
CHAPTER2 
Revisions to the Draft El R 

2.1 Introduction 
This chapter describes changes made to the Proposed Project since the publication of the Draft 

EIR as well as text changes made to the Draft EIR in response to a conm1ent letter, a change 

initiated by City staff, or in response to a modification to the Proposed Project. 

Under CEQA, recirculation of all or part of an EIR may be required if significant new 

information is added after public review and prior to certification. According to CEQA 
Guidelines section 15088.5(a), new information is not considered significant "unless the EIR is 

changed in a way that deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a 

substantial adverse environmental effect of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such 

an effect (including a feasible project alternative) that the project's proponents have declined to 

implement." More specifically, the CEQA Guidelines define significant new infomiation as 

including: 

• A new significant environmental impact resulting from the project or from a new mitigation 

measure; 

• A substantial increase in the severity of an enviromnental impact that would not be reduced to 

insignificance by adopted mitigation measures; 

• A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from those 

analyzed in the Draft EIR that would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of lhe project 

and which the project proponents decline to adopt; and 

• A Draft EIR that is so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory that 

meaningful public review and connnent were precluded. 

The changes to the Proposed Project and text changes described below update, refine, clarify, and 

amplify the project information and analyses presented in the Draft EIR. Pursuant to CEQA 

Guidelines section l 5088.5, recirculation of a Draft ETR is required only if: 

1) a new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new 
mitigation measure proposed to be implemented; 

2) a substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless 
mitigation measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of insignificance; 
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3) a feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others 
previously analyzed would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the project, but 
the project's proponents decline to adopt it; or 

4) the draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature 
that meaningful public review and comment were precluded. 

No new significant impacts are identified, and no infomiation is provided that would involve a 

substantial increase in severity of a significant impact that would not be mitigated by measures 

agreed to by the project applicant. In addition, no feasible new or considerably different project 

alternatives or mitigation measures '·"'·'···'····'·'·'·'···'······'··'··'''··'''''·'·········""·''·'···''··'···''·'·''··'····'·'··'·''·'·'····· .. , .. , ........... , .... ::.:.,·. 

<<l;·•l·iti.fi~, .. L Finally, there are no changes or set of changes that would reflect fundan1ental 

inadequacies in the Draft EIR. Recirculation of any part of the EIR therefore is not required. 

2.2 Text Changes to the Draft EIR 
This section summarizes text changes made to the Draft EIR either in response to a comment 

letter, initiated by City staff, or in response to a modification to the Proposed Project. New text is 

indicated in double underline and text to be deleted is reflected by a strike through. Text changes 

are presented in the page order in which they appear in the Draft EIR. 

The text revisions provide clarification, amplification, and corrections that have been identified 

since publication of the Draft EIR. The text changes do not result in a change in the analysis or 

conclusions of the Draft EIR. 

2.2.1 

2.2.1.1 

Summary 
Changes in Response to Comments 

Page S-56, Table S-2, line 1 is revised to read: 

Mjtjgatjon Measure 3 2~2(e) 

If ZE or NZE shuttle buses sufficient to meet operational requirements of the TOM Program described in Mitigation 
_Me_as_ur_e __ 3J_4c2iblaLe_cteiermloadJg __ b_e_r;_gmmerolallt-a\ialla12le __ andJLnanolall\iJeaslhle,Jb_e_prn1e_cLap_pJjr;_ants_ball 
provide bidding prioritv to encourage their use as part of the TOM Proaram. 

Page S-72, Table S-2, line 4 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.8-4 

Prior to initiating any ground disturbing activities on the Project Site, the project applicant shall prepare a Soil 
Management Plan (SMP) that is submitted IQ and reviewed and approved by the Los Angeles County Health Hazardous 
Materials Division (HHMD)California Department of Toxic S11bstances Control !DTSCl the I os Angeles Remona I Water 
Qua Ii~ Control Board LLARWOCB) the Los Angeles Count',' Fire Department (LACFDl Site Miltgation Unit LSMU) or 
g_\b_er__app_llca_bJe __ r_eguJalgN __ agenQ_\L_b_mdng_Jurlsctlolj_oo __ tQ __ Le\ij_ew __ gr__a_pp_m\ie __ tb_e __ S_Mf'. The SMP shall be prepared by a 
Registered Environmental Assessor (REA) or other qualified expert. and shall address the findings of the two EKI 
technical memoranda dated June 28, 2019, and/or subsequent relevant studies. 

During construction, the contractor shall implement the SMP. If unidentified or suspected contaminated soil or 
groundwater evidenced by stained soil, noxious odors, or other factors, is encountered during site preparation or 
construction activities on any portion of the Project Site, work shall stop in the excavation area of potential 
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contamination. Upon discovery of suspect soils or groundwater, the contractor shall notify the l=ll=IMP DTSC 
LARWOCB SMU and/or other ap.!Jlicable regulator\' agenc\I and retain an REA or qualified professional to collect soil 
samples to confirm the type and extent of contamination that may be present 

If contamination is confirmed to be present, any further ground disturbing activities within areas of identified or 
suspected contamination shall be conducted according to a site specific health and safety plan, prepared by a California 
state licensed professional. The contractor shall follow all procedural direction given by l=ll=IMP DTSC LARWQCB 
SMU and/or other applicable regulatory agency and in accordance with the SMP to ensure that suspect soils are 
isolated, protected from runoff, and disposed of in accordance with transport laws and the requirements of the licensed 
receiving facility 

If contaminated soil or groundwater is encountered and identified constituents exceed human health risk levels, ground 
disturbing activities shall not recommence within the contaminated areas until remediation is complete and a "no further 
action" letter is obtained from the appropriate regulatory agency or direction is otherwise given from the appropriate 
re_g_ulaim11 __ ag_enc11Jm_a_c_ourne_Q!_aclj_QD __ ttlaLwo_uJct_allow_that construction can commence to recommence within an11 
s11ch areas. The project applicant shall submit the "no further action" letter or eciillvaleffi notification doc11menti~ direction 
frnmJb_e_rn9ulalm:\f_a_geoc_)' to the City prior to resumption of any ground disturbing activity on the relevant portion of the 
Project Site. If compounds in soil are identified in concentrations that trigger SCAOMD's Rules 1166 or 1466 the SMP 
will reguire com.!Jliance with such rules. 

Page S-78, Table S-2, lines 1and2 are revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.11-1 

• Designate a Community Affairs Liaison and create a teleghone hotline and email address to reach this person with 
mntacU.of.or.matio_o conspicuously p_osiect post this p@rson's number around the Prolect Site proj@ct sit@, in adjacent 
public spaces, and in construction notifications. If the Community Affairs Liaison hotline is not staffed 24 hours per 
day the hotline shall provide an automatic answering feature with date and time stamp recording to answer calls 
when the phone is 1mattended The Community Affairs Liaison shall be responsible for responding to any local 
complaints about construction activities associated with the Pro_posed Project 

I_he This Community Affairs Liaison shall investigate evaluate and attempt to resolve noise comj;>laints related to 
construction activities of the Proposed Pro1ect recei"@ all public complaints ebout construction noise disturl:>ences 
and bs r@sponsible lor dstermining the c<1use ol ths complaint and implementation ol leasible measures to bs tal(en 
to alleviate lhe problem. The Community Affairs Liaison shall coordinate with a designated construction contractor 
representative to im_plement the following: lor the purpGse of iwestigating the noise distureance and undertaking all 
leasillle-meawre&.t&-pr-OleGt-publiG-fiealtf\-aoo-safety-

o Document and respond to each noise complaint. 

o Attempt to contact the person(sl making the noise complaint as soon as feasible and no later than one business 

~ 
Conduct a prompt investigation to attempt to determine if construction activities related to the Proposed Project 
mntrlb_ute_iLs.ub_stanli_aLamo.uoLg1mii>_e_rn_latedJo __ ttle __ mm_plaj_ot 

ltitls_re.ai>_Qna_bl\l_cteiermlo_ed __ b'f'_l.tle __ Cg_m_m_uoii)'_N!ajrn __ Lialsg_0_ibaLmnslmctio_ocLelaiect __ ooj_se __ descrlb_ed__loJb_e 
complaint exceeds ambient exterior noise levels by 5 dBA or more at a noise sensitive use then the Community_ 
Affairs Liaison shall identify and implement feasible reasonable measures within the Project Site to address the 
noise com_plai nt. 

ExampJe_s __ of.Ie_as_ona_ble __ measurn_sJba1ma_\'-he_j_m_plemente_d_w_ltbj_oJbe __ f'm1ecLS_lte..lncJucte+_b_uLarn __ oQUimiied __ tQ: 

Confirming construction eg_uipment and related noise su_p_pression devices are maintained _per manufacturers' 
specifications· 

o Ensuring construction eauipment is not idled for extended periods of time· and/or 

o Evaluating feasible relocations of eauipment alternatives to specific types of equipment or resequencing of 
ccinstruction<Jctivitiesmas __ ap_pro_priatil __ vvhil<lrnaintainingJhe __ projectschedule __ and __ safety 

• Adjacent noise-sensitive residents and commercial uses (i.e., educational, religious, transient lodging) within 500 feet 
of demolition and pile driving activity shall be notified of the construction schedule, as well as the name and contact 
information of the project Community Affairs Liaison. 

Mitigation Measure 3.11-2(a) 

Operations Noise Reduction Plan. The project applicant shall prepare ag Operations Noise Reduction Plan which shall 
include measures designed to minimize im_pacts to offsite noise-sensitive land uses. for major event pre and post event 
oondition&that--restilts-ffi-GOmposite-f1Gfse-levels-lfom-amp1i.ffed-soHREi-ancl-meGhaAiGal-e<qWpment--0f-f1G-mOfe-thaf\ 
3 dB 4 O"er ambient conditions at any noise sensili"e r@ceplor. The level of noise reduction to __ b_e_acb_le11_ed __ h)'Jbe 
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Operations Noise Reduction Plan shall be documented by a qualified noise consultant and submitted to the City. The 
Operations Noise Reduction Plan shall be submitted to and approved by the City prior to the issuance of the first Plaza 
hujJctlog_permlLand_llerl!ie_d_mlQLtQJbe__lss_uanc_e_QUbe_C_er_tlfic_ale_QJQcc_up_anc\IJQLibe __ !irnLE'laza __ B_uild_log. lifst-majBf 
event-"3t-lhe-AfeRa,--Neise-fedt1Gti0~-strnt-egies-ootilEl-iflGltide,--bill-ar-e-ruMimiled,-the-folbwil'll} 

The Operations Noise Reduction Plan shall include the following: 

• ConstructiGf\-ef the permanent sound barriers included in the Project as project design features fas depicted on 
Emurn __ 2cl9_!2Ube_DrnftElESJ, or construction of permanent sound barriers that achieve an equivalent or better noise 
reduction as the permanent sound barriers proposed as project design features. 

• ~Design and install noise generating mechanical equipment, ~such as emergency generators, 
transformers, andi:QJ: HVAC units "'ith sound so that such equipment would not cause exceedance of the ambient 
conditions __ b\f __ rnore(h<Jn __ 3 __ dl3,l\ __ a(anJlnoise __ sensitive __ rec~J>torbJ£rneanscifacciustical enc losu res __ sil<lncersmbarriers 
relocation, and/or other noise-reducing a_pproaches. 

• Locate noise generating mechanical equipment at the furthest feasible distance from sensitive receptors as feasible. 

• E:nclciseJhe __ rciono_orestauran(space __ l'lith __ a __ rnilterialsuchasglass __ vvith __ a __ rninirnurn __ density __ of35_pounds __ per __ sgu<Jre 
foot (3 5 lbs/sf). that is at least 60 inches high+ and has no gaps between each panel or between the panel floor. and 
as allowed by buildin,g code that would serve as a noise barrier that would provide a minimum of 8 dBA sound_ 
insertion loss. 

• Design any amplified sound system equipment and/or structures in the Plaza to ensure that aggregate noise from 
mec_ba_ojc_aLand __ ampljflect_s_gu_0ct_r_es_uJUo __ og_lseJe11_eJs __ o_g_gr_eaierJban __ 3_ct88_!2\ieLambj_entc_gndjb_gns_f1cb_gu_r__Le_qta1 
an\( noise sensitive recei;>tor durin,g major event pre- and post-event conditions. Measures to achieve this standard 
may include but are not limited to 

o Design the outdoor stage and sound amplification system (placement, directivity orientation 3AdJGI' number of 
speakers, andi:QJ: maximum volume) so as to limit noise levels near noise-sensitive receptors. 

o Utilize sound-absorbing materials on the exterior of Plaza ~ strnc_turns_w_bern_awrmxla_te __ arnJ __ effe_Gtl\leJg 
reduce noise levels at aqjacent off-site sensitive receptors. 

• Enclose the rooltop restaurant space with a material that would serve as a noise barrier such as glass. 

Page S-91 Table S-2, line 1 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.14-2(c) 

The project applicant shall work with the City of Inglewood and the City of Los Angeles to implement capacity-increasing 
improvements at the West Century Boulevard/La Cienega Boulevard intersection. Recommended improvements include 
two elements 

a) Restripe the westbound approach to convert the outside through/right lane to a dedicated right-turn lane and 
operate it with an overlap phase. This is consistent with the LAX Landside Modernization Program improvements 
planned for this location 

b) Remove median island on the west leg and restripe the eastbound and westbound approaches to add second left-
turn lanes in each direction 

S_b!2uJctJbe_se__lmprn11_emenis._he __ de_eme_d_j_0f.ea_s.lbJe,_ibe_amllcaoLand __ Cji\'.R_Unglew_go_d __ s.b_aJLw_QLk_w_ltb_LAQQI-1Q 
identif\I and if feasible implement a substitute measure of equivalent effectiveness at substantially similar cost 
A_s.u_bsb_tut_e __ mea_s.urnJb_aLca_0_j_mpr_g\leJbe __ Ql/_ernJLs.afetx_0Hbjs__loierne_cU!2o __ m_uJd__lnclucte+-huLo_gt__beJlmltedJg+ 
provision of transportation system management !TS Ml measures or a commensurate contribution to such measures 

Page S-92 Table S-2, line 1 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.14-21pl 

The proiect applicant shall work with the City of Inglewood, the City of Hawthorne, and Caltrans to investig_ate the 
feasibility of adding a second eastbound left-turn lane or extending the length of the single existing left-turn lane on 
l2lltb __ Strn_eLaUb_e_LlQ5-_Easibg_und __ QnLQfLRamp_s_wj_\bj_oJbe __ exlslj_og__p_a\lementwldib __ and,__lLcte1ermloe_dJg __ b_eJea_slbJ_e 
within the existing pavement width to implement the improvement 
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Page S-93 Table S-2, line 1 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.14-3(j) 

The project applicant shall work with the City of Inglewood and the City of Los Angeles to remove the median island on 
the north leg and construct a second left-turn lane on southbound La Cienega Boulevard at Centinela Avenue. Should 
these improvements be deemed infeasible the project applicant and City of Inglewood shall work with LADOT t-o-­
identifv and if feasible implement a substitute measure of equivalent effectiveness at substantially similar cost 
A substitute measure that can imQrove the overall safetl( of this intersection could include but not be limited to 
Pil2\iisj_oD __ oLtrnrn12ortatlon __ sxstem __ maoag_ementiISMLmeasurn_s_oLa_c_Qmmernur_ate __ gQoirj_builonJo_s_ug_b __ mej;is_ureiL 

Page S-94 Table S-2, line 6 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.14-8(b) 

The project applicant shall work-will+-Gallr.arn-tG-implemsm grovide a one-time contribution of $1 500 000 to Caltrans 
im"larcts_j_mplemeoiailon_o_Uhe following traffic management system improvements along the 1-105 corridor 

a) Changeable message sign (CMS) on the eastbound 1-105 between the 1-405 connector ramp and the eastbound 
South Prairie Avenue off-ramp 

b) CMS on the westbound 1-105 between Vermont Avenue and the westbound Crenshaw Boulevard off-ramp. 

c) Closed circuit television cameras on the westbound Crenshaw Boulevard off-ramp, the South Prairie Avenue off­
ramp, the westbound Hawthorne Boulevard off-ramp, and the eastbound 12oth Street off-ramp to 1-105. 

Page S-97, Table S-2, line 2 is revised to add the following footnote: 

Mitigation Measure 3.14-15 

g) Maintain safe and efficient access routes for emergency vehicles and transit.§ 

(Footnote 5: The project applicant shall coordinate withIV1etro Bus Operations Control Special Events Coordinator at 
2JJc222,.c\_632 __ arn:l_M-''-\LQ'~-S_\gp_~ __ arn:l_ZQD_.,"5 __ I2im_m:l:rnrnLa\.2JJc222_,;;12Q __ llQLlat~L!h_a11JQ __ dl!YB __ b..,foKlh.,_~l:m:L0Ll'rni.,~t 
~onstluction. Other municipal bus services rnav also be impacted and shall be included in construction outreach efforts.\ 

Page S-100 Table S-2, line 1 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3 14-18(s) 

The project applicant shall make a one-time contribution of $280 000 to the LADOT to help fund and implement 
Intelligent Transportation Svstems flTSl improvements at intersections in which the Project causes a significant impact 
for which a specific mitigation that would reduce this impact to less than significant could not be identified. These 12 
intersections are identified in Table 3.14-63 Cumulative plus Project (Major Event) with Mitigation Conditions and Table 
3.14-99 Cumulative (with The Forum) plus Pro1ect (Major Event) with Mitigation Conditions. 

• Concourse Wav I West Centurv Boulevard 

• Western Avenue I West Centurv Boulevard 

• Vermont Avenue I West Centurv Boulevard 

• \/.9-o_.t'152t;_t;__/iV_fZOJJ.<1JM9_0r;_f]52:;_/52e_f!_QJJ./<1_V_9-Ld 

• Western Avenue I Manchester Boulevard 

• Normandie Avenue I Manchester Boulevard 

• \l.<1on_QO_tA'l_m/df2l__Mg_o_r;_/]_f!"iif!Lf!_Q/dffZV_fiIQ 

• Hoover Avenue I Manchester Boulevard 

• Fig_ueroa Street I Manchester Boulevard 
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• 1-110 Southbound On/Off-Ramps I Manchester Boulevard 

• t_,_1__1-Q_N_orthbouad __ Qa/Qff,RampsIManr;;fle_sJeLB_oule_l/_flld 

• Crenshaw Boulevard I Florence Avenue 

Page S-l 01 Table S-2, line 2 is revised to read: 

MitigaJ:iJ:mMeasure3,'14-24(b} 
The project applicant shall provide a one-time contribution of $1 524 900 which represents a fair share contribution of 
funds towards Caltrans' 1-405 Active Traffic Management fATMl/Corridor Management fCMl project. 

2.2.1.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

Page S-25, the second full paragraph, is revised to read: 

The Project Site is currently developed with a fast-food restaurant, a motel, a light 

manufacturing/warehouse facility, a warehouse, and a groundwater well and related 

facilities. The Project Site does nol contain any resicleHees residential or dwelling units 
within the site's boundaries, and has no pennanent rn1cl or existmg residential population. 

The mole! use mav include a manager's unit which would polentiallv displace the 

manager at the time the motel is demolished. The motel use, however, is commercial 

rall1er than residential in character and the availability of an apartment for the manager is 

not considered a pemmnent residence. Thus the Proposed Project would not directly Qr 

indirectly displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing units necessitating 

the construction of new housing elsewhere. 

This change to Sununary Chapter is being made to make the text consistent with revisions 

regarding population and housing tlmt were made in response to comments provided in Chapter 3. 

See revisions made under Section 2.2.16, Section 3.12, Population, Employment, and Housing, 

below. 

Page S-55, Table S-2, line 2 is revised to read: 

TABLE S-2 
SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

Mitigation Measure 

Mitigation Measure 3.2-2(c) 

The project applicant shall prepare and implement a Construction Emissions Minimization Plan. Before a construction 
permit is issued, the project applicant shall submit this plan to the City Department of Public 'Alorl~s E_mno_mj_canct 
Communill! Devebpment for review and approval. The plan shall detail compliance with the following requirements: 

1) The Plan shall set forth in detail how the project applicant will implement Project Design Feature 3.2-1 

2) The Plan shall require construction contractor(s) to use off- road diesel- powered construction equipment that 
meets or exceeds California Air Resources Board (CARB) and US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Tier 4 
off-road emissions standards or equivalent for equipment rated at 50 horsepower or greater. Such equipment shall 
be outfitted with Best Available Control Technology (BACT) devices including, but not limited to, a CARB certified 
Level 3 Diesel Particulate Filters. This requirement shall be included in applicable bid documents, and the 
successful contractor(s) shall be required to demonstrate the ability to supply compliant equipment prior to the 
commencement of any construction activities. A copy of each unit's certified tier specification and CARB or South 
Coast Air Quality Management District operating permit (if applicable) shall be available upon request at the time of 
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TABLE S-2 
SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

Mitigation Measure 

mobilization of each applicable unit of equipment. The City shall require quarterly reporting and provision of written 
documentation by contractors to ensure compliance, and shall conduct regular inspections to ensure compliance 
with these requirements. 

Page S-60, Table S-2, line 1 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.4-1 

b) Cultural Resources Sensitivity Training. The qualified archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall conduct 
construction worker archaeological resources sensitivity training at the Project kick-off meeting prior to the start of 
ground disturbing activities (including vegetation removal, pavement removal, etc.) and will present the Plan as 
outlined in (ig), for all construction personnel conducting, supervising, or associated with demolition and ground 
disturbance, including utility work, for the Project. In the event construction crews are phased or rotated. additional 
training shall be conducted for new construction personnel working on ground-disturbing activities. Construction 
personnel shall be informed of the types of prehistoric and historic archaeological resources that may be 
encountered, and of the proper procedures to be enacted in the event of an inadvertent discovery of archaeological 
resources or human remains. Documentation shall be retained by the qualified archaeologist demonstrating that the 
appropriate construction personnel attended the training. 

Page S-65, Table S-2, line 1 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.6-2 

a) Prepare, design, and implement a monitoring and mitigation ~Qlg!:) for the Project consistent with Society of 
Vertebrate Paleontology Guidelines. The Plan shall define pre-construction coordination, construction monitoring for 
excavations based on the activities and depth of disturbance planned for each portion of the Project Site, data 
recovery (including halting or diverting construction so that fossil remains can be salvaged in a timely manner), 
fossil treatment, procurement, and reporting. The Plan monitoring and mitigation program shall be prepared and 
approved by the City prior to the issuance of the first grading permit. If the qualified paleontologist determines that 
the Project-related grading and excavation activity will not affect Older Quaternary Alluvium, then no further 
mitigation is required 

Page S-66, Table S-2, line 1 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.7-1(a) 

GHG Reduction Plan. Prior to the start of construction the project applicant shall retain a aualified expert to prepare a 
GHG Reduction Plan (Plan). The Ci!Ji shall a>nirove the exgert retained for this gurj)ose to confirm the consultant has_ 
ibe..re.g_uisjie .. eime.djsJ;LCo.mrn.oe.ois..D.Ube..E'lanrn.le11.anUQ .. mnslrn.c.tjo.o .. GHG.e.mlsstQns..s.baJLbe..s.ubiec.UQ_rn11.lew .. a.od 
agproval by the City Chief 811ildinq Official 2rior to iss1iance of the first constn1ction 2ermit Com2onents of thegUl:ce 
Plan relevant to operational GHG emissions including the annual GHG Verification Report process described below 
shall be subject to review and approval by the City Chief Building Official prior to issuance of the Certificate of 
Occuganq1 for the Arena. 

The pur2ose of the Plan is to document the Progosed Project's GHG emissions including emissions after Project­
specific GHG reduction measures are irn_plernented,, and to determine the net incremental emission reductions required 
to meet the "no net new" GHG emissions threshold over the 30-vear life of the Proposed Project. The Plan shall include 
a detailed description of the GHG emissions footprint for all operational components of the Proposed Project based on 
the best available operational and energy use data at time of approval and the latest and most up to date emissions 
modeling and estimation grotocols and methods. 
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The GHG Reduction Plan shall include the following elements: 

1) Project GHG Emissions. 

Page S-70, Table S-2, line 1 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.7-1(a)(2)(A) 

d. The TOM Program &Aallwill be a dynamic document that is expected to be revised and refined as 
monitoring is performed,--experience is gained, additional information is obtained regarding the Project 
transportation characteristics, and advances in technology or infrastructure become available. Any changes 
to the TOM Program shall be subject to review and approval by the City Traffic Engineer. In reviewing any 
proposed changes to the TOM Program, the City Traffic Engineer shall ensure that the TOM Program, as 
revised, is equally or more effective in addressing the issues set forth above. 

Page S-71, Table S-2, line 2 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.7-1(b) 

Annual GHG Verification Report. The project operator shall prepare an Annual GHG Verification Repcrt, which shall 
be submitted to the City, with a copy provided to CARB, in th@ first qu<irl@r of Bach y@<ir on an annual basis following the 
commencement of project operations. The Annual GHG Verification Report shall estimate the Project's emissions for 
the previous year based on operational data and methods, and using appropriate emissions factors for that year, as set 
forth in the GHG Reduction Plan, and determine whether additional offset credits. or other measures. are needed for the 
Project to result in net zero GHG emissions. It shall include a process for verifying the actual number and attendance of 
net new, market-shifted, and backfill events 

Page S-87 Table S-2, line 3 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.14-2(a) 

k) Parking Garage/Lot Operations Through effective garage/lot operations, vehicles do not spill back onto public 
streets and adversely affect the roadway network prior to events while waiting to enter garages/lots. 

The Event TMP shall be sub1ect to review and approval bv the Citv Traffic Engineer. The City Traffic Enrnneer shall in 
performing this review confirm that the Event TMP meets these standards. 

The Event TMP will be a dynamic document that is expected to be revised and refined as monitoring is performed 
ex_pe_riern;_e_j_s_gained, __ ad_dilj_QnaJ_j_0f_Qr_mati1:m__Ls_QbiaLGe_d_rngardj_og_t_tie __ E'r1m_QseJLE'mle_Gt'sJr.anso_Qr_\aiLQn_c_ba_ractexii>_tlciL 
and advances in technoloQY or infrastructure become available. An\' changes to the Event TMP shall be subject to 
rn\lj_ew __ and __ a_pprnirnLbxJb_e __ CLtx __ Irn!fic __ Eoglneer_ __ LG_rn\lj_ewing__an\l _ _pmp_Qi>_ed __ c_bangesJQ __ ttle __ E_\lenLIMf'+_ttle __ CLtt.Irn!fic 
Engineer shall ensure that the Event TMP as revised is eauallv or more effective in addressing the issues set forth 
above. 

Page S-102 Table S-2, line 2 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.14-28(b) 

Th@ project <ipplirnnt shsll m<il<B e1 funding contribution to th@ City of Inglewood Public Works Tr<iffic Di"ision to h@lp 
fund and implement IT~ improvements at intersections in which the Project causes a significant impact lor which a 
specilic mitigation that would reduce this impact to less than significant could not be identified. Implement Mitigation 
Measure 3.14-2(02 (Financial Contribution to City ITS_Qrog_ramJ 
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2.2.2 
2.2.2.1 

Chapter 1, Introduction 
Changes in Response to Comments 

There are no text changes in response to comments in this chapter. 

2.2.2.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

There are no staff-initiated text changes in this chapter. 

2.2.3 
2.2.3.1 

Chapter 2, Project Description 
Changes in Response to Comments 

There are no text changes in response to comments in this chapter. 

2.2.3.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

Pages 2-88 and 2-89, Subsection 2.6, Actions, add bullet points 7 and 9 and bullet points 4, 6, 8, 

10, 11, and 14 are revised to reacl: 

• Approval of amendments to the General Plan's Land Use, and Circulation,1!nrJSflfo1y 
Elements, with conforming map and text changes to reflect the plan for the Proposed Project, 
including: 

Redesignalion of certain properties in the Land Use Element from Commercial to 
Industrial; 

Addition of specific reference to integrated sports and entertainment facilities and related 
and ancillary uses on properties in the Industrial land use designation texi; 

Updating Circulation Element maps and text to reflect vacation of portions of West 101 st 
Street and West 102nd Street and to show the location of the Proposed Project; and 

Updating Safely Element map to reflect lhe relocation of the municipal water well and 
related infrastructure. 

• Approval of amendments to Chapter l 2 and Chapt€r 5 of the Inglewood Municipal Code, 
including: 

Text amendments to create an overlay zone establishing development standards including 
standards for height, setbacks,Hstreetfrnntage, and lot size, permitted uses, signage 
regulations, noise regalations, parking rngulationsand loadin_g, public art rncpirnments, 
sit€ plan and design review processes under the Proposed Project-specific Development 
Guidelines (discussed below) addressing parcel map procedures, and, and other land use 
controls: and 

Confom1ing Zoning Map amendments applying the overlay zone to the Project Site or 
portions thereof 

• A12111o_y_gJ __ Q[_tar_g_~-t~~l,_ __ QQilfQrmitJ._g__t~x_Lam_~n_dn1~n_t_S_JQ~ __ an_d __ yya_i_y_~r_S_ __ QI_~x£~121ioJ1s __ frQ111,. __ o_th~r 
Inglewood Municipal Code chapters, as necessan;, includin_g but not limited to, Chapters 2, 3, 
5, 8, l 0, and 11, to permit development and operation of the Proposed Project 
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• Approval of right of way of permit to encroach on City streets. 

• AD_PIQYfll __ o_fJn1nsJ~I_Qf_£~tlain __ S_ug_g_~s_sQr __ A_g_~ng_y_'.:"_Q~Yn~_dJ?_ar_g~ls __ ~y_ifuin __ th_~ __ P1oj_~£t __ Sit~ __ to ___ th_~ 
City of faglewood 

• Approval of a Development Agreement (DA) addressing community benefits, a11(f vesting 
entitlements for the Proposed Project,, 

• and establishing lBEC Projeet speeifie Design Guidelines to Approval of Development 
Guidelines includin_g l J Implementation and Administration, 21 Design Guidelines, and 
3) Infrastructure Plall" The Desi_gn Guidelines will address certain design elements, including 
building orientation, massing, design and materials, plaza treatments, landscaping and 
lighting design, parking and loading design, pedestrian circulation, signage and graphics, 
walls, fences and screening, sustainability features, and siruilar elements. 

• Approval of subdivision map(s) or lot line adjustments to eonsolidate properties andJor adjust 
property bom1daries within the Projeet Site in compliance with the Subdivision Map and 
Artide22HQftbeHinglewQQdHMunici_paLCQdeJIMCJ 

• Any additional actions or permits deemed necessary to implement the Proposed Project, 
including encroachment demolition, grading, foundation, and building permits, any permits 
or approvals required for extended construction hours, tree removal permits, and other 
additional ministerial actions, pem1its, or approvals from the City of Inglewood that may be 
required. 

The changes to project actions are being made to reflect and refine the proposed changes to City 
Code and associated actions that are proposed for the Proposed Project to proceed. These 
proposed changes will ensure that the Proposed Project, if approved, is consistent with the City's 
General Plan and Municipal Code. These changes do not affect the analysis of the Proposed 
Project's environmental effects. 

2.2.4 
2.2.4.1 

Section 3.0, Introduction to the Analysis 
Changes in Response to Comments 

There are no text changes in response to comments in this section. 

2.2.4.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

Page 3.0-12, the following text is added after the last full paragraph: 

Subseauent to completion of the Cumulative Projects List in Mav 2018 and after 

substantial completion of the technical analyses that are reported in the Draft EIR, in June 

2019 the Citv began CEOA review of a proposal to add two digital billboards to locations 

on West Centurv Boulevard and South Prairie Avenue, immediately adjacent to the 

Project Site (the Billboard Project). The public review of the Citv's Draft Initial Studv for 

the Billboard Project was completed on April 14. 2020. As of May 22. 2020. the 

Billboard Project has been withdrawn and the City is no longer considering the project. 
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This revision is being made to reflect the fact that the Billboard Project proposal is no longer 

being considered by the City. 

2.2.5 
2.2.5.1 

Section 3.1 , Aesthetics 
Changes in Response to Comments 

There are no text changes in response to comments in this section. 

2.2.5.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

There are no staff-initiated text changes in this section. 

2.2.6 
2.2.6.1 

Section 3.2, Air Quality 
Changes in Response to Comments 

Page 3.2-30, the following is added after the seventh full paragraph (Rule 1138): 

Ru/,e 1166- Volati/,e Organic Compound Emissions from 
Decontamination ofSoit The rnle specifies the requirements to control 
theHe.missi@HQfYQCs.Hfmmmearth=mQYingQfYQCHrnnJ:aining_:mils,Hihe. 
rnle includes requirements for a Mitigation Plan. notification prior to 
decontamination. and monitoring during decontamination. Applicable 
minimization requirements include the application of water or vapor 
suppressant. 

Page 3.2-30, the following is added after the ninth full paragraph (Rule 1186 ): 

Ru/,e 1466 - Control of Particulate Emissions from Soils with Toxic Air 
Contaminants: This rnle specifies how to minimize off-site fugitive dust 
emis.siQns.rnntainingHIACs.Hd1JJ:ing_Hem·th=mQYingai.,:tiYitie.sJrnmHsitesth11t 
meet the applicabilitv requirement. Requirements include monitoring and 
minimizingthe.g_enerntiQnHQfemissi@sHd1u:ing_HexrnYation,grnding_, 
handling_, treating_, stockpiling_, transferring, and removing of soil that 
contains applicable toxic air contaminants. 

Both of the above revisions are being made based on Response to Conunent SCAQMD3-6. 

Page 3.2-41, the following is added at the end of Mitigation Measure 3.8-4: 

A.&r.J21'f{J?_(J.!'_(JtlQl1t:{the.H?Jitg11Q]ity_gmJs.S.iQllS.mQde.li11g,HQ!1HSe.1Hf?.!11Qi?.1'2ZH2f)l2,Jhe. 
US EPA and the National Highway_ Trafjj_c Sa&fJ!_ Administration f]jHTSA) p_ublished 
tbe.HSafel·AflQr_dgflJgFue.LEffkie.ntISAEEJfl_e_hide.s.HRule_J8AFe.d.HRe.g.H.5_L3_WLihf?. 
SAFE Part One Rule revokes Calitomia 's authorifJI to set its own vehicle emissions 
standards and to set zero emission vehicle mandates in Califbmia. In response to US 
EPA promulgation of the SAFE Part One Rule CARE published EMF AC off-model 
adiustmentjactors to account for chang_edfi1ture standards. Although the Rule is 
s._uhte.c.J1-Q£11rrf?.nt1itigCJJiQ11,1ntJnHe.y_g11tlhtJLiJis.11ltimgt_rJ:y_11J1121f?.me.111gd fiJJurg 
analysis years would be subtect to less stringent emissions standards. The result o[ 
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These changes are being made based on Response to Comment NRDC-7. 

Page 3.2-44, the following is added at the end of Mitigation Measure 3.8-4: 

If compounds in soil are identified in concentrations that trigger SCAOlv1D 's Rules 
LL6-6-_QrJ46.6.,_tlzg__S_MF__s_lzgllrg_qyj_re._c:_Qmp_limJc;g__with_s.1Kh_rnks_. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment SCAQMD3-6. 

Page 3.2-89, the following is added after Mitigation Measure 3 .2-2( d): 

Mitigation Measure 3.2-2(e) 

J[ZEQrNZEs.huttkb_u,~e,~,rn{fic;ig_nLtQ_mg_g_t_Qp_emtiQ@Lrnguir_mm1t~-Qftl!g_TDM 

Program described in lv!itigation Measure 3.14-2/b) are determined to be 
commercially available and financially feasible. the proiect applicant shall provide 
b_i_d_d_i_11gp_Tj_Qr_ity__tQ_QK_QMr_ggg__tlzg_ir_us.g__qs.12C1rtoltheTDMPmgmm. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment NRDC-9. 

2.2.6.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

Page 3 .2-88, the first paragraph of Mitigation Measure 3 .2-2( c) is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.2-2(c) 

The project applicant shall prepare and implement a Construction Emissions 
lv!inimization Plan. Before a construction pemzit is issued, the project applicant shall 
submit this plan to the City Department of Economic and Communi~v Development 
Public Works for review and approval. The plan shall detail compliance with the 
.following requirements: 

The revision to Mitigation Measure 3 .2-2( c) is being made to correct which City agency the 

Construction Emissions Minimization Plan needs to be submitted to. 

Page 3.2-88, Mitigation Measure 3.2-2(c )(2) is revised to read: 

2) The Plan shall require construction contractor(s) to use off- road diesel­
powered construction equipment that meets or exceeds California Air Resources 
Board (CARE) and US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Tier 4 off- road 
emissions standards, or equivalent,Jor equipment rated at 50 horsepower or 
greater. Such equipment shall be outfitted with Best Available Control 
Technology (BACT) devices including, but not limited to, a CARE certified 
Level 3 Diesel Particulate Filters. This requirement shall be included in 
applicable bid documents, and the successful contractor(s) shall be required to 
demonstrate the ability to supply compliant equipment prior to the 
commencement of any construction activities. A copy of each unit's certified tier 
specification and CARE or South Coast Air Quality lv1anagement District 
operating permit (if applicable) shall be available upon request at the time of 
mobilization of each applicable unit of equipment. The City shall require 
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quarterZv reporting and provision of written documentation by contractors to 
ensure compliance, and shall conduct regular inspections to ensure compliance 
with these requirements. 

The revision to Mitigation Measure 3 .2-2( c )(2) is being made to make the measure consistent 

with Construction Project Design Feature 3.2··1 and match the conclusion disclosed under lhe 

Level of Significant After Mitigation discussed on page 3 .2-89 of the Draft EIR. 

2.2.7 
2.2.7.1 

Section 3.3, Biological Resources 
Changes in Response to Comments 

Page 3.3-l l, after the last full paragraph, the following text is added: 

Project Design Features 

The Pro2osed Project would include several 2roject design features to reduce the 

potential for avian collisions as a result of project design or lighting. Although these 

features are part of the Proposed Project, these features are ex12ected to be incornorated as 
conditions of approval so that they will be enforceable by the Citv: 

Proiect Design Feature 3.3-1 

The proiect applicant would implement the following proiect design features. These 
.fj:gtun:_sHWQ!ildhfLitJr:ludedi11H(fJ2_f2li_r;qb_leHb_j_dHdQQWIJf.IJts.HDe,~ig_nfeatYJ'J~,LWQMld 
include thefollowing: 

• The Arena Structure would be designed to achieve Leadership_ in Energy and 
Environmental Design (LEED) Bird Collision Deterrence credits: 

• lb_g __ A_t_:?_llfJ __ ~~trllQtlA_r_g__}J!_QHfd __ Q_g __ d_?/iiK1J_?__d__t_Q __ b_g __ g_d_d_r_?/i_S_ __ t_h_r:_ __ b_g_s_t_p_f_'fJ_9__fJ~Q?__S_ __ Q{thg_ 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service Division oflvligratmy Bird A1anagement. 
the recommendations fOr bird friendlv materials established in the Citv o[New 
York Building Code and the design criteria fOr Building Feature-Related 
Hazards from the City of San Francisco Planning Department's Design Guide 
S_tgndar_dsJQr_flir_d=Saf~Building_s_,· 

• The Arena.tcu:;_ade and envelope composition would be made of translucent 
p_olvmerl3 panels with a pattern or metal substructure. along with opaque 
photovoltaic panels. The materials would be selected with the goal of achieving a 
ma::<.imt1mtbrrnt_ fqr;t_Qr_Q[2-5-p_l1r_s_llmiLtQt_h(!_Am(!_Tirn11Hflir_dHCQmery_a11JyBird 
Collision Deterrence A1aterial Threat Factor Reference Standard. To be 
r:_m1,~i:s_te11LwitbHthisH,~tandar_d,Htbepr_Qjer:L@12lirn11t_ha,~Hr;Qmmitt(!_dHthatalarg_e 

majQr_it]l_HQ[f_::<.t~mallJ1]J_i_s_i_b_leHgl.g:s_s__p_mzds_HwQt1ldim2ludeHaftitt~dfl11i:s_h, 14Hwhir:_h 
is both energv efficient and is perceived bv birds as a solid surhce reducing the 
pQtmt_i_alfQr_faJaLmlli_s_i_Qns;and 

• The lighting of the Arena Stmcture would be managed to minimize the votential 
to attract birds and create the potential fOr night collisions. Consistent with 
11igbt-clighti11g_stmzdards_Hefth(!_HC_it;y_HQ[SmzErnnr:i:s_r:_QPlmmi11gDep_ar_tment_'s_ 
Design Guide Standards fOr Bird-Safe Buildings. and consistent with the 
rnq_uir_emmtSHQ[theHE1AHd!iLtQHtl!(!_J!_tQ)lllfJity_HQ[t_/zeHPmier:LSitLtQLAX,the 
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Provosed Protect would not include the use ofsearchlig]zts or uv-lighting. Night 
lighting o(the Arena Structure -would be partiallv shielded bv the translucent 
panels that would help limit the escape Qf_·bright lights. 

(Footnote 13: Translucent polymer panels will be made of either ethylene tetraflouroethylene (ETFE) or 
polytetrafluoroethvlene rPTFEil 
CEC2Q\nQ\~_1'LEr_i\l_<:_d_gl_a_~~_j-~_glll~~-!h_athJJ~ __ b_,_,_n_f\!~"d_w_i\h _ _mgmJmI"d_g[JJ"5-~_nanid~BJ 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment PET A-7. 

Page 3.3-14, the last paragraph is revised to read: 

The Project Site itself is currently indirectly illuminated with existing nighttime lighting 

from streetlights, parking lots, and nearby shopping centers. As __ dese_ribed __ underPrniect 

Design Feature 3 .3-1, the Proposed Project would introduce lighting associated \Vi th the 

arena, __ the __ QJJ1dQorp1aza,andthe __ parking __ area::;,as __ we1Las;;m __ QYernllincreasedJeyeLof 

activity and noise. Consistent with night-lighting standards of the City of San Francisco 

Plannin_g __ Department'sDesignGuide __ Standards __ forBird=Safo __ BJJildings, __ and __ rnnsistent 

with the reguirements of the FAA due to the proximitv of the Project Site to LAX. the 

Prn12osed __ Prniee_LwQJJid __ nQLincbJde __ theJJse __ ofsearchlights __ Qrnp=Iighting, __ NighUi_ghting 

of the Arena Structure would be partially shielded by the translucent panels in order to 

helpJimiUhe __ escape __ QfbrightJig_hts. 

While the Proposed Project would result in removal of all existing street and Project Site 

trees, new landscaping would be installed and replacement of removed trees would occur 

(see Chapter 2. 0, Figure 2-18, Preliminary Landscaping Plan). Trees planted on the 

Project Site would be regularly maintained during operation of the Proposed Project. The 

new trees and landscaped vegetation on the Project Site could be illuminated by 

nighttime lighting and would be located in a highly activated area. The new trees and 

landscaping may provide suitable foraging and nesting habitat for migratory and resident 

birds and rap tors, however the type of vegetation that would be installed as landscaping 

at the Proposed Project would not fall into the categories of incompatible land uses in the 

Los __ AngelesJntemationaLAimortWildlifo __ Hazard __ Mana_gemenU!an.12 

(EQDlnQ_ti;;,_JS_~_L_Q~_t~_g~k~ __ \"lj__Qr_lQ_/A_irp_Qfl!3~_A_irp_Qrl__C_?__cti/ic;_atf_Qn_A1a11uaJ_,__L_Qs__AnggL?/Llnl?J::r1CJtiQng_L1_l_irugrL(l~tYlJ!fiI4l_i[?_ 
Hazard Management Plan December 2016 Pl'- 337-8_ 1 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment PETA-7. 

2.2.7.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

There are no staff-initiated text changes in this section. 

2.2.8 
2.2.8.1 

Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources 
Changes in Response to Comments 

There are no text changes in response to comments in this section. 
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2.2.8.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

Page 3.4-25, Mitigation Measure 3.4-1, bullet point b) is revised to read: 

b) Cultural Resources Sensitivity Training. The qualified archaeologist and Native 
American Monitor shall conduct construction worker archaeological resources 
sensitivity training at the Project kick-off meeting prior to the start of ground 
disturbing activities (including vegetation removal, pavement removal, etc.) and 
will present the Plan as outlined in (i-lJ),.for all construction personnel 
conducting, supervising, or associated with demolition and ground disturbance, 
including utility work, for the Project. In the event construction crews are phased 
or rotated, additional training shall be conducted.for new construction personnel 
working on ground-disturbing activities. Construction personnel shall be 
in.formed of the types of prehistoric and historic archaeological resources that 
may be encountered, and of the proper procedures to be enacted in the event of 
an inadvertent discove1y of archaeological resources or human remains. 
Documentation shall be retained by the qualified archaeologist demonstrating 
that the appropriate construction personnel attended the training. 

The revision to Mitigation Measure 3 .4-1, bullet point b) is being made to correct a typographical 

error. 

2.2.9 
2.2.9.1 

Section 3.5, Energy Demand and Conservation 
Changes in Response to Comments 

There are no text changes in response to comments in this section. 

2.2.9.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

There are no staff-initiated texi changes in this section. 

2.2.1 O Section 3.6, Geology and Soils 
2.2.10.1 Changes in Response to Comments 

There are no text changes in response to comments in this section. 

2.2.10.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

Page 3.6-28, Mitigation Measure 3.6-2, bullet point a) is revised to read: 

a) Prepare, design, and implement a monitoring and mitigation pmgram rdm1Jor 
the Project consistent with Society of Vertebrate Paleontology Guidelines. The 
Plan shall define pre-construction coordination, construction monitoring.for 
excavations based on the activities and depth of disturbance planned ftir each 
portion of the Project Site, data recovel}' (including halting or diverting 
construction so that fossil remains can be salvaged in a timely manner), fossil 
treatment, procurement, and reporting. The Plan monitoring and mitigation 
program shall be prepared and approved by the City prior to the issuance of the 
first grading permit. If the qualified paleontologist determines that the Project-
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related grading and excavation activity will not affect Older Quaternary 
Alluvium, then no fi1rther mitigation is required. 

The revison lo Mitigation Measure 3.6-2, bullet point a) is being made to provide consistent 

language in referring to the monitoring and mitigation plan. 

2.2.11 Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
2.2.11.1 Changes in Response to Comments 

Page 3.7-l 5, the fifth bullet is revised to read: 

• SB 1383, which requires a 50 percent reduction in anthropogenic black carbon 

and a 40 percent reduction in hydrofluorocarbon and methane emissions below 

2013 levels by 2030. where methane emission reduction goals include a 

15mP.(;IQ(;JJtr:c;d11c;tioninH1:h(;Hk_yc;LQfs.llit(;Widc;Hdis.P.QS.llLQ[m:g;mic;mw11s.tc;Jrnm 

2014 levels by 2025; and 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment LACDPWl-3. 

2.2.11.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

Page 3.7-58, Mitigation Measure 3.7-1 (a) is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.7-l(a): 

GHG Reduction Plan. Prior to the start of construction, the project applicant shall 
retain a qual(fjed exvert to12rep_are a GHG Reduction Plan (Elan}. The City shall 
approve the expert retained fOr this purpose to confirm the consultant has the 
requisite expertise. Components of the Plan relevant to construction GHG emissions 
shall be subiect to review and approval bv the City ChiefBuilding Official prior to 
iss_tHJllG_f_HQ[tb& fj_r_s_trnns_frMc_tjQnp_c_rmit_.HCQmpQn<mts_Hof_"tb_c_m'J•ilK.Plm11dc_1y111LtQ 
operational GHG emissions. including the annual GHG Verification Report process 
d<:,~Qjb_c_d_b_{!_fQ11J_,H,~halLb_f_,~Mhlec_UQHrnJdc_wqnd@P-rny_gLb_)l_Hfl!(?_HCi_tyHChi<:[BMildi11g_ 

Official prior to issuance of the Certificate C!,f"Occupancyfor the Arena. 

Ih<ip!ilJ2Q8-LQftb<:HPlanis_HtQHdQc_um<:nUl!(?_Pr.Ql2Qs_f!dPmi<:c_C~GHGHc_mi,~siQm, 
including emissions after Project-sp_ecific GHG reduction measures are implemented. 
and to determine the net incremental emission reductions required to meet the "no 
1_1c_t_11c_w"HGHGQnis_siQ11s_tb_r.c_s_b_Q]d_Qy_c_[jb_c_H3-Qcyc_qr.fife.Hg{thc_Ern12QSf_dHPrni(?_c_f. 
The Plan shall include a detailed description o(the GHG emissions fOotprint for all 
Q£f_LYJtiQllf1Lmm12Q11mt~HQft_fgF_r.Ql2Q8-<:dPmi<:c_thasc_dQ11Ht_bf!Hbc_s_tqy_qi_lahl<: 
operational and energy_ use data at time o(approval and the latest and most up to 
date emissions modeling and estimation protocols and methods. 

The GHG Reduction Plan shall include the following_ elements: 

1) Project GHG Emissions. 
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Page 3.7-62, Mitigation Measure 3.7-l(a), bullet point (2)(A)( d) is revised lo read: 

d. The TDAf Program shall will be a dynamic document that is expected to be 
revised and refined as monitoring is perfmmed, experience is gained, additional 
information is obtained regarding the Project~ transportation characteristics, 
and advances in technology or infrastructure become available. Any changes to 
the IDA! Program shall be subject to review and approval by the City Traffic 
Engineer. In reviewing any proposed changes to the TDJ\1 Program, the City 
Traffic Engineer shall ensure that the TDJ\1 Program, as revised, is equally or 
more effective in addressing the issues set forth above. 

These revisions to Mitigation Measure 3.7-l(a) are being made to minor the language in 

Mitigation Measure 3. l 4-2(b ). The revisions are designed to ensure that the way in which the 

TDM program is described and implemented is consistent 

Page 3. 7-64, the first paragraph of Mitigation Measure 3. 7-1 (b) is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3. 7-l(b) 

Annual GHG Verification Report. The project operator shall prepare an Annual 
GHG Verification Report, which shall be submitted to the City, with a copy provided 
to CARE, in the first quarter afeach yearQ11_m1g111111J1Lb_qs_is_following the 
commencement of project operations. The Annual GHG Verification Report shall 
estimate the Project's emissions for the previous year based on operational data and 
methods, and using appropriate emissionsfi:.1ctorsfor that year, as set forth in the 
GHG Reduction Plan, and determine ·whether additional off.~et credits, or other 
measures, are needed for the Project to result in net zero GHG emissions. It shall 
include a process for verifoing the actual number and attendance of net new, market­
shified, and backfill events. 

The revision to Mitigation Measure 3. 7-1 (b) is being made lo conelate with the reporting cycles 

of other reports to be submitted to the City. This revision will make it easier for the Project 

applicant and the City to track and administer lhe various reports that must be prepared and 

submitted. 

Page 3.7-65, the following text is added immediately before Impact 3.7-2: 

Level of Significance After Mitigation: Mitigation Measure 3. 7-1 (a) requires 

develo2ment of a GHG Reduction Plan to demonstrate how the Proposed Project can 

r:ic;hi~Y(;_''mLn~tJJ(;W"_GHQ_(;mis.s.ionS.,_(;iJh~r:diJ:(;c;lly_QLIDclir(;c;tly,QY~Lth(;_}Qcy(;a;r: 

02erational life of the Pro2osed Project The GHG Reduction Plan must incorporate an 

"xtms.iy~Jis.L0Lr:"@ir:"dm~11s.l!r:(;s.fm:rndl!c:ing~n~rgy_d~m11nd_11nd_fm:1"dl!c;in_g 

automobile trips along with a monitoring program to help ensure effectiveness of the 
Pro2osed Project's TDM program. The GHG Reduction Plan may also include additional 

on-site and off-site measures as needed to achieve no '·net new" emissions over the 30-

Y~E!LQJl(;rntiQlrnUife._oLlhd'rnp_os.~d_I'rnj(;c;t,indl!din_g_th(;_IJQt~ntiaLl!S.~_oLrnrbonQfls.~t 
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credits that are verified b_y an a1mroved registzy, defined as "an entity ap12roved by CARB 

tQHacLasHanm'Qtiset12rniecLregistry'JQHhd12HadministerpartsHQLtheHCmnplian~eHQffaet 

Program under CARB's Ca12 and Trade Regulation." 

Miligi!tiQnHMea:rnreH33cl(b)Henst11es.H:rn~ces:ift!LimP.kmenl;1tionHofJheHG:HG:HRedL1ctio11 

Plan by reguiring an Annual GHG Verification Report to be verified by a qualified, 

independent expert, which shall estimate lhe Proposed Project's emissions for the 

previous year and determine whether additional measures or carbon offset credits are 

11eededHfor:theHI'rn12o:iedHI'rnie~LtQHmaint::iinits.r,1ttainmenloL"noHnelnew"HG:HG: 

emissions over the course of its 30-year operational life. The Ammal GHG Verification 

Re12ort:ihalLindL1deHa12rnces.:iHfoLYerifyingHtheHact@Lm1mbernndHattendanceHQfnetnew, 
market-shifted. and backfill events. With the monitoring_ and reporting program described 

i11MitigaliQ11HMea:i11r:eH:LZ:lCbLtheHCilyHwilLbeHactiYelyHmanagi11gHrnmplianceHwith 
mitigation, and the GHG Reduction Plan would be effective in reducing_ project 

emissions to the "no net new" threshold of significance. Thus, the im_pacl would be less 

than significant. 

The addition of the Level of Significance After Mitigation language in Draft EIR, Section 3. 7, 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions has been added to the end of Mitigation Measure 3.7-1 to describe the 

efficacy of the mitigation, and provide a conclusion to the impact assessment. As shown on page 

3.7-71 of the Draft ElR, the impact is, and remains, less than significant. 

2.2.12 Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
2.2.12.1 Changes in Response to Comments 

Pages 3.8-43 and 3.8-44, Mitigation Measure 3.8-4 is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.8-4 

Prior to initiating any ground disturbing activities on the Project Site, the project 
applicant shall prepare a Soil J\1anagement Plan (SJ.\1P) that is submitted to and 
reviewed and approved by the Les Angeles CeuntyHealth H€1Z€1nlm1slvfaterials 
Di1'isien (HHA1D), C_qlif(imi_qf)_(?J;g1r.tmJmtQf_"IQJc_ic;;_HS_l1b_:>_tqnc;e,:>_HC_QnJrQL(])IS_Cl,Ht_he, 
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (f.ARWQCB), the Los Angeles 
C@nty_EirnHDe,pIJEtlne,nLa"ACFDLS_i_t_e,Mitigqt_iQnmU11i_U,SiYlJJLm~HQt_be,r.q1mli_c;q_b_le, 
regulatory_ agencv having_ iurisdiction to review or approve the SJ\1P. The S!v!P shall 
be prepared by a Registered Environmental Assessor (REA) or other qualified expert, 
and shall address the findings of the two EK! technical memoranda dated June 28, 
2019, and/or subsequent relevant studies. 

During constniction, the contractor shall implement the SA1P. If unidentified or 
suspected contaminated soil or groundwater evidenced by stained soil, noxious 
odors, or other factors, is encountered during site preparation or construction 
activities on any portion of the Project Site, work shall stop in the excavation area of 
potential contamination. Upon discovery of suspect soils or groundwater, the 
contractor shall not!fy the JIHMD. DTSC L4.RWQCB SA1U and/or other avvlicable 
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regulatory_ agencv. and retain an REA or quaf!fied professional to collect soil 
samples to confirm the type and extent of contamination that may be present. 

{(contamination is confirmed to be present, any fi1rther ground disturbing activities 
within areas of identified or suspected contamination shall be conducted according 
to a site specific health and safety plan, prepared by a California state licensed 
professional. The contractor shall fbllow all procedural direction given by J4JlA49 
DTSC, L4RWOCB, SJ\1U, and/or other applicable regulatory ag_encl', and in 
accordance with the SlY1P to ensure that suspect soils are isolated, protected from 
nmoff, and disposed of in accordance with transport laws and the requirements of 
the licensed receiving facility. 

If contaminated soil or groundwater is encountered and identified constituents 
exceed human health risk levels, ground disturbing activities shall not recommence 
within the contaminated areas until remediation is complete and a "no fi1rther 
action" letter is obtained from the appropriate regulatory agency or direction is 
otherwise given from the appropriate regulatory agenc}J for a course o[action that 
WQ!ildallQwthat construction can commence tQ1.<',QQIJ1WJ'1JQeHwithil1HQIJJ!.S!iQharf!IJ/'l. 
The project applicant shall submit the "no fiJrther action" letter or eqv:ivalent 
notification documenting direction from the regulatory agency to the City prior to 
resumption of any ground disturbing activity on the relevant portion of the Project 
Site .. If compounds in soil are identified in concentrations that trigger SCAQMD 's 

RHle,~LL6.6Hm,HL46.6,Hthf!H8MP.Hw.iLLn:JJ!iireHr;.Qmplianr:f!Hwiths.udv'«le.s, 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment SCAQMD-6. 

2.2.12.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

There are no staff-initiated text changes in this section. 

2.2.13 Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality 
2.2.13.1 Changes in Response to Comments 

Page 3.9-8, the first sentence of lhe third full paragraph is revised lo read: 

The Project Site is designated as Zone X (unshaded), which means the Project Site is in 

an area above lhe 500-year flood level indicating that there is a 0.2 percent chance of 

occumng many given year. 

Pages 3.9-13 and 3.9-14, first sentence of the paragraph under Code of Federal Regulations 

headings is revised to read: 

Federal regulations governing development in a floodplain are set forth in Code of 

Federal Regulations Title 44, Part 60,asHseHmthHhytheHNa1iQ11<1LEloQdJ11s1u:arn;e 
Pro_gram's development standards for projects within floodplains. 

Both of these revisions are being made based on Response to Comment LACDPWI-4. 
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2.2.13.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

There are no staff-initiated text changes in this section. 

2.2.14 Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning 

2.2.14.1 Changes in Response to Comments 

There are no text changes in response to comments in this section. 

2.2.14.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

There are no staff-initiated text changes in this section. 

2.2.15 Section 3.11, Noise and Vibration 

2.2.15.1 Changes in Response to Comments 

Page 3.11-103, Mitigation Measure 3.11-1 the eighth bullet point is revised as follows: 

• Designate a Community Affilirs Liaison and create a telephone hotline and email 
addrns/i_tQr.f!ac;_h_this_12f:1,m11,withe_m1tqc;_U_11fQm1ati@ conspicuously 120,~tr:_d pest 
this person's number around the Protect Site 13roject site, in adjacent public 
spaces, and in construction notifications. !(the Community Affairs Liaison 
/1Qt/i11&is_r1Qts_taffe_d2A_hQ11r_s_pf!r._dm;_,_thr:_hQt]i_rlf:__s_haJLproy_idr:_gnc1u_tomgti_c; 
answering feature with date and time stamp recording to answer calls when the 
12hone is unattended. The Community Affairs Liaison shall be responsible for 
responding to any local complaints about construction activities associated with 
thcErnp_o,~r:_d_Em£r:_c;_t. 

The +.hi£ Community Affairs Liaison shall investigate. evaluate. and attempt to 
resolve noise com12laints related to construction activities o,{the Provosed 
Proiect recefre all public complaints about construction noise distw4ances and 
be responsible for determining the cause of the complaint and implementation of 
feasible mea.rnres to be taken to alle·;iate the problem. The Community Affairs 
Liaison shall coordinate with a designated construction contractor 
representative to implement the fOllowing:for the purpose ofinvestigating the 
noise distw4ance and i1ndertaking all feasible measitres to protect public health 
and safety. 

o Document and resvond to each noise comp_laint. 

o Attemvt to contact the person{§) making the noise comvlaint as soon as 
feasible and no later than one business dav. 

o Conduct a prompt investigation to attempt to determine i( construction 
m:_tiy_i_tie,s_r.e,k1t_e,d_tQthe,P.mpos_r:_dP.r.Qie,c;t_c;_Q11Jr.i_b_11tr:__qs_uhst_qnti_aLC£mQ1mto[ 
noise related to the complaint. 

o Hit is reasonably determined bv the Community Affairs Liaison that 
C_Q!1Stn1c;_t_ion=rr:_lqte,dnQis_e,_d_e,s_c;r.ib_e,din_the,mc;ompfairitr:_::<,c;_e,e,ds__@1bir:_nt 
exterior noise levels bv 5 dBA or more at a noise sensitive use then the 
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Community_ Ajjairs Liaison shall identflji_ and imvlement.{easible reasonable 
measures within the Proiect Site to address the noise complaint. 

Examvles o.freasonable measures that may be imvlemented within the Project 
Site include but are not limited to: 

o Confirming construction equipment and related noise suppression devices 
are maintained per manufacturers' specifications· 

o Ensuring construction equivment is not idled.for extended veriods o_{time · 
and/or 

o Evaluating feasible relocations o(equipment, alternatives to specific tvpes of 
<?Ql1ip_me.nt,HQr1e.se.@e.nc;ingo{c;onsJn1c;ti_mzqc;Jiy_iJie.s_Lqsc11212rn12ligJe.,whi_le. 
rt1c1in_tc1in)n_gtjze_ m,oie_c_[scjze<i_uleHa_n_<i_sc?&_ty. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Gerson-4. 

Page 3.11-158, Mitigation Measure 3. l l-2(a) is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.11-2(a) 

Operations Noise Reduction Plan. The project applicant shall prepare a!J Operations 
Noise Reduction Plan which shall include measures designed to minimize impacts to 
o_([site noise-sensitive land uses. for major event pre and post event conditions that 
results in composite noise levelsfr-em amplified sound and mechanical equipment of 
no mer"3 than 3 dBA ever ambient conditions at any noise se11sitire r"3cepter. The 
level of noise reduction to be achieved by the Operations Noise Reduction Plan shall 
be documented by a qualified noise consultant and submitted to the City. The 
Operations Noise Reduction Plan shall be submitted to and approved by the City 
prior to the issuance of the til:~t Plaza building permit and verified prior to the 
iss_llqnc;e.HQ[the.HC_e.rJifirnte.o{Qc;;_c;_i1pqnc;vJQUhe.first_P_lg~qJluJ_ld_ing_. first nzajer e1•ent 
at the, 1rena. l·leise reduction strategies could include, but are not limited, the 
.f0Uewi11g. 

The Operations Noise Reduction Plan shall include the following: 

• ConstructieH--ef the permanent sound barriers included in the Project as project 
design.features (as depicted 011 Figure 2-19 o(the Draft EJR), or construction of 
permanent sound barriers that achieve an equivalent or better noise reduction as 
the permanent sound barriers proposed as project design features. 

• EquipDesign and install noise generating mechanical equipment, including s11cJi 
as emergency generators, transfbmzers, and/or HVAC units with sound so that 
.rnd1e.q_l1i12me.ntwilL11QtHc;QH~e.He.;s;c;;_e.e.d@c;e.HQ[tbe.HgRzfae.11Lc;Q11ditIQllsHb_y_Hmore. 
than 3 dBA at any noise sensitive receptor by means of acoustical enclosures, 
silencers. barriers. relocation. and1or other noise-reducing approaches. 

• Locate noise generating mechanical equipment at the furthestJgasilzledistance 
Fom sensitive receptors as feasible. 
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• Enclose the roo(iop restawvnt space with a material such as g_lass. with a 
minimum densitv o[3.5 pounds per square foot t3.5 lbs/YO. that is at least 
60 inches hig_h and has no g_aps between each12anel or between the JJ_aneljloor 
and as allowed bv building code that would serve as a noise barrier that would 
pm1J_id_gHqHmi11imt1l1LQ[8HdBAHs_Qt1lldin3-£?[1j_Q1]_HlQs_s_. 

• Design anv amplified sound svstem. equipment. and/or structures in the Plaza to 
(!_1]_8_tl[(!_Htlzqtqggrgg_qt_gHnQiS_£?{mmHl]_l(?(;_ll(Jl]l(;_(JL@dHC£m]J_lifj_gd_J_Ql11]_d_[_(?J_U}U1111Qi_s_(!_ 

levels no greater than 3 dBA over ambient conditions (]-hour Leq) at any noise­
s_(!_11s_it_i_)'gr_gc;;_g_pf_Qf'. 

o Design the outdoor stage and sound amplification system (placement, 
d_irgc;tj]J_i/JJ_,HQ[i_QJJqti@,Hand!&F number of speakers, and/Qr maximum volume) 
so as to limit noise levels near noise-sensitive receptors. 

o Utilize sound-absorbing materials on the exterior of Plaza buildings 
structures where appropriate and e([ective to reduce noise levels at adiacent 
off-site sensitive receptors. 

• E1wJese tiw reoftep restaurant Sf9aee with a material tl1at wEmld serve as a noise 
barrier sueh as glass. 

This revision is being made based on Responses to Comments Gerson-4 and Channel-22. 

Page 3. 11-158, last paragraph, is revised to read: 

Significance after Mitigation: Implementation of Mitigation Measure 3. l l-2(a) 
would reduce Proposed Project composite noise levels by establishin~ 11erformance 
standards where feasible. Due to distance attenuation and the effectiveness of 
screening materials such as steel, enclosing mechanical equipment and placing it as 
far away from receptors as possible would lower the contribution of mechanical 
equipment from composite levels. InHadditiQn,Hinstailatimrnfanois~=atk!lJJating 
sound barrier around the roofloJ2 restaurant 011en dining areas would lower the 
contribution of restaurant noise to the composite noise levels. Design of the outdoor 
stage and sound amplification system to limit amplified sound levels leaving the 
Project Site would reduce composite noise levels at affected receptors. The 
effectiveness of foasiblenoise reduction strategies such as sound enclosures for 
mechanical equipment, glass barriers around the roofto12 restaurant, and the design of 
the amplified sound system have been established would b@ d@p@nd@nt on th@ final 
design of lhe Proposed Project and thus are uncertain at this time. ±:)However, due to 
the uncertainty with feasibility and effectiveness of noise reduction strategies to 
control crowd-generated noise, composite noise impacts on weekday and weekend 
evenings would be significant and unavoidable. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Channel-22. 

2.2.15.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

There are no staff-iuitiated text changes in this section. 
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2.2.16 Section 3.12, Population, Employment, and Housing 

2.2.16.1 Changes in Response to Comments 

Page 3. 12-5, the second paragraph is revised to read: 

The Project Site is mostly vacant, and is partially developed with a fast-food restaurant, a 

motel, a light manufacturing/warehouse facility, a warehouse, a commercial catering 

business, and a groundwater well. The Project Site does nol contain any residential or 
dwelling units within the site's boundaries, and therefore has no permanent resident 

population. The City received an unsubstantiated comment letter im2lying that the 

mQteI'smamigeuesidesi11anH;:u21n:tlnentwi1hinHtheHnmtelJLthisstatementisHtrne,then 
the manager would be displaced at lhe time the motel is demolished. The motel use, 

howeyer,isrnnJnJerciaLrntherthmu:esidentiaLindmrncter,andilieaYailahilit'loLan 
apartment for lhe manager is not considered a permanent residence. In addition, the 

displacementQLtheHmana_gertl:mn1hisHapartment,Hshm1JdjtQccm,isHnotc@sidered 
substantial. Existing employment at the Project Site is estimated to be approximately 119 

people, as estimated below in Table 3. l 2 4. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Sambrano-13. 

Page 3.12-15, the first paragraph under Impact 3. 12-2 is revised to read: 

The Project Site is currently developed with a fast-food restaurant, a motel, a light 
manufacturing/warehouse facility, a warehouse, a commercial catering business, and a 

groundwater well and related facilities. The Project Site does not contain any residential 

or dwelling units, and therefore has no existing pennanent resident population. For this 

reason, no residents would be directly displaced as a result of the Proposed Project Ihe 
Cilv received an unsubstantiated comment letter implying that the motel's manager and 

fmni1yHresideinHanHapartmentwithin1heHmQteLlf1hisHs1atemen1istme,HthenH1hemanag_er 
would be displaced al the time the motel is demolished. The motel use, however, is 
commercial rather than residential in character, and the availability of an apartment for 

lhe manager is nol considered a permanent residence. In addition, lhe displacement of the 

manag_erJromHthisHapartmentHshrnJlditQccur,isHcQllsideredHmtrnbstantiaLandHtherefore 
this inlpact would be less than significant 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Sambrano-13. 

2.2.16.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

Table 3. 12-3 on page 3.12-5 of the Dratl EIR provides employment trends for the City of 

Inglewood and the Southern California Association of Govennnents (SCAG) region. Data for 

employment in the City of Inglewood is based on data provided by the 2006-2010 American 

Community Survey, for 2010 data; 2009-2013 American Community Survey (5-year estimate) 
data for the year 2013; and U.S. Census data for the year 2017. 
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Since publication of the Draft EIR, the City consulted with the U.S. Census Bureau, which 

provided clarification that U.S. Census and American Community Survey employment data is 

represented as total employed residents of a geographic area (in this case, residents of the City of 

Inglewood who are employed in any location), and does not represent the number of jobs that 

exist within that geographic area.1 In order to identify more appropriate City employment 

estimates, the City reviewed the 2016 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 

Strategy (2016 RTP/SCS), which includes SCAG-prepared 10-year estimates for lhe number of 

jobs within each City in the SCAG region. SCAG employment estimates for the City of 

Inglewood from 2007 to 2017 are included in the SCAG Profile of the City ofinglewood, and 

represent the most accurate estimate of the number of jobs existing in the City oflnglewood 

during the years 2010, 2013, and 2017.2 In order to reflect this improved source of past 

employment data, several revisions to Sec lion 3 .12, Population, Housing, and Employment, of the 

Draft EIR, are required, as presented below. 

Page 3.12-3, last full paragraph, the first sentence is revised to read: 

According to lhe U.S. Census, in 2017, there were approximately 51,474 employees 

employed residents in the City which were employed within the City and in other areas 

Q[theHregiQn. 8 

(Footnote 8: lJS. Census, 2017. 2013--2017 /lmerican Community Survey (5-year estimates).) 

Page 3.12-3, the last paragraph is revised to read: 

Accordin_gHtoHSCAGin20J11hereHwereHmmrnximately34,262jobsjntheHCityQf 

Inglewood, which included employed residents of the City ofinglewood and residents of 

QtherareasHwi.thinHtheHregi@CseeHTable 3.12-3} shows ~listing and forecasted 

employment in the City and region. Similar lo the changes related to the City's households 

and population, the City's employment decreased in the late 2000s between 20 l 0 and 2013 

due to the nation-wide economic downturn. As Table 3.12-3 shows, the employment 

forecast for the City for 2040 is significantly lower prniei,;ted1QHbeHapprnximately1Hpercent 

J:iigJ:it:r than existing employment in the City as of2017. The reason is that 8CAG's 

employment forecast for the City was prepared in 2012, at a time when employment levels 

were depressed during the downturn in the economy. Since that date, City emploj1nent has 

recovered al a rate that exceeds SCAG • s forecast. From 20 l 3 to 2017, the City has 

increased jobs by an estinrnted 2-cB 2,J~ percent per year. Similar to the City, regional 

employment decreased in the late 2000s due to the economic dmvntum, and has increased 

in the years since then. According lo SCAG's RTP/SCS, regional employment is expected 

to increase over time to an estimated 9,872,000 jobs by 2040, equating to an average annual 

growth of about 0.59 percent per year from 2017. 

l Howard. David J .. 2020. U.S. Census Bureau, Labor Force Group. Telephone conversation with Jonathan Teofila. 
April 30, 2020. 

2 Southern California Association of Governments, 2019. Profile of the City oflnglewood. May 2019. 
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Page 3.12-5, Table 3.12-3, is revised to read: 

TABLE 3.12-3 

TRENDS IN EMPLOYMENT GROWTH IN THE INGLEWOOD AND SCAG REGION 

Year Employment 

2.QOO 42,~I'& 

2010 49,00G-32 241 

2013 47.~G~ 

2017 ~34962 

2040 37,400b 

NOTES 

Inglewood 

Employment 
Growth From 

Prior Year Listed 

G,G2& 

-t,0§.4~ 

4,00& 2 810 

44,.()+4 2 438 

Average Annual 
Percent Growth• 

'k&G.% 

-4-.00~% 

~2.18% 

~0.30% 

Employment 

0.,943-,.S.14 

8.096.617 

8.070.271 

8,685,134 

9,872,000C 

SCAG Region 

Employment 
Growth From 

Prior Year Listed 

1,147,806 

-26,346 

614,863 

1,186,866 

Average Annual 
Percent Growth 

1.65% 

-0.11% 

1.90% 

0.59% 

a "Average Annual Percent Growth" considers the growth in population value, and divides it by the number of years this growth represents 
in order to present a comparable annual change; i.e., 1990-2000 = 10 years, 2010-2017 = 7 years, and 2017-2040 = 23 years. 

2040 data for the City of Inglewood is sourced from 2016 RTP/SCS Growth Forecast by Jurisdiction. p. 1. 

2040 data for the SCAG region is sourced from SCAG, 2016. Regionai Transportation Plan Sustainable Communities Strategy 2016-
2040. p. 51. 

SOURCES· 

2000 data is provided by U.S. Census, 2000, DP-3-Population Group-Total population Profile of Selected Economic Characleristics 2000, Census 
2000 Summary File 4 (SF 4)-Sample Data. Available; httpsJ/factfindercensus.gov/faces/lableservices/jsf/pageslproductview.xhtml?src=bkmk; 

2010_ 2013 and 2017 data for the Cit~ of Inglewood provided by the SCAG Profile of the Cit~ of Inglewood. SCAG 2019. Profile of the Cit~ 
of Inglewood May 2019 Page 242QQ@ 2Q1Q 0 R=ieriGan CGR=IR=lblnity g61P'9Y aeleGteQ PGpbllatiGn Ta91es; 2Q1d Qata pr:GHiQeQ 9y 2QQ9 2Q1d 
Arnerioan-G<>mmunity-l>uw-ey1&-yea<-estima1es~--W-1-7--data->s-pnwi<leG-by-U-.-S-.-~RsllS-,--2-G-1:/-; 

2016 RTP/SCS Growth Forecast by Jurisdiction. Available; httpJfMvw.scag.ca.gov/Documents/2016DraftGrowthForecastByJurisdiction.pdf; 
and 

SCAG, 2016. Regional Transportation Plan Sustainable Communities Strategy 2016-2040. 

Page 3.12-6, last full paragraph, the last sentence is revised to read: 

Overall, as shown in Table 3.12-6, under Adjusted Baseline conditions, the City has a 

residential population of 113,49-l-504 persons, employment of eG,944 44 432 jobs, and a 

housing stock of 39,005 units. 

Page 3.12-7, Table 3.12-6, is revised to read: 

TABLE 3.12-6 

HPSP ADJUSTED BASELINE CONDITIONS 

Use Existing Setting• HPSP Adjusted Baseline Projects Total 

Population 112,549 955 113,504 

Housing 38,691 314 39,005 

Employment ~34962 9,470 60,944~ 

NOTE; 

a Population and Housing are incorporated from Table 4~.12-1 and Table ~.12-2, and Employment uses data from Table ~.12-3 

SOURCE; ESA, 2019 
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Page 3.12-11, last full paragraph, the last sentence is revised to read: 

Sources of infommtion for population-, employment-, and housing-related estimates 

include the City of Inglewood General Plan and Housing Element, US. Census American 

Fact Finder, the California Department of Finance, SCAG RTP/SCS, 16 SCAG Profile of 

the City oflnglewood and the RHNA 

(Footnote 16: Note that, because the SCAG RTPISCS is a regional tool to plan for possible future growth, it does not 
represent a growih ceiling, or limit.) 

Page 3. 12-13, the last paragraph, is revised to read: 

When accounting for the removal of existing uses, the Proposed Project would result in 

an increase of approximately 968 jobs within the City. The Proposed Project net new 

employment would increase employment in the City from eG,944 44:43~ under the 

Adjusted Baseline to approximately ~5 400 with the Proposed Project 19 

(Footnote 19: The employment increase is based on the Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting of 9,470 more iobs (see 
Table 3. 12-5) plus the existing setting of g,4'.14 34 962jobs, for a total of 60,944 44 432 jobs (see Table 3. 12-6). The 
Ad1usted Baseline employment includes approxiillateTy 6,000 jobs associated with-the-operation of the NFL Stadiwn. It is 
assumed that the vast majority of these jobs are event-related employment estimated for the purposes of transportation 
analysis. Although details are not available to the City, an assessment of full time equivalent employment at the Stadium 
would be materially less than the total of 6,000.) 

Page 3.12-14, first paragraph, the first paragraph is revised to read: 

As is discussed above m1der Envirnnrnen-tal Setting, in 2017 total employment in the City 

oflnglewood exceeded that projected by SCAG RTP/SCS for 2020, as •;vell as 

employment projections through 2010,2*l due in large part to the SCi\G projection taking 

place during the economic downturn of the Great R~cession. Thus, the Th~ 968 net new 

jobs added as a result of the Proposed Project would represent am;iroximately 40 2ercent 

of the employment growth beyond that forecast for the City between 2017 and 2040.u 

Nevertheless, tihe evaluation of physical environmental effects presented in this Draft 

ElR is based on existing conditions adjusted by actual projects that have been proposed in 
the vicinity, considered in light of baseline service and infrastructure capacity, as 

described throughout sections of Chapter 3 of this Draft EIR (in particular, see 

discussions of impacts in Sections 3.13, Public Services; 3. 14, Transportation and 

Circulation; and 3. 15, Utilities and Service Systems; and related Sections 3.2, Air 

Quality; 3.5, Energy Demand and Conservation; 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions; and 

3. 11, Noise and Vibration), Therefore, the increase in employment in the City as a result 

of the Pro12osed Project over past projections would not result in any significant physical 

environmental impacts not otherwise disclosed in this Draft ElR. 

(Footnote 20: 2016 RTPlor"~ Growth Forn"'H't by IHrisdiotion, p. I. ooo 'ilso, Tablo 3. 12 3.) 
(Footnote 2L-Altlwugh-lIDl-anc..,1wiroom1'Rlal-icsS<IB,-llm-lliIBmployIIIBnt±al<>-in-lho-Gity-suggosls-lllat-lfIB-n•w-:foos"'3fl-OO 
8GG81Bffi8El-&ts8 By BKisting urerheirs iRtl:lB City aH8 rngieR.) 
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Based on the text revisions identified above the estimate of employment grovvth as a result of the 

proposed project would be increased. Thus, page 3.12-19, first partial paragraph, last sentence is 

revised to read: 

Added lo existing 2017 employment conditions of ~34,262jobs, lhe City would 

have estimated employment of 6Q.,9fil§OJ9Qjobs under cumulative conditions. 

The revisions shown above correct a misinterpretation of historical employment statistics for the 

City ofinglewood. The employment data presented in section 3.12 is independent from any data 

contained in analytical models used lo estimate future traffic conditions, air pollutant emissions, 

noise levels, or public services or utilities demands presented in the Draft EIR. As such, the 

corrections lo section 3.12, shown above, do not change lhe less-than-significant employment 

impact conclusions presented in the Draft EIR, nor do they affect any of the analyses or 

conclusions from Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR. 

2.2.17 Section 3.13, Public Services 
2.2.17.1 Changes in Response to Comments 

Page 3.13-26, second full paragraph, last sentence is revised to read: 

Sin1ilar to the Proposed Project, cumulative projects would generate revenue~ 

developer fees, property and sales tax revenue) that could be used to offset LACFD 

expenditures necessary to meet increased demand for fire protection and emergency 

medical services consistent with its Strategic Plan. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment LACFD-2. 

2.2.17.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

In Section 3 .13, Public Services, an incorrect acronym was used to refer to the Los Angeles 
County Fire Department. Throughout lhe section, the term "LAFCD" is revised to read 

"LACFD." 

The changes to Section 3.13, Public Services, are being made to correct a typographical error. 

2.2.18 Section 3.14, Transportation and Circulation 
2.2.18.1 Changes in Response to Comments 

The jurisdiction shown for Intersection #50, Century Boulevard/Van Ness Avenue, in Tables 

3.14-7, 3.14-15, 3.14-22A, 3.14-22B, 3.14-44, 3.14-48A, 3.14-48B, and 3.14-62 is revised as 

follows: Inglewood/LQ~Ang~ksHCQL1nty. This revision is being made based on Response to 

Comment LADOT-15. 

The jurisdiction shown for Intersection #66, Lennox Boulevard/Freeman A venue, in Tables 

3.14-7, 3.14-15, 3.14-22A, 3.14-22B, 3.14-44, 3.14-48A, and 3.14-48B is revised as follows: 
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InglewoodLos Angeles County. This revision is being made based on Response to Comment 

LACDPWl-5. 

The jurisdiction shown for Intersection #74, Hawthorne Boulevard/Westbound I-105 Off-Ramp, 

in Tables 3.14-8, 3.14-22B, 3.14-31, 3.14-48B, 3.14-52, 3.14-59, 3.14-60, 3.14-62, 3.14-63, 

3.14-64, 3.14-67, 3.14-70, 3.14-73, 3.14-76, 3.14-81, 3.14-84, 3.14-87, 3.14-90, 3.14-93, 3.14-98 

and 3.14-99 is revised as follows: Hawthorne/Los Angeles County. This revision is being made 

based on Response to Comment LACDPWl-5. 

The Draft EIR inconsistently shows the results of the impact analysis for the intersection of 

Manchester Avenue & Western Avenue (Intersection #98). The results for this intersection were 

inadvertently omitted from Table 3.14-59. This revision is being made based on Response to 

Comment LADOT-16. 

The Draft EIR analysis of the intersection oflntersection #50, West Century Boulevard & Van 

Ness A venue, incorrectly analyzed the northbound approach as having one left-tum lane, one 

through lane and one shared through/right-tum lane. As noted in the comment, the northbound 

approach of that intersection has one left-tum lane and one through lane and one de facto right­

turn lane. The LOS calculations have been revised using the ICU methodology used by 

Inglewood and the Critical Movement Analysis (CMA) methodology used by Los Angeles. This 

correction results in no changes to V/C ratios in the AM peak hour and in the weekday pre-event 

peak hour. Detailed level of service worksheets will be included in the Final EIR. Tables 3. l 4-7, 
3.14-8, 3.14-15, 3.14-22B, 3.14-31, 3.14-44, 3.14-48B, 3.14-52, 3.14-59, 3.14-60, 3.14-62, 3.14-

63, 3.14-64, 3.14-67, 3.14-70, 3.14-73, 3.14-76, 3.14-81, 3.14-84, 3.14-87, 3.14-90, 3.14-93, 

3 .14-98, and 3 .14-99 will be modified and included in the Final EIR This revision is being made 

based on Response to Comment LADOT- l 5. 

Each of these changes described above are shmvn in the edited tables below, in order of 

appearance in the tables. 

Page 3.14-21, Table 3.14-7, line 25 is revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-7 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS - EXISTING WEEKDAY AM AND PM PEAK HOUR CONDITIONS 

Peak V/Cor 
# Intersection Methodology'"b Jurisdiction 3 Hour Delay 

AM 0.700 

ICU 
Inglewood/I os Angeles PM 

Countv ~ 

Van Ness Ave/ 0.783 
50 

West Century Blvd AM 0.640 

CMA City of Los Angeles PM 
G.+Q.:1. 
0 728 

LOS 

B 

c 

B 

c 
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Page 3.14-27, Table 3.14-8, line 50 is revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-8 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS- EXISTING PRE-EVENT AND POST-EVENT PEAK HOUR CONDITIONS 

V/Cor 
# Intersection Methodology'" b Jurisdictiona Peak Hour Delay LOS 

Weekday Pre-Event 0.708 c 

Inglewood/Los Weekday Post-Event 
~ 

A 
ICU 

Angeles County Q~2~ 

Weekend Pre-Event MOO 
B 

50 
Van Ness Ave/ Q.616 
West Century Blvd Weekday Pre-Event 0.648 B 

Weekday Post-Event ~ A 
CMA City of Los Angeles Q34g 

Weekend Pre-Event 
Q.§4~ 

A Q.551 

Pages 3.14-72 and 3.14-73, Table 3.14-15, lines 25 and 35, are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-15 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS -ADJUSTED BASELINE PLUS PROJECT (ANCILLARY LAND USES) CONDITIONS 

# Intersection Methodology"• b 

50 
Van Ness Ave/ 
West Century Blvd 

Freeman Ave/ 
66 Lennox Blvd 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 
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ICU 

CMA 

ICU 

Peak 
Jurisdiction• Hour 

AM 
lnglewood/LQs. 

Angeles Coun!:Ji PM 

AM 

City of Los Angeles 
PM 

lfl§llewooE!Los AM 

Angeles Coun!:Ji PM 

[PAGE] 

Adjusted 
Baseline 

No Project 

VIC or 
Delay LOS 

0 728 c 
~ 

D 
M2.8 

0.670 B 

(H'.49 

0.776 
c 

0.523 A 

0.434 A 

Adjusted 
Baseline 

Plus Projectc 

VIC or 
Delay LOS 

0.734 c 
Q,ggg 

D 
D...8_32 

0.677 B 

~ 

0.780 
c 

0.523 A 

0.435 A 
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Pages 3.14-82 and 3.14-83, Table 3.14-22A, lines 25 and 35 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-22A 
WEEKDAY AM PEAK HOUR INTERSECTION OPERATIONS -ADJUSTED BASELINE PLUS PROJECT 

(DAYTIME EVENTS) CONDITIONS 

Adjusted Adjusted 
Baseline Baseline Plus 

No Project Project' 

Peak V/Cor 
LOS 

V/Cor 
LOS Intersection Methodology"·" Jurisdiction' Hour Delay Delay 

ICU 
lnglewood/L_os 

AM 0 728 c 0.740 c 
50 

Van Ness Ave/ Ange_les __ Co_unl;,' 
West Century Blvd 

CMA City of Los Angeles AM 0.670 B 0.683 B 

66 
Freeman Ave/ 

ICU lf1§'leweOOLQs. AM 0.523 A 0.523 A 
Lennox Blvd AmeJe_s_GQ.UDi\' 

Pages 3.14-86 and 3.14-87, Table 3.14-22B, lines 50, 66 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-22B 
WEEKDAY PM PEAK HOUR INTERSECTION OPERATIONS -ADJUSTED BASELINE PLUS PROJECT 

(DAYTIME EVENTS) CONDITIONS 

Intersection Methodology3•b 

ICU 
Van Ness Ave/ 

50 
West Century Blvd 

CMA 

66 
Freeman Ave/ 

ICU 
Lennox Blvd 

ICU 
74 

Hawthorne Blvd/ 
WB 105 Off-Ramp 

HCM 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 
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Peak 
Jurisdiction3 Hour 

Inglewood/Los Angeles 
PM County 

City of Los Angeles PM 

if1§'lewe00Los Angeles 
PM 

gount11 

Hawthorne/Los Angeles 
PM County 

Caltrans PM 
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Adjusted 
Baseline 

No Project 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 

0002 
D 

QJ:\28 

IH49 
0.776 

c 

0.434 A 

0.745 c 

220 c 

Adjusted 
Baseline Plus 

Projectc 

V/Cor 
LOS 

Delay 

0 . .$44 
D 

Q.868 

~ D 0.819 

0.455 A 

0 851 D 

34.2 c 

ESA / 201701236 
June 2020 



[ST'(LEREi="HeadinlJ1"\nllJISl'(LEREF"f:ieadinlJ1"1'fv1EF((3E:F()RMAl:JJS:rYLEREF"f:ieadinlJ2"1'fv1EF((3E:F()RMAl:J 

Pages 3.14-114 and 3.14-116, Table 3.14-31, lines 50 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-31 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS -ADJUSTED BASELINE PLUS PROJECT (MAJOR EVENT) CONDITIONS 

Adjusted Adjusted 
Baseline No Baseline Plus 

Project Project 

Methodology'·' Jurisdiction 1 VIC or 
LOS 

VIC or 
LOS # Intersection Peak Hour Delay Delay 

Weekday Pre-Event 0.754 c 0.790 c 
Inglewood/ 

Weekday Post-Event 
OA0~ 

A 
QMJ 

B 
ICU Los Angeles QA4A D.660 

County 
IU>W 

Van Ness Ave/ Weekend Pre-Event 
06~6 

B 0.740 c 
50 West Century 

Blvd Weekday Pre-Event 0.696 B 0.736 c 

City of Weekday Post-Event 
()~~ 

A 
Q&:/.il 

A 
CMA 

Los Angeles 
Q.;:26;2 D.596 

Weekend Pre-Event 
lb§W A 

0.683 B 
06Q3 ~ 

Hawthorne/Los 
Weekday Pre-Event 0.690 B 0.804 D 

ICU !'<ng~les Weekday Post-Event 0.438 A 0.610 B 

Hawthorne Blvd/ Cmm_t\i 
Weekend Pre-Event 0.577 A 0.694 B 

74 WB 105 Off-
Rarnp Weekday Pre-Event 20.3 c 25.0 c 

HCM Caltrans Weekday Post-Event 14.6 B 17.7 B 

Weekend Pre-Event 17.4 B 20.1 c 

Pages 3 .14-146 and 3 .14-14 7, Table 3 .14-44, lines 25 and 35 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-44 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS - CUMULATIVE PLUS PROJECT (ANCILLARY LAND USES) CONDITIONS 

Intersection Methodology'·' 

ICU 

50 Van Ness Ave/ 
West Century Blvd 

CMA 

Freeman Ave/ 66 ICU 
Lennox Blvd 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 
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Peak 
Jurisdiction 1 Hour 

AM 
Inglewood/Los 

Ange_les __ Co_unt;,' PM 

AM 

City of Los Angeles 
PM 

IF!§jewooclL_os AM 

Angele_s_GQJJ.Dil' PM 

[PAGE] 

Cumulative No 
Project 

V/Cor 
LOS 

Delay 

0.873 D 

0<>94 [) 

0.933 E 
0.725 c 
~ 
Q..Zfil)_ 

c 

0.536 A 

0.443 A 

Cumulative Plus 
Project 3 

V/Cor 
Delay 

0.885 

0900 
D.931 

0.737 

o+&:1-
0 792 

0.536 

0.444 

LOS 

D 

D 
E 
c 

c 

A 

A 
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Pages 3.14-154 and 3.14-155, Table 3.14-48A, lines 25 and 35 are revised lo read: 

TABLE 3.14-48A 
WEEKDAY AM PEAK HOUR INTERSECTION OPERATIONS - CUMULATIVE PLUS PROJECT (DAYTIME EVENTS) 

CONDITIONS 

Cumulative Cumulative 
No Project Plus Project3 

Peak VIC or 
LOS 

V/Cor 
LOS 

Intersection l\.'1ethodology1•2 Jurisdiction 1 Hour Delay Delay 

ICU 
Inglewood/Los 

AM 0.873 D 0.899 D 
50 

Van Ness AveNVest Angeles Count)' 
Century Blvd 

CMA City of Los Angeles AM 0.725 c 0.753 c 

66 
Freeman Ave/ 

ICU 
lfi§lewooGLg~ 

AM 0.536 A 0.536 A 
Lennox Blvd Angeles County 

Pages 3.14-158 and 3.14-159, Table 3.14-48B, lines 50, 66, and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-48B 
WEEKDAY PM PEAK HOUR INTERSECTION OPERATIONS - CUMULATIVE PLUS PROJECT (DAYTIME EVENTS) 

Intersection Methodology"•b 

Van Ness AveNVest 
50 

Century Blvd 

66 
Freeman Ave/ 
Lennox Blvd 

74 
Hawthorne Blvd/ 
WB 105 Off-Ramp 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 
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ICU 

CMA 

ICU 

ICU 

HCM 

CONDITIONS 

Peak 
Jurisdiction• Hour 

Inglewood/Lill;_ 
PM 

8ogeles CQ1mt~ 

City of Los Angeles PM 

lfi§lewooGLos 
PM 

Angeles Count)' 

Hawthorne/Los 
PM 

Angeles count~ 

Caltrans PM 

[PAGE] 

Cumulative 
No Project 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 

Gc&94 Q 
QJ13.3 E 
~ 

QZ88 
c 

0.443 A 

0.797 c 

26.6 c 

Cumulative 
Plus Projectc 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 

~ E 
Q..9n 

~ D 
Q&~l 

0.465 A 

0.902 E 

57.0 E 
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Pages 3.14-172 and 3.14-174, DraftEIR, Table 3.14-52, lines 50 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-52 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS - CUMULATIVE PLUS PROJECT (MAJOR EVENT) CONDITIONS 

Cumulative No Cumulative 
Project Plus Project 

V/Cor 
LOS 

V/Cor 
LOS 

# Intersection Methodology'·' Jurisdiction 1 Peak Hour Delay Delay 

Weekday Pre-Event 0.841 D 0.878 D 

Inglewood/ 
Weekday Post-Event 

~ 
A 

Q,.G# 
B 

ICU Los Angeles (1AZ8_ QJill4 
County 

~ ~ 
Van Ness Ave/ Weekend Pre-Event 

0 772 
c 

QJi32 
D 

50 West Century 
Blvd Weekday Pre-Event 0.691 B 0.730 c 

City of Los Weekday Post-Event 
~ 

A 
~ 

A 
CMA 

Angeles 
0.303 0.533 

Weekend Pre-Event 
G,8il+ A (),.GA 

B 0.617 ~ 0.682 

Hawthorne/ 
Weekday Pre-Event 0.739 c 0.847 D 

ICU Los Angele-s Weekday Post-Event 0.464 A 0.637 B 
Hawthorne gountz 
Blvd/ Weekend Pre-Event 0.628 B 0.738 c 

74 WB1050ff- Weekday Pre-Event 22.8 c 26.6 c 
Ramp 

HCM Caltrans Weekday Post-Event 15.3 B 18.4 B 

Weekend Pre-Event 19.1 B 23.8 c 

Pages 3.14-208, 3.14-209, and 3.14-210, Table 3.14-59, line 44 is added and lines 19 and 32 are 

revised to read: 

TABLE3.14-59 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS -ADJUSTED BASELINE PLUS PROJECT (DAYTIME EVENT) WITH MITIGATION 

Method-
# Intersection 

ology1
•
2 

ICU 
Van Ness Ave/ 

50 West Century 
Blvd 

CMA 

Hawthorne ICU 
74 Blvd/WB 105 

Off-Ramp 
HCM 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 
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Jurisdic-
tion1 

Inglewood/ 
Los Angeles 

County 

City of Los 
Angeles 

Hawthornel 
I QS l\ogeles 

Ci:u.ml)t 

Caltrans 

CONDITIONS 

Adjusted 
Baseline No 

Peak Project 
Hour 

V/Cor 
LOS 

Delay 

AM 0 728 c 
~ 

PM 
0828 

D 

AM 0.670 B 

Q.,;149 
PM 0.776 c 

PM 0.745 c 

PM 22.0 c 

[PAGE] 

Adjusted 
Baseline Plus 

Project 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 

0.740 c 
Q,&44 

~ 
D 

0.683 B 

Q'.,194 G 
D.819 Q 

0.851 D 

34.2 c 

Adjusted 
Baseline Plus 
Project with 
Mitigation 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 
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TABLE 3.14-59 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS -ADJUSTED BASELINE PLUS PROJECT (DAYTIME EVENT) WITH MITIGATION 

CONDITIONS 

Adjusted Adjusted 
Adjusted 

Baseline Plus 
Baseline No Baseline Plus 

Project with Method- Jurisdic- Peak Project Project # Intersection 
ology'" tion1 Hour Mitigation 

VIC or 
LOS 

VIC or 
LOS 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay Delay Delay 

Western Ave/ 
Citv of Los 

~ Mangtlei>_ter CMA EM DJ3l1 Q Q.9.'11. £0; 
BilLd 

Angeles 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment LADOT-16. 

Pages 3.14-226 and 3.14-229, Table 3.14-60, lines 50 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-60 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS -ADJUSTED BASELINE PLUS PROJECT (MAJOR EVENT) WITH MITIGATION 

Method-
# Intersection ology

1
" 

ICU 

Van Ness Ave/ 
50 West Century 

Blvd 

CMA 

ICU 

Hawthorne 
74 Blvd/WB 105 

Off-Ramp 

HCM 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 

Final Environmental Impact Report 

CONDITIONS 

Jurisdic-
tion 1 Peak Hour 

Weekday 
Pre-Event 

Inglewood/ 
Weekday 

Los Angeles 
Post-Event 

County 
Weekend 
Pre-Event 

Weekday 
Pre-Event 

City of Los Weekday 
Angeles Post-Event 

Weekend 
Pre-Event 

Weekday 
Pre-Event 

Hawthorne' Weekday 
Los Angeles 
County 

Post-Event 

Weekend 
Pre-Event 

Weekday 
Pre-Event 

Caltrans 
Weekday 

Post-Event 

Weekend 
Pre-Event 

[PAGE] 

Adjusted 
Baseline No 

Project 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 

0.754 c 

GAG.'.\-
OAA~ 

A 

0050 
B 

0.666 

0.696 B 

~ 
A 

03~5 

~ A 
06(13 l;l 

0.690 B 

0.438 A 

0.577 A 

20.3 c 

14.6 B 

17.4 B 

Adjusted 
Baseline Plus 

Project 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 

0.790 c 

Q.,GLQ 

QJ:i6Q 
B 

0.740 c 

0.736 c 

~ 
A 

0596 

0.683 B 

0.804 D 

0.610 B 

0.694 B 

25.0 c 

17.7 B 

20.1 c 

Adjusted 
Baseline Plus 
Project with 
Mitigation 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 

ESA / 201701236 

June 2020 



[ STYLEREF "Heading 1" In It][ STYLEREF "Heading 1" 1• MERGEFORMAT]. [ STYLEREF "Heading 2" 1• MERGEFORMAT] 

Pages 3.14-262 and 3.14-263, Table 3.14-62, lines 25 and 39 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-62 

INTERSECTION OPERATIONS - CUMULATIVE PLUS PROJECT (DAYTIME EVENT) WITH MITIGATION CONDITIONS 

Cumulative No 
Cumulative Plus Project 

Project 

VIC or 
LOS 

V/Cor 
LOS 

# Intersection Methodology'" Jurisdiction' Peak Hour Delay Delay 

AM 0.873 D 0 899 0 
ICU 

Inglewood/Los 
~ Q ~ Angeles Count)( PM E 

50 
Van Ness Ave & 0.933 !; Q 973 
West Century Blvd AM 0.725 c 0.753 c 

CMA 
City of Los 

~ ~ G Angeles PM 
0.788 

c 0.831 Q 
Hawthorne ICU 

Hawthorne/l_Q§ 
PM 0.797 c 0.902 E 

74 Blvd/WB 105 Off- Angeles Count)( 

Ramp HCM Caltrans PM 26.6 c 57.0 E 

Pages 3.14-278 and 3.14-281, Table 3.14-63, lines 50 and 74 are revised lo read: 

TABLE3.14-63 

INTERSECTION OPERATIONS - CUMULATIVE PLUS PROJECT (MAJOR EVENT) WITH MITIGATION CONDITIONS 

# Intersection Methodology'" 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 

Final Environmental Impact Report 

Jurisdiction' Peak Hour 

[PAGE] 

Cumulative No 
Project 

V/Cor 
Delay 

LOS 

Cumulative Plus 
Project 

V/Cor 
Delay 

LOS 

Cumulative Plus Project 
With Mitigation 

V/Cor 
LOS 

Delay 

Cumulative Plus Project 
With Mitigation 

V/Cor 
Delay 

LOS 

ESA / 171236 

June 2020 



[ STYLEREF "Heading 1" In It][ STYLEREF "Heading 1" 1• MERGEFORMAT ]. [ STYLEREF "Heading 2" 1• MERGEFORMAT] 

TABLE3.14-63 

INTERSECTION OPERATIONS - CUMULATIVE PLUS PROJECT (MAJOR EVENT) WITH MITIGATION CONDITIONS 

# Intersection Methodology'" 

Van Ness Ave/ 
50 

West Century Blvd 

Hawthorne Blvd/ 
74 

WB 105 Off Ramp 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 

Final Environmental Impact Report 

ICU 

CMA 

ICU 

HCM 

Jurisdiction' Peak Hour 

Weekday Pre-Event 

Inglewood/ Weekday Post-Event 
Los Angeles County 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Weekday Pre-Event 

City of Los Angeles 
Weekday Post-Event 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Weekday Pre-Event 
Hawthorne/Lo_s 

Weekday Post-Event 
Angeles Count~ 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Weekday Pre-Event 

Caltrans Weekday Post-Event 

Weekend Pre-Event 

[PAGE] 

Cumulative No Cumulative Plus 
Project Project 

VIC or 
LOS 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay Delay 

0.841 D 0.878 D 

QA3B A ~ B 
0.478 0.694 

~ c ~ D 
Qii'2 QJl32 

0.691 B 0.730 c 
~ A ~ A 
0.303 0.533 

~ A iu;++ B 
QJ:i1Z 6 Q.£282 

0.739 c 0.847 D 

0.464 A 0.637 B 

0.628 B 0 738 c 
22.8 c 26.6 c 
15.3 B 18.4 B 

19.1 B 23.8 c 

Cumulative Plus Project 
With Mitigation 

VIC or 
Delay 

0.8 

0.6 

0.7 

LOS 

D 

B 

c 

ESA / 171236 

June 2020 



[ST'(LEREi="HeadinlJ1"\nllJISl'(LEREF"f:ieadinlJ1"1'fv1EF((3E:F()RMAl:JJS:rYLEREF"f:ieadinlJ2"1'fv1EF((3E:F()RMAl:J 

Pages 3.14-306 and 3.14-308, Table 3.14-64, lines 50 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE3.14-64 

INTERSECTION OPERATIONS -ADJUSTED BASELINE (WITH THE FORUM) PLUS PROJECT 

# Intersection Methodology'·' 

ICU 

Van Ness Ave/ 
50 West Century 

Blvd 

CMA 

ICU 

Hawthorne Blvd/ 
74 WB 105 Off 

Ramp 

HCM 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 

Final Environmental Impact Report 

(MAJOR EVENT) CONDITIONS 

Jurisdiction 1 Peak Hour 

Weekday Pre-Event 

Inglewood/ 
Weekday Post-Event 

Los Angeles 
County 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Weekday Pre-Event 

City of Los Weekday Post-Event 
Angeles 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Hawthorne/ 
Weekday Pre-Event 

Los Angeles Weekday Post-Event 
(;ount)! 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Weekday Pre-Event 

Caltrans Weekday Post-Event 

Weekend Pre-Event 

[PAGE] 

Adjusted 
Baseline (with 

The Forum) 
No Project 

V/Cor 
LOS Delay 

0.758 c 
Q&GS A 
Qfil1 6 
~ 

QJ:i68 
B 

0.701 c 
DAW 

A 
Q..5A1 

~ A 
0.606 g 
0.700 B 

0.461 A 

0.582 A 

21.0 c 
15.0 B 

17.6 B 

Adjusted 
Baseline (with 

The Forum) 
Plus Project 

(Major Event) 

VIC or 
Delay 

0.870 

Q.<>09 
OJ:l21 

0.786 

0.821 

a+&+ 
Q.ll5_ 

0.731 

0.817 

0.634 

0.702 

25.2 

17.9 

22.4 

LOS 

D 

D 

c 

D 

c 

c 

D 

B 

c 
c 
B 

c 

ESA 1171236 

June 2020 



[,ST"YLEREF"Head1n~1"\nltj[ST'(LE:REi="HeadinlJ1"\'MERGEF()R~ATJ[ST'(LEREi="HeadinlJ2"\'MER(3EF()RMATJ 

Pages 3.14-323 and 3.14-324, Table 3.14-67, lines 50 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE3.14-67 

INTERSECTION OPERATIONS-ADJUSTED BASELINE (WITH FOOTBALL GAME AT NFL STADIUM) PLUS 

PROJECT (MAJOR EVENT) CONDITIONS 

# Intersection Methodology'·' 

ICU 
Van Ness Ave/ 50 
West Century Blvd 

CMA 

ICU 
Hawthorne Blvd/ 

74 
WB 105 Off-Ramp 

HCM 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 

Final Environmental Impact Report 

Jurisdiction' Peak Hour 

Inglewood/ Weekend 
Los Angeles County Pre-Event 

Weekend 
City of Los Angeles Pre-Event 

Hawthorne/Lo_:> Weekend 
Angeles Count){ Pre-Event 

Caltrans 
Weekend 
Pre-Event 

[PAGE] 

Adjusted 
Baseline (with 
Football Game 

at NFL Stadium) 
No Project 

V/Cor 
LOS 

Delay 

Q..G+& 
B 

0.688 

lffi'I+ 
Q.621 B 

0.584 A 

17.5 B 

Adjusted 
Baseline (with 

Football Game at 
NFL Stadium) 
Plus Project 

(Major Event) 

V/Cor 
Delay 

0.802 

0.749 

0.632 

20.3 

LOS 

D 

c 

B 

c 

ESA 1171236 

June 2020 



[ST'(LEREi="HeadinlJ1"\nllJISl'(LEREF"f:ieadinlJ1"1'fv1EF((3E:F()RMAl:JJS:rYLEREF"f:ieadinlJ2"1'fv1EF((3E:F()RMAl:J 

Pages 3.14-337 and 3.14-339, Table 3.14-70, lines 50 and 74 is revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-70 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS-ADJUSTED BASELINE (WITH MIDSIZE NFL STADIUM EVENT) PLUS PROJECT 

# Intersection Methodology'" 

ICU 

Van Ness Ave/ 
50 West Century 

Blvd 

CMA 

ICU 

Hawthorne 
Blvd/ 

74 WB1050ff-
Ramp 

HCM 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 

Final Environmental Impact Report 

(MAJOR EVENT) CONDITIONS 

Jurisdiction 1 Peak Hour 

Weekday Pre-

Inglewood/Los Event 

Angeles County Weekday Post-
Event 

Weekday Pre-

City of Los Event 

Angeles Weekday Post-
Event 

Weekday Pre-

Hawthorne/Los Event 

Angeles Count)<'. Weekday Post-
Event 

Weekday Pre-
Event 

Caltrans 
Weekday Post-

Event 

[PAGE] 

Adjusted 
Baseline (with 
Midsize NFL 

Stadium Event) 
No Project 

V/Cor 
LOS 

Delay 

0.775 c 

~ 

0579 
A 

0720 c 

(MOO 

0.510 
A 

0.711 c 

0.483 A 

22.5 c 

15.5 B 

Adjusted 
Baseline (with 
Midsize NFL 

Stadium Event) 
Plus Project 

(Major Event) 

V/Cor 
Delay 

0.846 

~ 

07~0 

0.795 

M4' 
0.661 

0.845 

0.663 

26.1 

19.0 

LOS 

D 

c 

c 

B 

D 

B 

c 

B 

ESA 1171236 

June 2020 



[,ST"YLEREF"Head1n~1"\nltj[ST'(LE:REi="HeadinlJ1"\'MERGEF()R~ATJ[ST'(LEREi="HeadinlJ2"\'MER(3EF()RMATJ 

Pages 3.14-351and3.14-353, Table 3.14-73, lines 50 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-73 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS -ADJUSTED BASELINE (WITH THE FORUM AND MIDSIZE NFL STADIUM EVENT) 

PLUS PROJECT (MAJOR EVENT) CONDITIONS 

Adjusted Adjusted Baseline 
Baseline (with (with The Forum 

The Forum and and Midsize NFL 
Midsize NFL Stadium Event) 

Stadium Event) Plus Project 
No Project (Major Event) 

V/Cor 
LOS 

V/Cor 
LOS 

# Intersection Methodology'·' Jurisdiction 1 Peak Hour Delay Delay 

Inglewood/ Weekday Pre-Event 0.780 c 0.873 D 

ICU Los Angeles Weekday Post- IM&+ A (),;Z&4 
Van Ness Ave/ County Event 0.630 ~ 0.772 

c 
50 West Century 

Blvd Weekday Pre-Event 0.725 c 0.824 D 

CMA City of Los 
Weekday Post- ~ (M)g::z g Angeles 

Event 0.565 
A 

0.715 g 

Hawthorne/ Weekday Pre-Event 0.889 D 1.053 F 

Havv1horne 
ICU Los Angele-s Weekday Post-

County 0 725 c 0.905 E 
Blvd/ Event 

74 WB1050ff- Weekday Pre-Event 27.9 c 62.2 E 
Ramp 

HCM Caltrans Weekday Post-
Event 19.5 B 57.4 E 

Pages 3.14-365 and 3.14-366, Table 3.14-76, lines 50 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-76 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS -ADJUSTED BASELINE (WITH THE FORUM AND FOOTBALL GAME AT NFL 

STADIUM) PLUS PROJECT (MAJOR EVENT) CONDITIONS 

# Intersection Methodology'·' 

Van Ness Ave/ ICU 

50 West Century 
Blvd CMA 

Hawthorne ICU 
Blvd/ 

74 WB 105 Off-
Ramp HCM 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 

Final Environmental Impact Report 

Jurisdiction 1 Peak Hour 

Inglewood/Los Weekend Pre-
Angeles County Event 

City of Los Weekend Pre-
Angeles Event 

Hawthorne/Los Weekend Pre-
An9cele~co0of¥ Event 

Weekend Pre-
Caltrans 

Event 

[PAGE] 

Adjusted 
Baseline (with 

The Forum 
and Football 
Game at NFL 
Stadium) No 

Project 

V/Cor 
LOS 

Delay 

~ g 
Q.101 g 
(hWG 

B 
0641 

0.592 A 

17.9 B 

Adjusted 
Baseline (with 

The Forum and 
Football Game 

at NFL Stadium) 
Plus Project 

(Major Event) 

V/Cor 
Delay 

0.887 

0.839 

0.643 

20.8 

LOS 

D 

D 

B 

c 

ESA 1171236 

June 2020 



[ST'(LEREi="HeadinlJ1"\nllJISl'(LEREF"f:ieadinlJ1"1'fv1EF((3E:F()RMAl:JJS:rYLEREF"f:ieadinlJ2"1'fv1EF((3E:F()RMAl:J 

Pages 3.14-381 and 3.14-383, Table 3.14-81, lines 50 and 74 is revised to read: 

TABLE3.14-81 

INTERSECTION OPERATIONS - CUMULATIVE (WITH THE FORUM) PLUS PROJECT (MAJOR EVENT) 

# Intersection Methodology1
•
2 

ICU 

Van Ness Ave/ 
50 West Century 

Blvd 

CMA 

ICU 
Hawthorne 
Blvd/ 

74 WB1050ff-
Ramp 

HCM 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 

Final Environmental Impact Report 

CONDITIONS 

Jurisdiction' Peak Hour 

Weekday Pre-Event 

Inglewood/ Los 
Weekday Post-Event 

Angeles 
County 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Weekday Pre-Event 

City of Los Weekday Post-Event 
Angeles 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Hawthorne/Lilli 
Weekday Pre-Event 

,l\ngeles Weekday Post-Event 
Co_untx Weekend Pre-Event 

Weekday Pre-Event 

Caltrans Weekday Post-Event 

Weekend Pre-Event 

[PAGE] 

Cumulative 
(with The 

Forum) No 
Project 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 

0.845 D 

0-00;> 
B 

Q.fi~5 

~ 

0.774 
c 

0.695 B 

~ 
A 

Q-481 

~ A 
QJ)2Q Q 

0.748 c 
0.488 A 

0.634 B 

23.7 c 
15.6 B 

19.3 B 

Cumulative 
(with The 

Forum) Plus 
Project (Major 

Event) 

VIC or 
Delay 

0.957 

QS44 
0Jl6l 
Q,.&99 

0.878 

0.813 

~ 

0711 

o,;qg 

QLill 

0.860 

0.661 

0.745 

26.9 

18.6 

23.9 

LOS 

E 

D 

D 

D 

g 
<;;_ 

c 

D 

B 

c 
c 
B 

c 

ESA 1171236 

June 2020 



[,ST"YLEREF"Head1n~1"\nltj[ST'(LE:REi="HeadinlJ1"\'MERGEF()R~ATJ[ST'(LEREi="HeadinlJ2"\'MER(3EF()RMATJ 

Pages 3.14-397 and 3.14-399, Table 3.14-84, lines 50 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-84 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS -CUMULATIVE (WITH FOOTBALL GAME AT NFL STADIUM) PLUS PROJECT 

(MAJOR EVENT) CONDITIONS 

Cumulative Cumulative 

(with Football (with Football 
Game at NFL Game at NFL Stadium) Plus Stadium) Project No Project (Major Event) 

VIC or 
LOS 

VIC or 
LOS 

# Intersection Methodology'·' Jurisdiction 1 Peak Hour Delay Delay 

Inglewood/ 
~ 

ICU Los Angeles Weekend Pre-Event c 0.886 D 

50 Van Ness Ave/ County 
0.794 

West Century Blvd 
City of Los Weekend Pre-Event Q.,.&14 

CMA 
Angeles QJM.1 

B 0738 c 

Hawthorne/ Weekend Pre-Event 

Hawthorne Blvd/ ICU I QS 8ogeles 0.636 B 0.675 B 
74 

WB 105 Off-Rarnp go uni}' 

HCM Caltrans Weekend Pre-Event 19.1 B 22.7 c 

Pages 3.14-410 and 3.14-477, Table 3.14-87, lines 50 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-87 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS - CUMULATIVE (WITH MIDSIZE NFL STADIUM EVENT) PLUS PROJECT (MAJOR 

EVENT) CONDITIONS 

# Intersection Methodology'·' 

ICU 
Van Ness Ave/ 

50 West Century 
Blvd 

CMA 

Hawthorne ICU 

74 Blvd/WB 105 
Off-Rarnp 

HCM 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 

Final Environmental Impact Report 

Jurisdiction' Peak Hour 

Inglewood/ Weekday Pre-Event 
Los Angeles 

County Weekday Post-Event 

City of Los 
Weekday Pre-Event 

Angeles Weekday Post-Event 

Hawthorne/ Weekday Pre-Event 
Los Angeles 
County Weekday Post-Event 

Caltrans 
Weekday Pre-Event 

Weekday Post-Event 

[PAGE] 

Cumulative 
(with Midsize 
NFL Stadium 

Event) No 
Project 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 

0.862 D 

!MA A 
~ 6 
0.714 c 
GAW 
0.447 

A 

0.761 c 
0.509 A 

24.3 c 
16.4 B 

Cumulative (with 
Midsize NFL 

Stadium Event) 
Plus Project 

(Major Event) 

VIC or 
Delay 

0.932 

~ 

~ 
0.787 

~ 

0.597 

0.887 

0.707 

28.1 

20.1 

LOS 

E 

c 

c 

A 

D 

c 
c 
c 

ESA 1171236 

June 2020 



[ST'(LEREi="HeadinlJ1"\nllJISl'(LEREF"f:ieadinlJ1"1'fv1EF((3E:F()RMAl:JJS:rYLEREF"f:ieadinlJ2"1'fv1EF((3E:F()RMAl:J 

Pages 3.14-423 and 3.14-425, Table 3.14-90, lines 50 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-90 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS - CUMULATIVE (WITH THE FORUM AND MIDSIZE NFL STADIUM EVENT) PLUS 

PROJECT (MAJOR EVENT) CONDITIONS 

Cumulative (with 
Cumulative (with 
The Forum and 

The Forum and 
Midsize NFL 

Midsize NFL 
Stadium Event) 

Stadium Event) 
Plus Project 

No Project (Major Event) 

V/Cor 
LOS 

VIC or 
# Intersection Methodology'·' Jurisdiction 1 Peak Hour Delay Delay LOS 

Inglewood/ Weekday Pre-Event 0.867 D 0.959 E 

ICU Los Angeles ~ ~ G 
Van Ness Ave/ County Weekday Post-Event 

0.664 
B 

0.806 Q 
50 West Century 

Blvd Weekday Pre-Event 0.719 c 0.817 D 

CMA 
City of Los 

QA;m ~ Angeles Weekday Post-Event 0.501 A 0.653 B 

Hawthorne/ Weekday Pre-Event 0.931 E 1.096 F 
Hawthorne ICU Los Angeles 
Blvd/ Countv Weekday Post-Event 0.751 c 0.949 E 

74 WB1050ff- Weekday Pre-Event 31.4 c 68.2 E 
Rarnp HCM Caltrans 

Weekday Post-Event 20.8 c 74.2 E 

Pages 3.14-437 and 3.14-438, Table 3.14-93, lines 50 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE 3.14-93 
INTERSECTION OPERATIONS - CUMULATIVE (WITH THE FORUM AND FOOTBALL GAME AT NFL STADIUM) PLUS 

PROJECT (MAJOR EVENT) CONDITIONS 

# Intersection Methodology'·' 

Van Ness Ave/ ICU 

50 West Century 
Blvd 

CMA 

Hawthorne 
Blvd/ ICU 

74 WB 105 Off-
Ramp HCM 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 

Final Environmental Impact Report 

Jurisdiction 1 Peak Hour 

Inglewood/ 
Angeles Weekend Pre-Event 
County 

City of Los 
Angeles 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Hawthorne/ 
LQi> __ 8nge_lei> Weekend Pre-Event 

c;ount\I 

Caltrans Weekend Pre-Event 

[PAGE] 

Cumulative (with 
The Forum and 

Football Game at 
NFL Stadium) 

No Project 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 

~ G 
Q~O~ Q 

~ 

0.650 
B 

0.645 B 

19.5 B 

Cumulative (with 
The Forum and 

Football Game at 
NFL Stadium) 
Plus Project 

(Major Event) 

V/Cor 
Delay 

0.971 

0.828 

0.686 

22.9 

LOS 

E 

D 

B 

c 

ESA 1171236 

June 2020 



[ STYLEREF "Heading 1" In It][ STYLEREF "Heading 1" 1• MERGEFORMAT ]. [ STYLEREF "Heading 2" 1• MERGEFORMAT] 

Pages 3.14-468 and 3.14-471, Table 3.14-98, lines 50 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE3.14-98 

INTERSECTION OPERATIONS -ADJUSTED BASELINE (WITH THE FORUM) PLUS PROJECT (MAJOR EVENT) WITH MITIGATION CONDITIONS 

# Intersection Methodology'·' 

50 
Van Ness Ave/ 
West Century Blvd 

Hawthorne Blvd/ 
74 

WB 105 Off Ramp 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 

Final Environmental Impact Report 

ICU 

CMA 

ICU 

HCM 

Jurisdiction' Peak Hour 

Weekday Pre-Event 

Inglewood/Los Angeles Weekday Post-Event 
County 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Weekday Pre-Event 

City of Los Angeles 
Weekday Post-Event 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Weekday Pre-Event 
Hawthorne/Los Angeles 

Weekday Post-Event 
County 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Weekday Pre-Event 

Caltrans Weekday Post-Event 

Weekend Pre-Event 

[PAGE] 

Baseline (with The 
Forum} No Project 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 

0.758 c 
~ A 
QJn1 ~ 

008S B 
0668 

0.701 c 
MOO A 
Q.f2'1'1 

0095 A 
0.606 B 

0.700 B 

0.461 A 

0.582 A 

21.0 c 
15.0 B 

17.6 B 

Baseline (with The 
Forum) Plus Project 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 

0870 D 

(HlOO D 
QJl2Z 

0.786 c 

0.821 D 

~ c 
Q.Z15 

0.731 c 

0.817 D 

0.634 B 

0.702 c 
25.2 c 
17.9 B 

22.4 c 

Baseline (with The Forum} 
Plus Project With 

Mitigation 

VIC or 
Delay 

LOS 

ESA / 171236 

June 2020 



[ STYLEREF "Heading 1" In It][ STYLEREF "Heading 1" 1• MERGEFORMAT]. [ STYLEREF "Heading 2" 1• MERGEFORMAT] 

Pages 3.14-501 and 3.14-504, Table 3.14-99, lines 50 and 74 are revised to read: 

TABLE3.14-99 

INTERSECTION OPERATIONS -CUMULATIVE (WITH THE FORUM) PLUS PROJECT (MAJOR EVENT) WITH MITIGATION CONDITIONS 

# Intersection Methodology'·' 

Van Ness Ave/ 
50 

West Century Blvd 

Hawthorne Blvd/ 
74 

WB 105 Off Rarnp 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 

Final Environmental Impact Report 

ICU 

CMA 

ICU 

HCM 

Jurisdiction 1 Peak Hour 

Weekday Pre-Event 

Inglewood/Los Weekday Post-Event 
Angeles County 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Weekday Pre-Event 

City of Los Weekday Post-Event 
Angeles 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Weekday Pre-Event 
Hawthorne/_Lo_s 

Weekday Post-Event 
Angeles Count)( 

Weekend Pre-Event 

Weekday Pre-Event 

Caltrans Weekday Post-Event 

Weekend Pre-Event 

[PAGE] 

Cumulative (with The 
Forum) No Project 

VIC or 
LOS 

Delay 

0.845 D 

MW> B 
OJ345 

0740 c 
0.774 

0.695 B 

G4JB A 
0.481 

Q.,8m) A 
0.620 B 

0.748 c 
0.488 A 

0.634 B 

23.7 c 
15.6 B 

19.3 B 

Cumulative (with The 
Forum) Plus Project 

V/Cor 
LOS 

Delay 

9~§7 $ < 
Q,g44 D 
QJ;)B1 

GS&9 D 
0.878 

0.813 D 

~ c 
0.711 

(H'.W c 
0.730 

0.860 D 

0.661 B 

0.745 c 
26.9 c 
18.6 B 

23.9 c 

Cumulative (with The 
Forum) Plus Project 

With Mitigation 

VIC or 
Delay 

M 

(),+ 

(),+ 

LOS 

g 

g 

G 

ESA / 171236 

June 2020 



[,ST"YLEREF"Head1n~1"\nltj[ST'(LE:REi="HeadinlJ1"\'MERGEF()R~ATJ[ST'(LEREi="HeadinlJ2"\'MER(3EF()RMATJ 

Page 3.14-47, the last full paragraph is revised to read: 

Metro provided ridership data for Lines 117, 211, and 212, which represent averages for 

April 2018. Both rail and bus ridership are reflective of the service levels in effect in the 

first half of 2018. Metro typically makes minor r:imim11jm adjustments ("shake ups") to 

their bus service in Jl111t:J!lly-and December, so the ridership is reflective of the December 

2017 "shake up". Bus data for weekdays includes average daily boardings (i.e., "ons"), 

alightings (i.e., "offs"), and counted passenger load per bus run approaching each stop. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Metro-6. 

Page 3.14-53, last partial paragraph, the third sentence is revised to read: 

The Metro board has currently approved Alternative C-3 for a fwe-()1lt:-year pilot 

program as opposed to the staff recommended Alternative C-1. 4 

(Footnote 4: https:f /boardagendas.metro.netiboard-repmt/2018-0710/.) 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Metro-7. 

Page 3 .14-198, last paragraph on the page, the second to last paragraph of Mitigation Measure 

3. l 4-2(b ), the last sentence is revised to read: 

The monitoring report shall be provided to the City Traffic Engineer (ongoing) and the 

State of California Office of Planning and Research (through 2030) and made available 

toLADOT. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment LADOT-8. 

Page 3 .14-199, the following is added at the end of Mitigation Measure 3 .14-2( c ): 

Should these improvements be deemed infeasible the proiect applicant and Citv of 

Inglewood shall work with LADOT to identifk and. if(easible. implement a substitute 

measure o(equivalent effectiveness at substantiallv similar cost. A substitute measure 

that can improve the overall safety of this intersection could include. but not be limited 

to provision of"transportation system management rFS!vf) measures or a commensurate 

contribution to such measures. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment LADOT-6. 

Page 3.14-200, this mitigation measure is added following Mitigation Measure 3.14-2( o ): 

Mitigation Measure 3.14-2(p) 

The proiect applicant shall work with the City oUng_lewood. the City of Hawthorne. and 

Caltrans to investigate the (easibilitv of adding a second eastbound left-tum lane or 
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extending_ the length of the single existing_ left-tum lane on I 20th Street at the I-105 

Ea,~tbQ!fl!d011!Qff_Ramp_:i_withi11mthce.2li,~ting12gy_e_me.11Lwidth_@d,_ifdeten11irH!dLQ_b_e_ 

feasible within the existing12avement width to imf2/ement the imwovement. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Caltrans-9. 

Page 3.14-204, the following is added after the first full paragraph: 

Since the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 3.14-2(IJ) is notpresentl_y known and its 

implementation requires approvals from other jurisdictions beyond the Citv of 

Inglewood. its implementation cannot be guaranteed and the impact is considered to 

be significant and unavoidable. 

Page 3.14-216, Mitigation Measure 3.14-3(j) is revised to read: 

The project applicant shall work with the City of Inglewood and the City of Los 
Angeles to remove the median island on the north leg and construct a second left­
tum lane on southbound La Cienega Boulevard at Centinela Avenue. Should these 
improvements be deemed infeasible. the protect applicant and City_ oOng_lewood 
shall work with VIDOT to identity and. i(feasible. implement a substitute measure o( 
equivalent effectiveness at substantiallv similar cost. A substitute measure that can 
improve the overall sa&tv o(this intersection could include. but not be limited to. 
prm:_i_s_i_Qn_eftr_q11_:mQrtatiQ11s_Jl_sJe111mqmige_me_nt_{[SMLmms_1ff_es_Qrg_rnmmens_1ff_qt_e_ 
contribution to such measures. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment LADOT-7. 

Page 3.14-253, the following is added as a footnote to Mitigation Measure 3.14- l 5, bullet g): 

g) A1aintain safe and efficient access routes for emergency vehicles and transit. 3Ji 

(EQQ\!l_Q\~ _ _3_Q;_I_b_e __ ]2IQJ~~Lam:iliQ<l!1L5_ha!L<O_QQIQJ!l_<l\5'_W_i\h __ M_,\IQJ3JJB __ Q]2nalim5 __ CQ!l_t[Q_l_SJ2"Qjjjj__Ij_y_rn_q; __ C_QQIQl!l_<l\Qrn\ 
213-922-4632 and Metro's Stops and Zones Department at 213-922-5190 not later than 30 days before the start of Project 
construction. Other mlmicipal bus services rnav also be impacted and shall be included in construction outreach efforts 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Metro-14. 

Page 3.14-270, the following is added after Mitigation Measure 3.14-lS(r): 

Mitiuation Measure 3 14-18(s) 

The proiect applicant shall make a one-time contribution 0($280 000 to the LADOT 
to help_fimd and implement Intelligent Transportation Systems [ITSJ improvements at 
intersections in which the Proiect causes a significant impact for which a specific 
mitigation that would reduce this impact to less than significant could not be 
identified. These 12 intersections are identified in Table 3.14-63 Cumulative plus 
Proiect Clvfaior Event) with Afitigation Conditions and Table 3.14-99 Cumulative 
{wit_h_Tl1e__fQrn111)pl1is__E_mie.c:_tfMqiQrE¥e.nt1_witb_Mitig_qti_Qn_CQndiftQflfi. 

• Concourse Wav I West Centurv Boulevard 

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center 

Final Environmental Impact Report 

[PAGE] ESA 1171236 
June 2020 



[,ST"YLEREF"Head1n~1"\nltj[ST'(LE:REi="HeadinlJ1"\'MERGEF()R~ATJ[ST'(LEREi="HeadinlJ2"\'MER(3EF()RMATJ 

• Western Avenue I West CenturJ?_ Boulevard 

• Van Ness Avenue/ 1Y1anchester Boulevard 

• We stem Avenue I A1anchester Boulevard 

• Normandie Avenue I lvfanchester Boulevard 

• Vermont Avenue I J\1anchester Boulevard 

• Figueroa Street I 1Y1anchester Boulevard 

• I-110 Southbound On/Off: Ramps I A1anchester Boulevard 

• I-110 Northbound On/Off-Ramps /Manchester Boulevard 

• Crenshaw Boulevard I Florence Avenue 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment LADOT-10. 

Page 3.14-294, the following mitigation measure is added following Mitigation Measure 

3. l 4-24(g ): 

Mitigation Measure 3.14-240!) 

Tl1£?pmi£?(;_LJJPPlic_(Jl]t_flhct_!Jpmv.id£?HCl_HQYl£?=tim£?H(;_Qlltf_'ibt1tiQlJHQ{$_l,5_2_4,2_QQJQHC_q_ltr_@fi 
which represents a (air share contribution o((unds towards Caltrans '1-405 Active 
frgffic_A1.@I1gf!111n1tJAilY.lJ.!.C_m~r.tdm~A1_qnaJ;_<!111n1tJCMl11xQi£?c;;_t 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Caltrans-5. 

Page 3.14-295, as an explanation of the Level of Significance After Mitigation, the last sentence 

in the second paragraph is revised as follows: 

The freeway component impacts are considered significant and unavoidable because 

im12kmentati@HQfMi1igationMeasures.H3J4~24(g)andH3.J4=241hlwm!ldHDQtg_mu:antee 

that operations at each impacted component would be restored to 'no 2roject' levels. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Caltrans-5. 

2.2.18.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

Page 3.14-195, the last paragraph of Mitigation Measure 3.14-2(a) is revised to read: 

The Event 1!\1P weu/d]1J_ill be a dynamic document that weuldis expected to be 
revised and refined as monitoring is peifmmed, experience is gained, additional 
information is obtained regarding the Proposed Project'g transportation 
characteristics, and advances in technology or inFastructure become available. Any 
changes to the Event TA1P shall be subject to review and approval by the City Traffic 
Engineer. In reviewing any proposed changes to the Event T1\1P, the City Tn{ffic 
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Engineer shall ensure that the Event TA1P, as revised, is equally or more effective in 
addressing the issues set forth above. 

The revisions to Mitigation Measure 3.14-2(a) are being made to make minor typographical and 

grammar corrections. 

Page 3.14-198, last paragraph on the page, the last paragraph of Mitigation Measure 3.14-2(b) is 

revised to read: 

The TH\4 Program--sheJl will be a dynamic document that is expected to be revised 
and refined as monitoring is performed, experience is gained, additional information 
is obtained regarding the Project~ transportation characteristics, and advances in 
technology or infrastructure become available. Any changes to the TDlvf Program 
shall be subject to review and approval by the City Traffic Engineer. In reviewing 
any proposed changes to the TDA1 Program, the City Traffic Engineer shall ensure 
that the TDA1 Program, as revised, is equalZv or more effective in addressing the 
issues setforth above. 

The revisions to Mitigation Measure 3. l 4-2(b) are being made to make minor typographical and 

grammar corrections. The same revisions are being made to parallel language in Mitigation 

Measure 3.7-1. 

Pages 3.14-24 l and 3.14-242, Mitigation Measure 3.14-S(b) is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.14-8(b) 

The project applicant shall 12rQy_i_d_g_q_Qll<?cJil1lf__ClQl1Jri_b_yJj_Qfl_Q[$_L5_QQ,QQQ_[Q_Cqltmns_ 
towards implementation o[work with Caltmns to implement the following traffic 
management .~vstem improvements along the 1-105 corridor: 

a) Changeable message sign (Clv!S) on the eastbound 1-105 between the 1-405 
connector ramp and the eastbound South Prairie Avenue off-ramp. 

b) CA1S on the westbound 1-105 between Vermont Avenue and the westbound 
Crenshaw Boulevard off-ramp. 

c) Closed circuit television camems on the westbound Crenshaw Boulevard off­
ramp, the South Prairie Avenue off-ramp, the westbound Hawthorne Boulevard 
off-ramp, and the eastbound l 20th Street off-ramp to 1-105. 

The revision to Mitigation Measure 3. l 4-8(b) is being made to reflect consultations that occurred 

with Callrans subsequent to publication of lhe Draft EIR. The consultations and revision are 

designed to reflect the fact that, as a result of these consultations, the appropriate amount of the 

contribution has been delennined. This contribution will enable Caltrans to install lhe identified 

improvements. Responses to Comments Caltrans-9 and Caltrans-10 provide additional 

infonnation concerning mitigation for impacts to I-105. 
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Page 3.14-459, Mitigation Measure 3.14-28(b) is revised to read: 

Mitigation Measure 3.14-28(b) 

Tiw project EFf!fJ.'ica11t shall make afimding contribution to dw City ojb'lglewood 
Public Works Traffic Division to .1wlpfu;qd a;qd implement l;qtellige;qt Tmnsportatio;q 
S)'Stems (ITS) improvements at intersections in which the Project causes a significant 
impact for which a spec~fic mitigation that would mdiwe this impact to less than 
sign~cam could not be identified. [111ple,mg_ntMitigqti_QnMrnst1ffH3.L4-=2Jo) 
(Financial Contribution to City ITS program). 

The revision to Mitigation Measure 3. l 4-28(b) is being made to streamline mitigation language 

that was repetitive in the Draft EIR. The revision is not substantive. 

2.2.19 Section 3.15, Utilities and Service Systems 

2.2.19.1 Changes in Response to Comments 

Page 3.15-50, the second paragraph is revised to read: 

The West Parking Garage Sile, East Transportation and Hotel Site, and Well Relocation 

Site are currently vacant and do not generate wastewater. The six existing developed 

parcels located in lhe Arena Site include a fast food restaurant, a motel, a warehouse and 

light manufacturing facility, a commercial catering business, and a groundwater well and 

related facilities. These existing uses, excluding the groundwater well and related 

facilities, generate wastewater that is conveyed by City and LAC SD sewer lines and 

treated at lhe JWPCP. The existing wastewater demand is estimated based on LACSD 
wastewater generation factors. Table 3.15-13 details the existing land uses, the estimated 

daily average wastewater flow, and estimated peak flow. Based on the existing land uses, 

the estimated existing peak wastewater flow generated at the Project Site is 

approximately 0.032 MGD. According to LACSD, the existing_ wastewater generation al 

theHErmms.edPrnie.ctsiteisH8,255Hgpd.HBasedHm1this.infonnatim1,H12eakJfowsHcouldHbe22, 
388 gpd or 0.024 MGD. The difference between actual flows and lhe estinrnted flows is 

apprnximaMyH3,800Hg_a11QllS.)2eLdayHQLOJ1038HMGD. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Sanitation-3. 

Page 3.15-51, the fifth and sixth paragraphs are revised to read: 

Table 3.15-l 4 details the land uses, daily average, and peak flows for the HPSP Adjusted 

Baseline projects, which shows that the HPSP Adjusted Baseline projects would generate 

an estimated peak wastewater flow of ~2.67 MGD. This estimate conservatively 

assumes that no wastewater is currently being generated at the HPSP area under existing 

conditions. 

The JWPCP curTently provides treatment for a peak flow of 330 MGD, with a capacity of 

400 MGD. With the HPSP Adjusted Baseline projects peak flow included as part of the 
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Adjusted Baseline, this analysis reflects that the JWPCP provides treatment for a peak 

flow of ~332.67 MGD of wastewater. 57 

(Footnote 57: The HPSP peak flow, rather than average flow, was added to existing average f1ow conditions to provide a 
conservative analysis.) 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Sanitation-4. 

Page 3.15-52, Table 3.15-14 is revised to read: 

TABLE 3.15-14 
ESTIMATED HOLLYWOOD PARK SPECIFIC PLAN WASTEWATER GENERATION 

Daily Average Daily Peak Flow 
Hollywood Park Wastewater Average (2.5x 
Specific Plan Unit Generation Flow Average) 
Land Use Contribution Factor (gpd) (gpd) (MGD) 

Stadiuma 70.000 seats 10 gallons/seat/day 700,000 1.75 

Performance 6,000 seats 10 gallons/seat/day 60,000 0.15 
Venuea 

Retail 518,077 sf WG-325._gallons/1,000 sf ~168375 ~JlA2 

Office 466,000 sf 200 gallons/1,000 sf 93,200 0.23 

Residential 314 du 156 gallons/du 48,984 0.12 

Total ~1,070,559 ~2.67 

NOTE: 
gpd =gallons per day; MDG =million gallons per day; cfs =cubic feet per second; sf= square feet; du= dvvelling unit 

Peak 
Flow 
(cfs) 

2.71 

0.23 

(HG.D._6_5 

0.36 

0.19 

~4.14 

a The Sewer Area Study differentiates generation rates bet'.Neen the stadium use and the performance venue use. Since the uses of a 
stadium and a performance venue are similar in nature, the generation rate for both the stadium and the performance venue is the 
number of seats. 

SOURCE: ESA, 2019. Generation rates are based off of AECOM, 2019. Sewer Area Study Inglewood Basketball and Entet1ainment 
Center. April 30, 2019 and Sanitation Districts of I os Angeles Co1mty 2020. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Sanitation-4. 
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Page 3.15-56, Table 3.15-15 is revised to read: 

TABLE 3.15-15 
ESTIMATED PROPOSED PROJECT WASTEWATER GENERATION AND SEWER CAPACITY SUMMARY 

Daily Average Project Project Peak Project Total Cumulative 
Wastewater Daily Flow(2.5 x Peak Pipeline Pipe Cumulative Contributing 

Proposed Unit Generation Average Average) Flow Segment Capacity" Contributing Flow 
Point of Connection Land Use Contribution Factor (gpd) Flow(gpd) (MGD) (cfs) Diameter (cfs) Flow (cfs)b (MGD)b Capacity?b 

1 (City's sewer line at South Food and 24,000 sf 1,000 gallons/ 24,000 0.06 0.09 8 0.34 0.06 0.04 Yes 
Prairie Avenue and West Drink Building 1,000 sf 

8 0.34 0.10 007 Yes 102nd Street) 
Mixed Use 24,000 sf :325'1-00 gallons/ ;!,400 ZIJOO 0.02 ~ 8 0 77 0.01 0.01 Yes 

Building 1,000 sf 0.03 

Subtotal 48,000 ;;J,WQ,QIJ. (),:µ;;; Yes 

2 (City's sewer line at West 20% Arena 3,700 Seats 10 gallons/ 37,000 0.09 0.14 8 0.54 0.14 0.09 Yes 
102nd Street west of South Seat/Day 

Doty Avenue) 
Subtotal 3,700 37,000 009 014 0.54 014 Yes 

3 (LACSD Prairie Trunk 80% Arena 14,800 Seats 10 gallons/ 148,000 0.37 0.57 12 0.83 0.83 0.54 Yes 
Sewer at Freeman Avenue Seat/Day 

and 103rd Street) 
Practice 85,000 sf 300 gallons/ 25,500 0.06 0.10 
Facility 1,000 sf 

Office Space 71,000 sf 200 gallons/ 14,200 0.04 0.05 
1,000 sf 

Sports 25,000 sf 300 gallons/ 7,500 0.02 0.03 
Medicine 1,000 sf 

Clinic 

Community 15,000 sf 200 gallons/ 3,000 0.01 0.01 
Space 1,000 sf 

Subtotal 050 0 77 0. fJ3 0.83 Yes 

4 (City's sewer line at West Hotel 150 rooms 125 gallons/ 18,750 0.05 0.07 8 0 77 0.07 0.05 
102nd Street at manhole east room/Day 

of South Doty Avenue) 
Sl1btolal 18,750 0.05 0.07 077 0.07 Yes 

Total 

NOTE 
gpd =gallons per day; MDG = million gallons per day; els= cubic feet per second; sf= square feet; du =dwelling unit 
a Proposed total sewer pipe design capacity vvas calculated as Yi full for pipe diameters of 12 inches or lower, and% full for pipe diameters of 15 inches or higher. Total pipe capacity does not include 

residual capacity. 

Includes peak flow volumes from the Adjusted Baseline. 

SOURCE: AECOM, 2019. Sewer Area Study Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center Project. April 30, 2019 and Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles Count~. 2020. 
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This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Sanitation-5. 

Page 3.15-58, lhe first bullet point is revised to read: 

• The Proposed Project peak wastewater flows would contribute 
~ QJ2 cubic feel per second (cfs) (or Q.,W Q.QEMGD) to the 
City's sewer line at point of connection 1, which d5oes not exceed 
the available capacity of 0 .17 MGD, 61 Therefore, point of connection 
1 would have a remaining capacity of0.10 MGD; 

(Footnote 61: Estimated capacity for the City's sewer line at South Prairie Avenue and West 102nd Street 
is 0.23 MGD. Existing peak flow shows an existing peak ofO 06 MGD. This results in an available 
capacity of 0.17 MGD.) 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Sanitation-5. 

Page 3.15-58, the first full paragraph is revised to read: 

An existing City 8-inch-diameter sewer line along West 103rd Street would be upsized to 

a 12-inch-diameler sewer line and would extend to the Project Sile, with a capacity of 

0.83 cfs (or 0.54 MGD). With proposed improvements along West 103rd Street to upsize 

lhe existing 8-inch-diameter sewer line to a 12-inch-diameter sewer line extended to the 

Project Site, the existing City collector sewer lines and LAC SD sewer system would have 

adequate capacity to serve the Proposed Project. I'riQL1Qi~sl1anc;~HQfJ:n.1ilcJ.mg_pc;m1itsH1:hc; 
City would require the Project Sponsor to adhere to the LACSD's policies for review, 

approval and Trunk Sewer Pennit for new connections to LACSD's trunk sewer system. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Sanitation-6. 

Page 3.15-58, the last paragraph, second sentence is revised to read: 

The wastewater generated by the Proposed Project would be treated at the JWPCP, which 

has a maximum treatment capacity of 400 MGD and currently provides treatment for a 

peak flow of 330 MGD. Including peak flows of the Adjusted Baseline projects, the 

JWPCP provides treatruent for a peak flow of~ 332.67 MGD. Thus, the JWPCP has 

lhe capacity lo treat an additional ~67.33 MGD of peak wastewater flows. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Sanitation-5. 

Page 3.15-75, last paragraph, second to last sentence is revised to read: 

The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939) was enacted to 

reduce, recycle, and reuse solid waste generated in the state to the maximum extent 

feasible. Specifically, AB 939 requires city and county jurisdictions lo identify an 
implementation schedule to divert 50 percent of the total waste stream from landfill 

disposal by the year 2000. AB 939 also requires each city and county to promote source 

reduction, recycling, and safe disposal or transfommtion. Cities and counties are required 
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to maintain the 50 percent diversion specified by AB 939 past the year 2000. AB 939 also 

requires each city and county to promote so:.:rce reduction, recycling, and safe disposal or 

transformation. The City oflnglewood's City-wide diversion rate per AB 939 was 

62 percent in 2010. 81 

(Footnote 81: City oflnglewood, 2012. Special Meeting of Special Cmmcil Evaluation of Solid Waste and Recycling 
Services Proposals. Available: http:i/vl .cityofinglewood.org/pdfsiwastemanagement/hfh.pdf. Accessed December 4, 
2018.) 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment LACDPWl-9. 

Page 3.15-80, after the fifth full paragraph, add the following text: 

Since the conduct of the analysis for the Draft EIR the project applicant has committed 

toinrnkmc;nti!nJBEC_Zc;rn_Wm;t~_l'rngrnm_i!s_m1J:tQfJh~ir:Qn:Sit~_Loc;11LDir~c;t 

Measures to complv with the provisions of AB 987. The IBEC Zero Waste Program 
would be a waste and diversion program for operations of the Proposed Proiect, with the 

exception of the hotel with a goal ofreducing landfill waste to zero. The effectiveness of 

thc;_prng_rnmis_tQbc;_mQnitm~d_i!nnni!Uhrn11g_h_thc;_US_Emirnnm~n1:llLI'rntc;c;tionAg~nc;y 

(EPA_)'s Waste Wise program or a similar annual reporting svstem. 86 

(Footnote 86: Murohv's Bowl LLC letter to l'v!r Shannon Hatcher Air Pollution Specialist California Air Resources 
HQJml,_lfoY_<:rnlm_L_'.Wl':l,_p_az~-·D 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment LACDPWl-8. 

2.2.19.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

There are no staff-initiated text changes in this section. 

2.2.20 Chapter 4, Other CEQA-Required Considerations 
2.2.20.1 Changes in Response to Comments 

There are no text changes in response to comments in this chapter. 

2.2.20.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

There are no staff-initiated text changes in this section. 

2.2.21 Chapter 5, Project Variants 
2.2.21.1 Changes in Response to Comments 

There are no text changes in response to connnents in this chapter. 

2.2.21.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

There are no staff-initiated text changes in this section. 
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2.2.22 Chapter 6, Project Alternatives 

2.2.22.1 Changes in Response to Comments 
Page 6-29, third full paragraph is revised to read: 

The elimination of the ancillary uses in Alternative 2 would avoid lhe most common 

significant impacts identified for the Proposed Project's ancillary uses and hotel ~"'hich 

would occur on a daily basis at intersections and neighborhood streets (Impacts 3 .14-1 

through 3.14-6, Impacts 3. l 4-16 through 3.14-2 l, Impacts 3.14-28, and 3.14-33). 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Channel-41. 

Page 6-30, first full paragraph, the third sentence is revised to read: 

As such, affected sensitive receptors, especially those located to the northwest of the 

intersection of South Prairie A venue and West Century Boulevard, as well as homes that 

are located south and west of the Arena, west of South Prairie Avenue and south of West 

102nd Street, as well as the hotel use at 3900 West Century Boulevard would lil<ely all be 

exposed to substantially higher levels of noise than disclosed for the Proposed Project 

(Impacts 3.11-2 and 3.11-6). 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Cham1el-40. 

Page 6-30, the second full paragraph is revised to read: 

Although few of the impacts of the Reduced Project Size Alternative would be more severe 

than those of the Proposed Project, i-t is notable that Alt@mative 2 ""·ould fail to respond to 

several policies of the City of Inglewood Gmeral Plan which encourage the development 

of employment generating uses in the City. Further, by eliminating the potential to 

consolidate LA Clippers team uses, including the arena, practice facility, sports medicine 

and treatment facilities, and team offices in a single location, Alternative 2 would likely 

increase the amount of travel between these uses that are currently located disparately 

throughout the region. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Channel-45. 

Draft EIR page 6-31, first partial paragraph, lhe last two sentences are revised lo read: 

Furth@rAltemati11.e2Hwou1dred1KeHtheHseYerityH0LaHllJJmbernLsignific:.mtim12actsHofthe 
Pro11osed Project, the elimination of lhe team practice facility, sports medical clinic, and 

team office means that noiseHprn_p_agatedinHtheHplawHm:eaHwoJJidHtrnY.eLfarthertb:.m.\mder 
the Pro11osed Project and the LA Clippers would continue to generate VMT and 

associated air pollutants and GHG emissions during commute trips between these uses 

located around the Los Angeles basin. Notwithstanding the ways in which some imIJacts 

couldHbeHexacerbatedHcompared1QHtbeJ)rnmsedPrniect~, Alternative 2 would be 
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less111Qr~ responsive to City Objective 10 than the ProJJosed Project because it would l3e 

less environmentally conscious than kssenHtheHseYerityHQLa11umbeLQfsignific:.mt 
impacts of the Proposed Project. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Cham1el-47. 

2.2.22.2 Staff-Initiated Changes 

Page 6-15, last partial paragraph, the first sentence is revised to read: 

Further, development of a~ employment center/business park alternative would 

not meet the Applicant's project applicant's objectives to build the long-term home of the 

LA Clippers NBA basketball team (project applicant Objectives la-le) ... 

The revision to this text in Chapter 6, Alternatives, is being made to correct the incorrect 

reference to lhe alternative considered but dismissed form farther evaluation. 

2.2.23 Changes to Figures 
There are no revised figures in the Draft EIR 

2.2.24 Changes to Appendices 
Draft EIR, Appendix F, the Bean and Smith 1978 Map is added. 

Draft EIR, Appendices K.3 (corrected LOS worksheets for Intersection #50) and K.4 (Draft Event 

TMP) were revised. 

Draft EIR, Appendix K.4, page 17, the following is added as the second paragraph in the LRT 

Station Access sec lion: 

The IBEC operator will coordinate with Metro's Special Events Bus and Rail Team to 

determine how best to meet demand lo discuss which stations are most appromiate for 
use, and to make changes to servicing rail stations. if warranted, with Metro's input 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Metro-17. 

Draft EIR, Appendix K.4, page 18, the following is added after the final paragraph: 

SERVICE PROVIDER COORDINATION 

The IBEC operator should coordinate with regional transit providers on route and bus 

stop planning should any transit provider choose to service events at the arena. 

It is anticipated that the Proposed Project and the implementation of the Event TMP. will 

benefitsi_g_nificant1yHfrnmHtheHCity'sHexperiencejmpkmen1ingHtbeHIMQPfor1heHstadium, 
By the time the IBEC commences operations. the stadium will have been in operation for 
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three vears. The City will thus have three vears' of actual ex2erience imIJlementing the 

IMOP,indudi11gHetimtsHtoHi,;mu:dinateHwitbHtrnn!iitserYi~e12rnYidersHs1KhHasHCJJ1Yer 

CilvBus. This exIJerience will infonn the City's and the IBEC operator's implementation 

0LtheHIMI',HiheHCitywekomesHtheH01212ort11nitytoHrnmdinatewithHGuJyerCityBmrnnd 
other transit providers. 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment Culver City Bus-1. 

Draft EIR, Appendix K.4, Table 1 is revised to add the following at the bottom of the table: 

Count:< of Los Angeles. 

Department of Public Works 

~L,l\(;DF\l\f) 

LACDPW manages and maintains streets and other local roads in 

unincorporated areas of the County of Los An_g_eles. including_ the Lennox_ 

area to the southwest of the Project Site. Implementation of anv event 

trafficHrnanagern~ntrrieasuresHonHstreetsrrianagedHbyHLl\C:[)F'V\IHrnustbe 

coordinated with LACDPW 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment LACDPWl-7. 

Draft EIR, Appendix K.4, Table l is revised to add the following at the bottom of the table: 

City of Los Angeles 

Department of 

Iraos_prntaljoo(LADQI) 

I ADOT manages and majntajns streets and other local roads jn the City of 

Los Angeles. Implementation of measures to address _Qotential event 

queuing conditions on streets managed by LADOT including deployment of 

lrnfficHco.olrn.Loffice.r.s. •. rn.qujre.rn.mmuoicailon.wjibJb.eHLADQI..Sp_ecial 
Traffic Operations (STOl staff 

This revision is being made based on Response to Comment LADOT-5. 

DraftEIR, Appendix R is revised to add Mr. Stone's May 14, 2020 memorandum to Mindy 

Wilcox to the end of the appendix. This memorandum is referenced in Response to Comment 

Cham1el-26. 
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