are not consistent with the CAP must 
prepare c; comprehensive project-specific analysis of GHG emissions, including quantification of existing 
and projectPc GHG em ss,ons and incorporation of the measures in this Checklist to the extent feasible. 
Cumulativ~ GHG i!'T''Jact~ would be significant for any project that is not consistent with the CAP. 

The Chee"' c;i- rr 'il\' be upda'"eti to incorporate new GHG reduction techniques or to comply with later 
amendm'°:1:s cc t•·1e CA0 or local, State, orfederal law. 

\ 

1 Certain projects seeking ministerial approval may be required to complete the Checklist. For example, projects in a Community Plan 
lmplemen.2tio.1 Ove-tay Zone may be required to use the Checklist to qualify for ministerial level review. See Supplemental 
Develop!T'0 1t Regulations ,, t,1e project's community plan to detennine applicability. 
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NSIS ENCY CHECKLIST 
AL APPLICATION 

❖ The C ec!<!ist ls re"'uired only for projects subject to CEQA review.2 

❖ If req lrect, the Checklist must be Included in the project submittal package. Applitation submittal 
procedur s can b..,,, ~01..,.n • i 1 Chapter 11: Land Development Precedures of the City's Municipal Code. 

❖ The .equitements in the Checklist will be included in the project'scondit1ons of approval. 

❖ T' e appH ant ·r provide an explanation of how the proposed project will implementthe requirements 
describe her<:.i 1:-'.> he sa· • sfaction of the Planning Department. 

Appllc.ation Information 

Preject : ./1
1a .. e: jJJuU{J ~ TM Zo/8Z53/;PTSb-,S/O/ 

Prope ~-~ •. ddress: _(,,tLJIJ /Ji4u,J'fl JC tflhHJl]//2 ~ --·· 
Applicant a . e/Co.: -JA}flu,. °'1/lk!l!ff"/,f,/( t:fl?Jfft,/J'::1 

~.111. t;;1,t,1J Contact Email:~ e Contzct , h ne; 

Was a co. su tant retained to complete this checklist? □ Yes ~ No If Yes, complete the foll~wfnf '1 
Consu tant ame: 

Projc: ~.i" . . .:. ·: 

1. Wha~ ls ~h2 s·ze of the praj,ect (acres}? 

2. Ide tify all applicab1e proposed land uses: 

Xi{:esi::~. ia. CncHcate # of single-family units): 

,_. Resi 'ent'ai (indicate# of multi-family units): 

-on .. ercial ( oi.al square footage)~ 

-· 111dus rial (total sq are footage): 

,_, O er {descri e); 

3. ts the proj .. ct o. a o:-don oftne project located.in a 
Trar,sjt Pr' . :-it r ~a? 

4. Provu:!e a brief · e~cr;p ion of the proJectproposed: 

Contact Phone: 

Contact Email: 

'J(ves □ No 

(N~tlf' I OJY/{f-i}/A"IIJ/;J l'f 1fi' ~ ~,/,/1-
fff ()IJ~ 

2 Certain p, :~s s k!:tg ; ir;J.taria a, p~oval may .be required t complete the Checklist. For example, projects in a Community Plan 
lmplernenta:k:m Ove ay Zo, s m3Y ba required to use-the Checklist to qualify for ministerial level review. See Supplemental 
DeveloQmE'! .' R g lations in the pro·ect's community plan to determine applicability. 

Cltv rnunril Annrnu;:,d IuJ.,, 1? ?n'ft: 



SD~ 
CAP CONSISTENCY CHECKLIST QUESTIONS 

Step 1: Land Use Lunsistency 

The first step in determining CAP consistency for discretionary development projects is to assess the project's consistency with the growth 
projections used in the development of the CAP. This section allows the City to determine a project's consistency with the land use 
assumptions used in the CAP. 

Step 1: Land Use Consistency 

Checklist ,t ii 
(Check the ~ ::,pro:Jriat1-- cox ~, 1 1 prov:de explanation and supporting documentation for your answer) 

A. Is tbe ~:oi:iosed project co'lsistentwith the existing General Plan and Community Plan land use and 
zoninf es;g:,ations?;3 QB, 

B. If the rl' opused project :snot consistent with the existing land use plan and zoning designations, and 
incluaQs a land use p1ar a'1d/or zoning designation amendment. would the proposed amendment 
rest ! 1 c1r iricreased ae1sity within a Transit Priority Area (TPAf and implement CAP Strategy 3 
actionc r1s determined in Step 3 to the satisfaction of the Development Services Department?; QB, 

C. If tne OP'"S""d l'.l'C";ect ·s r .,. r:onsiste11t wlth the existing land use plan and zoning designations, does 
the pro. ,;::I'.:: nclude a lane use plan and/or zoning designation amendment that would result in an 
equi•1a1.:nt o' less GHG-:nte'.lsive project when compared to the existing designations? 

Yes No I 

□ 

lf"Yes," ~iGcee~ : ... St 1?. of tb: ct s,:klist For question B above, complete Step 3. For question C above, provide estimated project 
emissicr" de·· c~t. c::is~ng ~ d c::opcseo designation(s) for comparison. Compare the maximum buildout of the existing designation 
and t~e 1., ., um 'Jt.Jdo~'t ::' .he I"' :iposed des:gnation. 

If "Not in,;.,. :ordance with the Citvs Significance Determination Thresholds, the project's GHG impact is significant The project must 
none::he10 • ,--,.,,M.,,te ec':t- or~,~ measures Identified in Step 2 to mitigate cumulative GHG emissions impacts unless the decision 
makerfir,c.,.mat a me--sure ·, i~ -~::1s·1Ie in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15091. Proceed and complete Step 2 of the Checklist. 

a This quesnc.1 , ye.~ ~ea S'l,ered: J1e &ffinnative Wthe project ls consistent with SANDAG Series 12 growth projections, Yilich were used to detenrinethe CAP projections, 
as detemiinc-<i ~, the P.anning Jepartr.:.:nt 
4 This catego " ;:I es to a ~ ~;, ans. 'ered ii the affirma1ive to questioo 3 on the previous page: Is the project or a portion of the project located i'l a transl pnority area 

City Council Approved July 12, 2016 

JW-Dell
Text Box
The project proposed is consistent with the General Plan which identifies the site for residential use; additionally the project is consistent with the Encanto Community Plan which designates the site for residential - low (5-9 du/ac) and would allow for 15-27 dwelling units on the 3.02-acre site. Lastly, the project is consistent with the requirements of the RS-1-7 zone, which consists of single-family homes on small lots.



Step 2~ CAP Strategies Consistency 

The second •:tep of the CAP corsistency review is to review and evaluate a project's consistency with the applicable strategies and actions 
of the CAP. _ :ep 2 only applie:: ~o de1Je1opment projects that involve permits that would require a certificate of occupancy from the 
Building Offir' al ' ~ oroler:t:s co, pr:sed of one and two family dwellings or townhouses as defined in the California Residential Code and 
their a:ce-, .. -· ::, . .rt:~~ 1 ·, ~; '.1::ve1opm2'1~ projec:s that would not require a certificate of occupancy from the Building Official shall 
implement 6eST Manageme!'lt 0ractlces for construction activities as set forth in the Greenbook (for public projects). 

Step 2: CAP Strategies Consistency 

• • provide explanation for your answer) 

1. CJ✓ l 

0 -... 1,...£:i: ·r :e oc~ng mate. ials with a minimum 3-year aged solar 
; • -~ on end ·nerma emittance or so1ar reflection Index equal to or greater than 
~ , -r. ·:.·-~ ·., t ,E ,._1Jntary m1;;asur~s under callfomia Green Building 

Standards Code ~:i:;~:i~ent A)?; OR 

_ :: JC er. ro ~ construction have a thermal mass over the roof 
c.. e • ... .id: .g:. • : ., '.iegctat ... J '.g~ee:,) roofs, v,e:ghing at least 25 

.., -~ .. , 3 ~E. . .:r1.1c:,i't. 1 .v~ a~ s;,ccified in t:1e voluntary measures under (alifornia 
Green Building Standards Code.; QB 

• ~/c ... 1c ::,e ,:r _;ect 1ndud1: a combination of the above two options? 

CnecK u K 1 y • = r,e project does not lncli •de a roof component □ □ 

5 Actions tile::_,., -~ ~ ---:,,, S:Ei· : v.-oc.~ Jude, for er.imp.e: 1) discretionary map actions that do not proposespe<ilic development. 2)pemits allowing wireless communication facilities. 
3) spocial e-. .::1.s pe 'Th;:s, 4) use permits ar o .e' pe ·mlts that do not result i~ tile expansion °' enlargement of a building (e.g., decks. garages. ete.1 and 5) non-building infrasmxture prOjeCIS 
such as 1-00 s a. p..:e.·~-s. ~:a..se sum, ·,,,.1sv·C\ltd ootresu!t in newoccupancybu;;dlngs from which GIG emissions reductions could be achieved, the items contained in Step 2would 
not be app.:ca:..e. 

City Council Approved July 12, 2016 

JW-Dell
Text Box
The project will include roofing materials with a minimum 3-year aged solar reflection and thermal emittance. 
See architectural plans for these project features.



2. Plumbing fixwres and fittings 

With res:Jecr to plumbing fixtures or fittings provided as part of the project, would 
those lo. ;-flow i xtures/app!iances be consistent with each of the following: 

Resiaential buildings: 

• KitL.1er. raucetS: max mum flow rate not to exceed 1.5 gallons per minute at 60 
p5i; 

" 5t~. de "c:ish\,ash!:rs: 4.25 gallons per cycle; 
o Co pact o :shwashers: 3.5 gallons per cyde; and 
& ,., l , zsl•e. 'S. water factor of 6 gallons per cubic feet of drum capacity? 

Nonraslaemial buildings· 

:i • ~ , ,~es c 'f ~',1gs that do not exceed the maximum flow rate 
s J • ·~ec ·" Table AS.303.2.3.1 (voluntary measures) of the california Green 
Building Standards Code (See Attachment A); and 

• N 11a ices a.id fixtt..res fo( commercial applications that meet the provisions of 
Section AS.303.3 (voluntary measures) of the California Green Building Standards 
~ l:\.. ...,_t \o~~:

1,'1\ .. 'i: .. )? 

Chee • ,A' only if the project does not include any plumbing fixtures or fittings. 

□ □ 

City Council Approved July 12, 2016 

JW-Dell
Text Box
The project will feature kitchen faucets with a maximum flow rate not to exceed 1.5 gal/min. at 60 psi; standard dishwashers with a maximum flow rate of 4.25 gal/cycle; clothes washers with a water factor of 6 gal/cf of drum capacity. 
See architectural plans (plumbing sheets) for these project features.



Strategy 3: Bicycling, Walking, Transit & Land Use 

3. Electric Vehicle Charging 

• Multiple-famil~ projects of 17 dwelling units or less: Would 3% of the total parking 
spaces required, or a minimum of one space, whichever is greater, be provided 
with a listed cabinet, box or enclosure connected to a conduit linking the parking 
spaces with the electrical service, in a manner approved by the building and safety 
official, to allow for the future installation of electric vehicle supply equipment to 
provide electric vehicle charging stations at such time as it is needed for use by 
residents? 

• Multiple-famil:t projects of more than 17 dwelling units: Of the total required listed 
cabinets, boxes or enclosures, would 50% have the necessary electric vehicle 
supply equipment installed to provide active electric vehicle charging stations 
ready for use by residents? 

• Non-residential projects: Of the total required listed cabinets, boxes or enclosures, 
would 50% have the necessary electric vehicle supply equipment installed to □ □ 123 provide active electric vehicle charging stations ready for use? 

Check "NIA" only if the project is a single-family project or would not require the 
provision of listed cabinets, boxes, or enclosures connected to a conduit linking the 
parking spaces with electrical service, e.g., projects requiring fewer than 1 O parking 
spaces. 

Not Applicable for Single-Family Residential Projects per the 
City of San Diego CAP consistency checklist. 

I Strategy 3: Bicycling, Walking, Transit & Land Use 
(Complete this section if project includes non-residential or mixed uses) 

4. Bicycle Parking Spaces 

Would the project provide more short- and long-term bicycle parking spaces than 
required in the City's Municipal Code (Chapter 14, Article 2, Division 5)? 

Check "N/A" only if the project is a residential project. 
Not Applicable for Single-Family Residential Projects per the City of San Diego CAP 
consistency checklist. 

□ □ 0 

6 Non-portable bicycle corrals within 600 feet of project frontage can be counted towards the project's bicycle parking requirements. 

City Council Approved July 12, 2016 
7 Revised June 2017 



5. Showe,fac."·ues 

If the pr J r-;: ::1c.Joes :--,o':r2S1d2r"::: development that would accommodate over 10 
tenant cc-: p~nts (employees). \,Ou.d the project include changing/shower facilities in 
accorda,..ce wim t 1e volunt2.ry measures under the California Green Building Standards 
~ ass . "·r; th~:ao e e1o '? 

~~--~--- -
r------, 

~~. ,;~~~ 
I 

~~ . . ' .,_:_h~...,.._ - _:_ • , 
u-,\; l 0 0 

11-50 
I 

1 shower sea.I 2 ....... -5· _1 ,.,, , sno: e ->W . 3 --
'--~ 1 snowar .t.311 4 

sh0'11er stall plus 1 1 twertier locker plus 1 

0:'el' 2iXl 
aoditlor,aI s'ioW"f scall I two-tier loc<er for each 
;..-eo 20) a_..ijonal 50 addi.ioi,al tenam-

tenant-')CCU"~ "ts I occuµants 

Check ',\/AN on y ir::1:. project is a 'es!denf 2I oroject. or if it does not include 
nonres:c. :7t:3 02'. • o me .( t at. ~ultl a-:::r•"' 'lloda:e over 10 tenant occupants 
(emplo.,1- -: . 

D □ 

City Council ApprovedJulv 12. 2016 

JW-Dell
Text Box
A residential project is proposed, therefore this strategy is not applicable.



6. Designo:ea Parking Spaces 

If the pro ect includes a 1 nres:dential use in a TPA, would the project provide 
desig1at€:d ~ar,dr.g for a corr ::iir.ation of low-emitting, fuel-efficient, and 
carpoo./Vanpool 1ehic1es ·n accordance with the following table? 

~~ 
- - -~- , 

I 

I 
().:, 0 

'.3-3 2 

- 4 

J • J 6 

76- 00 
' 

9 

I '.0,- :iO I 11 

t., -,.CO 18 

201 ever At least 10% of rota 

Trns mcc.SJ~- ":>e .. m: ::~ ... ;- .:lectric ve, .:c:_s, See Question 4 for electric vehicle 
parking rea ; • 'Tlents. 

Note· e1', 
be C ... ~lig; E 
spac oe prov, 
aaaiti . 

N.r Vehicle stirlters from expired HOV lane programs may 
s·:mated p3rking spaces. t 1e requ.red designated parking 
1thm the overall minimum parking requirement, not in 

Check· 1 A ,1 / ·; :":e p o eG s a res!dentia project, or if it does not include 
nonre:: a:.r. J is in I) T 

□ □ 

City Council Aooroved /u/v 12. 2016 
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Text Box
A residential project is proposed, therefore this strategy is not applicable.



7. Transportatic :Je. r. 1d I. anagement Program 

If the p ·o·e.. oulll accommodate over 50 tenant-occupants (employees), would it 
include a tra,isporration demand management program that would be applicable to 
existir\_ tenc:11ts and fut:.ire t2:1ants that indudes: 

M le2c:+ one ,f the f0llow:rg componerns· 

->- K',16 cash QUt p·~grarn 

c P: .. , .6 .. a. ,~i2 ~e:--: pan t:',at ir,cluot:S charging employees market-rate for 
s:r '<:l'e :>:cLp .... ,~ 11e .ic.e pc:n<ing and p ·oviding reserved, discounted, or free 
s ces fo,.. re0 ist<:·eo c;;rn, 1 s or 1Jan.,ools 

• "'· burd1ed pc'i<ing " . .-eoy parking spaces would be leased or sold separately 
, om trie rema. o. p ... 1 c, 1ase fees for the development for the life of the 

And a~ e c:: ·-; ee: of the ~o.lowi1f componc ,ts: 
• C rnrr :trrier~ to m:::·r:aining an emplover network in the SAN DAG !Commute 

a. ro o .. • ·.:s ~ide~atc~er service toter.ants/employees 

o v .,,, ::ars, .c ring veniL,e(s) or bikesharing 

• ~ ':c' 'e~at ~ : t:ours 

• deo ... ~~:c.:., ;:rans£ or vanpc : fares and bicycle commute costs 

• A.1.cess to se ices-.. ;.~ erl ce the, eed to drive, such as cafes, commercial 
$ , ... w 1 •• =~: v • : . ota.Jra:--c gyms, or childcare, either onsite or within 

e-- ( ,4 m. e ; c-•:.ic:u e/u,e? 

ro· _:tis • reside:-tia' ')r:>ject or if it would not accommodate 
e~ "ees 

□ □ 

ritlJ r,\11nri/ .dnn .-""1,raA l, ,J, , 41 .,J"\-, ,: 

JW-Dell
Text Box
A residential project is proposed, therefore this strategy is not applicable.



Step 3: Project CAP Conformance Evaluat ion (if applicable) 

The third step of me CAP consistency review only applies if Step 1 is answered in the affirmative under 
option B. The purpose of this step is to determine whether a project that is located in a TPA but that 
includes c. lc.n~ t,S _ t,,ia i -::r;d/or zo"lhg designation amendment is nevertheless consistent with the 
assumptions in the CAP because it would implement CAP Strategy 3 actions. In general, a project that 
would res It in 2 "educt'on i'1 density inside a TPA would not be consistent with St rategy 3.The following 
questions :nust ec1ch be answered in t he affirmative and fully explained. 

1. Woula .!1° propos pro:en: impli:ment the General Plan's City of Villages strategy in an identified Transit Priority Area (TPA) that will 
result 1..- an i:1"rea~ ir. !:h.: '".apacityfor transit-supportive residential and/or employment densities? 

Consiaera,.or.s fc:- .r, s c .. ::stioo, 
• ~ ., ~ ~1e :Jr~~ osec .... 1.1$e ano zoning oesignation associated with the project provide capacity for transit-supportive residential densities 

v1it:i' n t~e T0A? 
• :. th .. "'c:'e,-· ~:e,; ··~ "-a :::...,r,m-,dF'" mixed-use village development as defined in the General Plan, within the TPA? 
• )('\

0 s • ~ 1cnd use anct ~,.:--·;-CJ associated •vitn the project increase the capacity for transit-supportive employment intensities within the TPA? 

2. W:,u ' ,.,.~nM,:in ement the Ge'letal Plan's Mobility Element In Transit Priority Areas to increase the use of transit? 
r 

• SL1Dpc~':1'1,....,--::'0rate identified transit routes and stops/stations? 
• r2"'sit '.lrio'it;' M~asures? 

c_er 
1""111ent pe!Jw.rl').fl itn!)l'Oltem~..s in Transit Priority Areas to increase walking opportunities? 

~ ·- -~-- ')r: : ~ ~ o· "C. -ire• ilatlo!l system provide multiple and direct pedestrian connections and accessibility to local activity centers 
• ::- :·- .s'· sta ·~.,. :ra~1s. sno')p,!lg centers, and libraries}? 

• J .~ .. t"'e o'oposec ?rojecr u:"ban design include features for walkability to promote a transit supportive environment? 

4. Wo•' 

c! use:s? 

• e-~ c: ·rnla.ior. 5:'S'.e:-i include bicyc.e improvements consistent with the Bic:yde Master Plan? 
• "' rrc ·~:- '"i .. ru.a • :in ~1sten :irovide a balanced, multlmodal, "complete streets" approach to accommodate mobility needs of 

5. • orporate implementation mechanisms thatsupportTranslt Oriented Development? 
.... 

' -~ 
0 

')'"., ·s-:r.: • F--::'"' oe ne· J,.., e~anded urban public spaces such as plazas, pocket parks, or urban greens in the TPA? 
• "~E3 : 1e ana use and zon: 'ig assodateo with the proposed project increase the potential for jobs within the TPA? 
11 ::lo e zc'1: ,g/"rn:> -"ile • ·g ~egt:laton~ 2ssociated with the proposed project support the efficient use of parking through mechanisms 

·non~ tiis.:rict5 Mund'ed o.arking, reduced parking. paid or time-limited parking, etc.? 

6. Wouu pr po"' .. "" • _ ~t". .ementthe U:-ban F.otest Management Plan to increase urban tree canopy coverage? 
·c: :i .. ~cr thi: ql,jcS-C·;;..c: 

• ..,... c j ;roide a. le'lst three different soecies for the primary, secondary and accent trees in order to accommodate 

_ c ea ir.c:uoe po'1ciss orstraregies for preserving existing trees? 
• ~ e~ "or • csec '<>ct •nr::oroora-~e tfe:! i:ilantingtnatwill contribute to the City's 20% urban canopy tree coverage goal? 

City Council Approved July 12, 2016 
1 1 o,... ,,;,..,.,../ I,'"" -,,..., -, 



SD~ 
CLIMATE ACTION PLAN CONSISTENCY 

CK 1ST 
A ACHM NT 

Th!s attac men ,.,r J "des i:,~rfunance sta'1dards for applicable Climate Action Pan (CAP) 
Consisrency Ch c-.1 .. t -,ea:;urs-. 

R il Slor,e 
Minimum 3-Year Aged 

Tbennal Emittance Solar Reflective Index 
Solar Reflectance 

I ~2:12 0.55 0.75 64 - "> ')•1.2 0.20 0.75 16 

C, 
~2:12 0.55 0.75 64 

>2:12 0.20 0.75 16 

~-::2 0.55 0.75 64 

> .:~ 0.20 0.75 16 
Ca Ufomla Gmen BulldinC Standards Codt CCALG,·,lt'n) Tier 1 residential and non-residential voluntary measwes Shown In Tables 

_ at.o .... , '4e. ,rica on snail occur In accordance with the CAI.Green Code. 

, is.. re:;klent, I Du, a,ngs with roof slopes of s 2: 12 for San Diego's climate zones (7 and 10). 
p • • Cou'1y l'l'!l ar oted here. 

, ~lueu,ie .,ad -1 :a table ma1be used as an alternative to compliance with the aged solar 



Fixtt.'fe Type Maximum Row Rate 

18 gpm@ SO psi 
- ----- ------ -----------+- ------- ----- - -----! 

0.35 gpm @60 psi 

1.6 gpm@ 60 psi 

16 [rim space(in.)/20 gpm@ 60 psi) 

0.18 gallons/t)'Cle 

0.18 I rim space(in.)/20 gpm @ 60 psi] 

112 gallons/flush 

1.12 gallons/flush 

112 gallons/flush 

112 gallons/flush 

0.5 gallons/flush 
Caltfpmla Cm,n BuffdlnC Standards Cg ICAlG Xlll) Tier 1 non-resldentlal voluntaJy measures sha:m In Tables AS.303.2.3.1 and 

tallfDmfa P!Ufflblng r.ode fot t:lehnit;un. of eaeh fixture type. 

::!O.::Sgpm oro•!la oans 11oybe usedto achieve reduction. 



Co 

D"..,or-type u sn. o.s, ers 

..... C!a:e:iunte,• Je iJiSn,,ashers 

Maximum Water Factor 
(WF) that will reduce the use of water by 10 percent 

below the Galifornia Energy Commissions' WF standards 
for commercial clothes washers located in TIiie 20 

of the Ga//fomia Code of ReguJations. 

0. 70 maximum gallons per rack (2.6 L) 
(High-Temperature) 

0.95 maximum gallons per rack (3.6 L) 
(High-Temperature) 

0.62 maximum gallons per rack (4.4 
l) (Chemical) 

1.16 maximum gallons per rack (2.6 
L) (Chemical) 

0.98 maximum gallons per rack (3.7 
L) (Chemical) 

0.90 maximum gallons per rack (3.4 L) 
(High-iemoerature) ____ ,:...._ ___ _ 

Consume no more than 10 gallons per hour (38 l/h) in the full operational mode. 

Function at equal too less than 1.6 gallons per minute (0.10 l/s) at 60 psi (414 kPa) and 
• Be capable of cleaning 60 plates in an average time of not more than 30 

Seron<IS per plate. 
• Be equ;pped with an integral automatic shutoff. 
• Ot''e.ate at static p~essure of at least 30 psi (207 kPa) when designed for a flow 

rate of 1.3 gallons per minute (0.08 L/s) or less. 
. Callfomla Green Bwlding Stgndards r.ode(CA!. 0 ;ar ,) Tier 1,1on-raslde~dal voluntary measures £1town In Section AS.303.3. See 

cautomla Plumbing Code . ce, ,.x.-1 .f.Ml. 




