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Are high-efficiency toilets contributing to lower
water use rates in the City of Tempe?
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Installing low-flow toilets garners long-terms benefits. Learning from New York: A Future Application...
New York City’s Department of Environmental Protection launched a $23 million

Low-Flow Toilet Payback Period Concluded that houses that had installed program to replace as many 200,000 toilets in up to 10,000 buildings citywide.
This program is said to have ultimately save about 10 million gallons of water
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