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3.15 Utilities and Service Systems

This section describes and evaluates potential impacts related to water supply, wastewster
cotivevance and treatment, stormwater drainage, and solid waste collection and disposal utihtics
and service systems that could result fromy implementation of the Proposed Project. The section
comtaing: (1} a description of the existing and baseline conditions for cach utility; (2) 2 description
of the regulatory settling related to the relevant utilities and service systems; {3} an analysis of
potential impacts as & result of mereased demands that would be placed on these utilities
associated with the implementation of the Propuosed Project and/or cumulative development, and
{4) any associated mitigation measures that would be required to avaid or lessen significant
mmpacts of the Proposed Project or cunlative development.

Comments received in response to the NOP for the EIR regarding uiilities and serviee systems
can be found in Appendix B. Any applicable issues and concerns regarding potential impacts
related to utilities and service systems as a result of implementation of the Project are analyzed
within this section.

The analysis included in this section was developed based on project-specific construction and
operational foatures, and data provided in the City of Inglewood General Plan, a project-specific
Sewer Area Study Plan {Appendix XX), Golden State Water District’s Urban Water Management
Plan (UWMP), CalRecyele’s Sohid Waste Information System, and a project-speeific Water
Supply Assessment for the City by Todd Groundwater (Appendix J).

Water Supply
3.15.1 Environmental Setting

{Note to Team: Discussion is pending information from Golden State Water and the developing
Water Supply Assessment.]

3.15.2 Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting

[Note to Team: Discussion is pending information from Golden State Water and the developing
Water Supply Assessment.]

3.15.3 Regulatory Setting

[MNote to Team: Discussion is pending information from Golden State Water and the developing

Water Supply Assessment.]

3.15.4 Analysis, Impacts and Mitigation

{Note to Team: Discussion is pending information from Golden State Water and the developing
Water Supply Assessment. |
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Wastewater Generation and Treatment
3.15.5 Environmental Setting

Regional and Local Setting

Municipal wastewater is generated in the City of Inglewood from residential, commercial,
industrial, and public/institutional land uses. The Los Angeles County Sanitation District
(L.ACSD) District Number 3 manages the wastewater collection and treatiment system within the
City.! Wastewater is collected by gravity sewers and 1ift stations owned by the City and LACSD .2
There are two separate sewer systems in the vicinity of the project area: two LACSD trank sewers
(Prairie Avenue Trunk Sewer and South Inglewood Orange Trunk Sewer), and the City of
Inglewood local collector sewer lines. Wastewater 18 transported through these wastewater lines
to the LACSDY s Joint Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP) in Carson, Cslifornia. The JWPCP
provides both primary and secondary wastewater treatment for an average dry weather flow of
280 million gallons per day (MGD)Y. The JWPCP has a design capacity of 400 MGD. In 2015,
6,179 AF of wastewater was collected from within the City of Inglewood,

The JWPCP only provides primary and secondary treatiment, and effluent produced at the plant
does not meet recveled water quality standards. The treated wastewater is disinfected with
hypochiortte and discharged to the Pacific Ocean through LACSD s network of outfalls.

In 2015, Metropolitan and LACSD announced a joint proposal to add Advanced Wastewater
Treatment facilities to JWPUP that would meet recyelad water quality standards, and could result
in the regse of up to 168,000 AFY of wastewater. Under this program, water would be purified at
the plant and then injected or spread into local groundwater basins.

Existing Wastewater Generation and infrastructure at the Project Site

Over 85 percent of the Project Site 1s currently vacant and not currently served by the City’s
sewer system. Approximately 4 acres located within the Arena Site are developed with a fast-
food restaurant and catering service, a hotel, and warchouse and light manufacturing facilities.
These cxisting uses generate wastewater that is conveyed by City and LALSD sewer lines and
treated at the IWPCP, The existing sewage demand s estimated based on LACSD sewage
generation factors. Table 3.15-1 details the existing land uses, the estimated daily average flows,
and estimated peak flows. Based on the land used, estimated the existing peak flow generated at
the Project Site is approximately 0.032 MGD.

AECOM, 2018; Sewer drea Study Project Condor: Seplomber 19, 2018, p. 2,
3 " N ¥ N E S M P F g e . ; ] T :
= Ciolden State Water Company, 2016, 2005 Urbon Water Managemeni Plan - Routlpvesi.
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Tasie 3.15-1
EsTivaTeD EXisSTING WASTEWATER GENERATION AT THE PROJECT SiTE
Datly Average Bewage Daity Peak Flow Peak
Generation Factor Linit Bverage {2.5 x Average) Flow
Existing Land Use {GPD} Contribution  Flow (GPD) MGD)} {CFS)
Gommerciat (Restaurant 1,000 Gallons/1,000 5F 2,352 BF 2.252 006 0.008
and Catering)

Commercial {Hotel) 125 Gallons!Room 38 Rooms 4,750 G012 4.019
anufgcturing/Warehouse 200 Gallons/ 1,000 8F 28.BOG BF 5762 1014 0.022

{Food Warehnuse)
Totat - - 12.784 0.032 2080

BOURCE: AECOM, 2018, Seowvar Arsa Stunly Frojeot Condor. Seplember 19, 2048,

The following discussion details existing wastewater infrastructore at the Project Site.

Arena Site

The Arena Site is served by the City"s 8-inch diameter wastewater lines located within South
Prairie Avenue, West 102% Street, and West Century Boulevard, In addition, LACSD s 15-inch
Orange Trunk Sewer Line is located within South Doty Avenue, east of the Arena Site.

West Parking and Transportation Hub Site

The West Parking and Transportation Hub Site Is served by the City™s existing 8-inch wastewater
lines located within West Century Boulevard, West 101 Street, West 102 Street, and South
Prairic Avenue. The LACSD s 30-inch Prairie Avenue Trunk Sewer is located northwest of the
West Parking and Transportation Hub Site, at the intersection of West Century Boulevard and
south Flower Street. The Prairie Avenue Trunk Sewer follows west along West Century
Boulevard before turiving south along Freeman Avenue, west of the Project Site,

East Parking and Hotel Site

The East Parking and Hotel Site is served by LACSEY s 13-mnch Orange Trunk Sewer line located
north and west of the East Parking and Hotel Site within West Century Boulevard and South Doty
Avenue, Additionally, there is an 8-inch diameter wastewater line located within West 1020
Streef.

Well Relocation Site

The Well Relocation Site is served by an 8-inch wastewater line within West 1027 Street.

3.15.6 Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting

Az discussed in Section 3.0, Fovironmental Iimpacts, Settings, and Mitigation Measures, the
Proposed Project is-not anticipated to be constructed and begin operations untll mid-2023 for the
20023-24 NBA basketball season. Also as discussed in Section 3.0, Environmental Impacts,
Settings, and Mitigation Measures, the City has issued building permits for, and construction has
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commenced on, significant portions of the Hollywood Park Specific Plan, including the
congtruction of the 70,000-seat NFL Stadium, a 6,000 seat performance venue, 518,077 st of
retail and restaurant uses, 466,000 <f of office space, 314 residential units, and approximately
9,900 parking spaces. Due to the certainty of these projects being constiucted and in operation
prior to opening of the Proposed Project, the City of Inglewood determined that it 15 appropriate
to include these projects in an adjusted environmental setting for the Proposed Project.
Accordingly, the wastewater gonerated associated with these developments within the Hollywood
Park Specific Plan arca are considered as part of the adjusted envirommental baseline.

Table 3.15-2 details the land uses, daily average, and peak flows for the HPSP, which shows that
the HPSP would gencrate an estimated 2.38 MGD of wastewater, To be conservative, this
catimale agswmes that niy wastewaler 18 currently being generated at the existing HPSP site. The
JWPRCP currently provides treatment for an average 280 MGD, with a capacity of 400 MGD.
With the HPSP as part of the adjusted environmental baseline, this analysis assumes that the
NWPCP provides treatment for an average of 282 MG of wastewater,

TaBLE 3.15-2
EstmateDp HolLLywooD PARK SPECIFIC PLAN WASTEWATER GENERATION
Hollywood Park - . N Peak Flow
‘ ol i Daidly Average Sewage Unit Draily Average . ~ Peak Flow
Specific Plan Land Generation Factor (GPD}  Contribution Flow {GPDY) (25x A‘{eragﬁ} {CF8)
Usa (MG
Areng and 14 Gallons/SealiDay 76,000 Seats 760,000 1.8 2.84
Performance Center”
Retgil 100 Galions{ 1,300 &F 518,077 &F 51,808 0.13 {20
{Office 200 Gallons{1,000 5F 468,000 SF 93,200 .23 (.35
Residential 156 Gallons/DU 214 Dl 48,984 .12 0.18
Tatal ~ ~ 8534992 238 368

MOTE:

The Sewer Area Study differentistes generabion rates betwesn e arena use and the performance senier use, Mowsver, the sguare
fugtage of the HPSP parformancs senler is unkowen at the time 'of thix analysis. Thereltee, since the uses of an arena and a
performance cerdet are 50 similar, the arena generation rate was used as the aursherof seats within' the perfarmante canter is Known at
thig tima.

SOURCE: Generation rates are based off o ARCOM, 3018, Sewer Area Study Project Condor, Beptewrber 18, 214

The environmental baseline is also adjusted with regard to specific to pipeline sewage flows and
capacities of pipelines that would conneet to the Project Site. The Project-specific Sewer Area
Study Plan considers the HPSP Inglewond NFL Stadium at Hollywood Park Sewer Area Study
findings. The capacities of existing City and LACSD sewer lines were analyzed using the HPSP
fAows, City and LACSD as-built record plans, and existing peak flows and sewer monitoring data.
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3.15.7 Regulatory Setting
Federal

Clean Water Act

Water quality objectives for all waters of the United States are established under applicable
provvisions of Section 303 of the federal Clean Water Act (CWA). The CWA prohibits the
discharge of pollutants to navigable waters from a point source unless authorized by a National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) penmit. Point sources are defined as any
discernible, confined. and diserete conveyance including but not imited to any pipe. ditch,
channel, tunnel, well, or vessel from which pollutants are discharged. Nonpoint sources come
from many diffuse sources including land runoff, precipitation, drainage, secpage, or hydrologic
maodification, Because implementation of these regulations has been delegated to the State,
additional information regarding this permit'is discussed under the “State” subheading, below.

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permits

The NPDES permit system was established in the CWA to regulate municipal and industrial point
discharges to surface waters of the US Bach NPDES permit for point discharges containg linits
on allowable concentrations of poliutapts contained in discharges. Sections 401 and 402 of the
CWA contain general fequirements regarding NPDES permits. Section 307 of the WA
describes the factors that the US Envirenmental Protection Agency {(EPA) must consider in
setting effluent limits for priority pollutants.

The WA was amended in 1987 to require NPDES permits for non-point source (i.e.,
stormwater) poliutants in discharges. Stormwater sources are diffuse and originate over a wide
area rather than from a definable point. The goal of NPDES stormwater regulations is 10 improve
the quality of stormwater discharged to receiving waters to the “maximum extent practicable”
through the use of structural and non-structural Best Management Practices (BMPs). BMPs can
mnclude the development and implementation of various practices including educational measures
{workshops informing public of what impacts results when household chemicals are dumped into
storm drains), regulatory measures (local authority of drainage facility design), public policy
measures, and structural measures (filter strips, grass swales and detention ponds). The NPDES
permits that apply to activities in the City of Inglewood are described vnder local regulations
below.

US Environmental Protection Agency’s National Combined Sewer Overfiow
Control Policy

The US EPA initiated its Combined Sewer Overflow (CS0) Control Policy (40 CFR 122) in
April, 1994, The C8G Policy provides a national level framework for the control and
management of CSOs. The CSO Policy provides guidance regarding how to achieve Clean Water
Act goals and requirements when faced with management of a C50.

3.15-5 FES 7 1T105
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State

Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWROUB) and the Los Angeles Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQUB) are delegated authority from the US EPA to implement
portions of the CWA, and also implement the State’s water quality law, the Porter-Cologne Water
Quality Coatrol Act (Porter-Cologne Act). These agencies have established water guality
standards that are required by Section 303 of the CWA and the Porter-Cologne Act. The Porter-
Cologne Act states that a Water Quality Control Plan, or Basin Plan, will consist of beneticial
uses, water quality objectives, and a program of implementation for achieving water quality
objectives. A Basin Plan, prepared by the Los Angeles RWOQUR, establishes water quality
mumertcal and narrative standards and objectives for rivers and their tributaries within the area
subject to the Basin Plan. In cases where the Basin Plan does not contain a standard for a
particular pothatant, other criteria apply such as EPA water quality criteria developed under
Section 304{a) of the CWA, The Basin Plan that applies to the Project Site is described under
toval regulations below,

l.ocal
City of Inglewood General Plan

The City of Inglewood General Plan Conservation Element, adopted on October 21, 1997,
addresses the plan for conservation, development and utilization of natural resources found within
the jurisdiction of the City. Chapter IV of the Conservation Element addresses the City’s
wastewater systerm. While the Congeérvation Flement details the City"s concerns related to
effluent contanminating the ocean, no specific goals or policies are stated that are refevant fo the
Proposed Project.

Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System Permit

Los Angeles County and 84 mcorporated cities, including the City of Inglewood, have a joint
Municipal Separate Stovm Sewer Systern NPDES permit (MS4 Permity (Permit Order No, R4-
2012-0175, NPDES Permit No. CAS004001) that was granted on November §, 2012, The MS4
Permit is intended to implement BMPs to reduce pollutants in stormwater discharges to the
maximum extent practicable, The permittees Hsted under the joint permit have the authority to
develop, administer, implement, and enforce storm water management programs within their own
jurisdiction. On June 27, 2013, the cities of Bl Segundo, Hawthorne, Inglewood, and Los Angeles
(inchuding the Port of Los Angeles), the County of Los Angeles, and the Los Angeles County
Flood Control District formed the Dominguer Channel Watershed Management Area Group to
develop a collaborative approach to mect the requirements of the MS4 Permit. [MNote to Tean:
ity to provide revised information, per edits in the Hydrology Chapter |

Lirban storm water nunoff is defined in the MS4 Permit as including stormwater and dry weather
flows from a drainage arca that reaches a receiving water body or subsurtace. The permt
regulates the discharge of all wet and dry weather urban storm water runoff within the County of
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Los Angeles (with exception to the City of Long Beach). Part VLC of the Los Angeles County
M54 permit allows permittees the flexibility to develop Watershed Management Programs
{WMP} or Enbanced Watershed Management Programs (EWMP) o implement the requirements
of the permit on a watershed seale through customized strategies, control measures, and BMPs,
The Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Area Group developed-a EWMP that was
approved by the Los Angeles Water Board on February 26, 2016.% The EWMP includes water
guality priorities for the Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Area, watershed control
measures consisting of both structural and non-structural BMPs, financial stratepies, and legal
authority (permittees have the necessary legal authority to traplement the BMPs identifted in the
EWMP or the legal authority exists to compel implementation of the BMPs),

Water Quality Control Plan: Los Angeles Region Basin Plan

The Los Angeles Region Basin Plan is degigned to preserve and enhance water quality and
protect beneficial uses of all regional waters. Specifically, the Basin Plan designates beneficial
uses for surface and ground waters, sets narrative and numerical objectives that must be astained
or maintained to protect designated beneficial vses, and describes implementation programs to
proteet all waters in the region. The Basin Plan incorporates all applicable state and regional board
phans and policies and othor pertinent water quality policies and regulations. The Basin Plan isa
resource for the regional board and others who use water and discharge wastewater in the Los
Angeles Region, and provides valuable mformation 1o the public about local water quality issues,

3.15.8 Analysis, Impacts and Mitigation
Significance Criteria

A significant impact to wastewater gencration and treatment would occur if the Proposed Project
would:

1. Exceed wastewater treatiment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board; or

Pt

Result in o determination by the Los Angeles County Sanitation District, which would serve
the project, that it does not have adequate capadity to serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the LACSDY s existing commitments,

Methodology and Assumptions

The following impact analysis evaluates the potential for the Proposed Project to result in changes
fo existing frastracture and supply and demand relating to wastowater resources. A project-
specific Sewer Area Study Plan was prepared for the Proposed Project (Appendix XX), and iis
analysis and findings are integrated into the analysis below. It is assumed that all aspects of the
Proposed Project would comply with all applicable laws, regulations, design standards, and plans.

Dominguer Channel Watershed Management Avsn Growp, 2015, Enhipiced Watershied Mandgement Fragrinn,
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As detailed in the Sewer Area Study Plan, the vapacities of existing City and LACSD sewer lines
were analvzed using City and LACSD as-built record plans, existing peak flows and sewer
mionitoring data, and the HPSP Inglewood NFL Stadium at Hollywood Park Sewer Arca Study
findings. The Proposed Project’s sewage demand is estimated based on LACSD sewage
generation factors. Sewage demands were calculated based on the full day seating capacity for the
arena and by square footage for all other proposed structures within the Project Site. The Project

Site 15 subdivided in three tributary arcas based on contribution to proposed points of connection.

Note that parking structures are not part of calculations, because they do not have any sower

demand. Table 3.15-3 details the main points of connection to the existing sewer system, the

daily average and peak flows to each point of connection, and whether therg is sufficient capacity

to serve the Proposed Project. [Note to Teant: Note that the Sewer Ares Study does not include
the proposed hotel use. Table 3.15-3 assumes that it will be part of Point of Connection 2, This
needs o be confirmed. |

TapLe 3.15-3
ESTIMATED PROPOSED PROJECT WASTEWATER GENERATION AND SEWER CARACITY SUMMARY
Peak
Dally Averags Daily Flow
Sewage Average {2.5% Peak Pipe
Point of Proposed Ganeration Linit Flow Average} Flow  Capacity®
Connection Land Use Factor (GRID))  Contribution  (GPD) {MGD) {CFS) {CF8) Capacity?*
1 {City's sewer Food and 1000 Gallens! 24,000 BF 24,000 508 008 380 Yeas
line at South Drink Building 1,000 5F
Frairie Avanue . ) ; ) o )
aneh West 10201 Mined Use 100 Gallons/ 24 000 8F 2,400 .008 0.01
Sireet) Building 1,000 8F
tal dBo00 96400 007 | 040 0380 Yes
2 {Uy's sewer 20% Arena 14 Gatlons/ 3,608 Seals 30,080 .08 .14 0.380 Yes
line at West 102 SeatiDay
Street wast of o ‘ . X
Seuth Doty Hoted 125 Gallons/ up tn 150 18,750 0.05 .08
Avenue) Room Fooms
Subtatal 014 Yos
3 {LACSD Prairie 80% Arera 10 Gallans! 14,432 Seals .36 Yes
Teuek Sewer at SeatiDay
Freeman Avenue ) ) .
and 103 Street) Practice 300 Galions! 85000 8F 25,500 0.08 310
Facility 1,000 5F
Office Space. 200 Gallons/ 71000 8F 14,200 0.04 0.85
1,000 SF
Parking 25 Gallong/ 447,824 SF 11,1684 .03 .04
Struciure 1,000 SF
Sports 300 Gallons! 28,000 &F 7500 (.02 .03
Medicing 1,000 BF
Chinic
Community 200 allons! 15,000 SF 3,000 .01 et
Space 1.000 SF
Subtotal s1a6es 195008 g8y gan garg Ve
Totad 257,698 072 1.1 - -
3.15-8 BEA ! ITERNE

Adariiary 2015
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TasLE 3.15-3
Esmimated PROPOSED PROJECT WASTEWATER GENERATION AND SEwWER CAPACITY SUNMMARY
Peak
Daily Average Daily Flow
Sewage Average [2.5x Peak Pipe
Paint of Proposed Generation Limit Flow Average} Flow Capacity”
Connegtion Land Use Factor {GPD}  Contribution {GPDY) {MGD} {CF8) {CF8) Capacity?®

*ROTE: Proposed sewer pipe design capaoily was caloulated as ¥ Sl for pipe diameters of 12-inches or lower, and 346 full for pipe diamelers
of 15-dnches o higher

SOURCE: ARCOM, 2018, Sewer Ares Study Project Condor. Beplember 18, 2018

Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Impact 3.15-3: Implementation of the Proposed Project conld exceed wastewater treatment
reguirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

The Proposed Project would include an arena, practice facility, sports medicine clinie, team
offices, retail/restaurants, and a hotel, which would result in an increase In wastewater generation
at the Project Site. The Proposed Project would include wastewater pipelines to connect to the
existing wastewater lines within swrrounding streets. Wastewater generated by the Proposed
Project would be weated at LACSD s IWPCP. The wastewater generated by the Proposed Project
would be treated at the JWPCP, which has a maximum treatment capacity of 400 MG, The
TWPRCP currently provides treatment for an average flow of 280 MGD, and with the HPSP as
hemng part of the adjusted environmental bascling, the YWPCP provides treatment for an average
of 282 MGD of wastewater, As shown on Table 3.15-3, the Proposed Project would generate a
total of (1.72 MGD, which would be less than a pereentage of maximum treatment capacity and
average flows at the JWPCP, The JWPCP would have sufficient capacity o treat all wastewater
generated from the Proposed Project.?

The JWPCP provides primary and secondary treatment by processing wastewater in anacrobic
digestion tanks.® The treated wastewater is disinfected with hypochlorite and discharged to the
Pacific Ocean through LACSEY s network of sutfalls, Wastewater discharge requirements for the
facility are based on all applicable state and federal regulations, policies, and guidance, and
mrclude limitations on effluent discharge and receiving water. In general, effluent discharge
requirements include specifications for adequate disinfection treatiment and limitations on
pollutant concentrations, sediments, pH, temperature, and toxicity,

As a largely commercial use, the Proposed Project would not discharge wastewater that contains
harmful levels of toxing that are regulated by the RWQURB (such as large quantities of chemicals
that are more typical in agricultural and industrial uses). All effluent would comply with the
wastewater treatment standards of the RWQOCR, as wastewater would be transferred 1o the

4 County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, 2018, Will Serve Letter for Project Condor: Jamary 19,
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TWPCP and treated before being discharged to the ocean. Therefore, impacts related to the
wastewater treatment requirements of the RWQUB would be less than siznificant.

Mitigation Measures

None required,

Empact 3.15-4: Implementation of the Proposed Project could result in a determination by
the LACSD, which would zerve the project, that it does not have adeguate capacity o serve
the project’s projected demand in addition te the LACSDs existing commitments.

Construction

Constraction of the Proposed Project would not result in additional wastewater discharges to the
FWEPCP, During Project construction, use of the existing facilities on site would cease, which
would i turn cease existing wastewater generation. All construction workers would use onsite
portable restrooms. No other wastewater would be generated onsite requiring treatment during
construction. Therefore, because no wastewater would be generated during construction, ne
impact would vecur related to the capacity of the wastewater treatment plant.

Operation

The Proposed Project would increase wastewater generation at the Project Site with the addition
of the arena, practice facility, sports medicine clinic, team offices, retail/restaurants, and a hotel.
A project-specific Sewer Area Study Plan was prepared for the Proposed Project {Appendix XX).
The Proposed Project wousld have three points of connection to the existing sewer systems. These
poiats of connection include o the City’s sewer line at South Prairie Avenue and West 1027
Street, the City’s sewer line at West 102™ Street west of South Doty Avenue, and to the LACSD
Praivie Trunk Sewer at Freeman Avenne and 103 Street, According to the Sewer Area Study
Plan, the existing 8-inch sewer Hne along West 102% Street would be removed or abandoned in
the portion of the street that would be vacated to accommodate project construction. New B-inch
and 10-inch pipelines would be constructed 1o serve the proposed uses and their Iaterals.

The northern portion of the Project Site would drain to City sewer lings at South Prairie Avenue
and West 102 Street. The eastern portion would drain to the existing sewer line along West
1027 Street and ulitmately to the Orange Avenue Trunk Sewer along South Doty Avenue,
Wastewster contribution o the eastern portion inclhudes a fraction of the wastewater generated by
the proposed arena. The remaining portion of the site would drain to the Prairic Avenue Trunk
Sewer along Freeman Avenue.

All sewer maing that would serve the Projoct Site are sized between 8-inches and 12-inches.
Actording to the Sewer Area Study Plan and as detailed in Table 3.15-2, the sewer mains that
would serve the Proposed Project would meet the Los Angeles County capacity standards of no
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more than Vo full for mains under 15-inch diameter and no more thar 3% fall formains with a
diameter of 15-inches and larger. More specifically:

The Project Site would contribute approximately 6.51 MGD to the Prairte Avenue Trunk
Sewer, which does not exceed the available capacity of 1.61 MGD,

Existing City 8-inch sewer line along 103 Street that would convey peak flow would be
upsized to a 12~inch line and would extend to the Project Site;

The Project Site would contribute 0.07 MG to the City collector sewer line at South Prairie
Avenye and West 102% Street, which does not exceed the available capacity of 0.39 MGD;

The Project Site would contribute 0,15 MGD to West 1027 Street cast sewer line and
ultimately to the Orange Avenue Truak Sewer, which does not exceed existing peak flows of
8:17 MGD, and

With proposed improvements along 3 Street to upsize the existing 8-inch sewer line to a
12-inch line extended to the Project Site, the existing City collector Hings and LACSD sewer

system would have adequate capacity to serve the Proposed Project,

The wastewater generated by the Proposed Project would be treated at the JWPCP, which has a
maxirum treatment capactty of 400 MGD and currently provides freatment for an average flow
of 280 MGD, With the HPSP ay being part of the adjusted environmental bascline, this analysis

assumes the JWPCP provides treatment for an average of 282 MGD of wastewster. As shown on

Table 3.15-3, the Proposed Project would generate a total of 0.72 MGD, which would be less than

a percentage of maximum treatment capacity and average flows. According to the LACSD Wil
serve Letter for the Proposed Project, the JWPCP would have sufficient capacity to treat all
wastewater generated from the Proposed Project.® Because the surrounding sewer mains and

JWPCP would have adequate capacity to serve the Proposed Project, impacts would be less than

significant.

Mitieation Measures

None required.

Cumulative Impacts

The geographic scope of analysis for cumulative impacts related to the JWPCP is the drainage
basin of wastewater that is received for treatment at the IWPCPE. The geographic scope of
analysis for City and LACSD sewer and trunk lines are the network of those wastewater lings,

5 County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles Counly, 2015, Will Serve Letter for Project Condot, Janmary 19,
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Impact 3.15-3: Implementation of the Proposed Project, in combination with other
development, would not cumulatively exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
Regional Water Quality Control Board.

Cumulative projects (listed in Chapter 3.0, Envirommental Impacts, Setting, and Mitigation

Measures) would increase wastewster generation throughout the region. Similar to the Proposed

Progect, wastewater from cumulative projects would be treated at the TWPCP. Of the jurisdictions

listed in Table 3.0-1, Cumulative Projects List, the cities of Inglewood, Hawthorme and

El Segundo east of Sepulveds Boulevard are served by the JWPCP, Table 3.15-4 shows the

estimated wastewater generation that would be produced by the cumulative projects in these

cities, based on land use. The table below assumes that there are no existing uses or existing
wastewater being generated on these sites, a3 a conservative estimate of wastewater generated

froms these cumulative projects.

TaBLE 3.15-4
EsTiMATED CUMULATIVE WASTEWATER GENERATION
Cumulative Daily Average Sewage Daaily Peak Flow
Project Generation Factor Unit Average {2.5 X Average)}

Ligt Rumber Lard Use {GPFD} Contribution  Flow (GPD) (MG
g Hotel 1285 Gallons/Room 190 Rooms 23,750 008

7 Hotel 125 Gallons/Room 152 Rooms 12,000 Q.05

8 (ffice 200 Gallons/1,000 SF 3,050 OF §10 $.001

g Oifice 200 Galtons/1,000 SF 73,0060 8F 14,800 0.04
10 Oiffice 200 Galtons!1,000 &F 52,000 3F 16400 003
Athlstic Training Facllity 300 Gallons#1,000 SF 68,380 5F 20,514 0.08

{Parformance Center}

11 School 200 Gallons/1,000 §F 240,000 BF 48,000 042
12 Cifice 2001 Galtons!1,000 GF 83,560 §F 12710 o.03
14 Oifice 200 Galtons!1,000 &F 81,548 BF 12,308 0.03
Retai 100 Gallons1,000 SF 13,860 8F 1,366 0003

16 Office 200 Gallons/1,000 BF 93,568 5F 18.714 4.08
17 Office 200 Gallons/1 000 8F 106,000 8F 21,200 .05
Warehouse 28 Galions/ 1,000 &F 117,000 SF 2,828 0.007

18 Office 200 Galiong/1,000 5F 1,740 D00 BF 348,000 087
Retail 100 - Gallons/1,000 5F 75000 BF 7.500 0.02

School 200 Gallons/1,000 5F 7,000 &F 1,400 $.003

Medical Bulldings/ight 300 Gallons{1,000 8F 107.000 BF 32,100 0.08

Irpctustrial

Hotel 125 GallonsRoom 120 Raams 12,500 .03

Health Club GO0 Gallons/1,000 BF 19,000 8F 11,400 003

18 Haotel 125 GaflonsiRoom 167 Room 20,875 0.05
20 Date Center {Office 200 Gallons!1,000 SF 180,422 BF 36,085 0.08

Bullding}
24 Offie 200 Galiona/1 000 5F 300,000 SF BILO00 15

EEA TG
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Tasie 3,154
EsTimaTen CUMULATIVE WASTEWATER BENERATION
Cumulative Daily Average Sewage Daily Paak Flow
Project Generation Factor {nit Average {2.5 % Average}
List Mumber Land Use {GPD} Confribution  Flow (GPD} {MEDY
25 Hotel 125 Gallons/Room 150 Raoms 18,750 .05
27 Offine 200 Gallons/1,000 8F 67,474 BF 13,495 .03
Manufaciuring 200 Gallons{1,000 5F 11471 8F 2,294 0.008
A {iffice 200 Gallons!1,000 &F 20,0585 SF 4,181 g.
iy tog Rink {Amusement} 350 Gallons/1,000 §F 17,315 8F 5,060 0.02
35 Mult-Family 146 Gallons/DU 116 BU 18.086 0.05
36 Muli-Family 156 Gallons/DU 171 DU 28,878 0.08
Office 200 Gallonsf1,000 SF 32,500 5F 6,500 0.01
37 Mutti-Family 158 Gallons/DU 230 by 35,880 .08
Restaurant 1,000 Gallons/1,000 5F 3,700 8F 3,700 .01
38 Milt-Family 156 Gatlons/DU & B 935 0.002
38 Hotel 125 GallonsiFoom 350 Rooms 43,750 o
40 Hotel 125 GallonsiRoom 118 Rooms 14,875 0.04
44 Multl-Family 156 Gallons/DL 4 Dk 624 $.6014
42 duli-Family 158 Gallons/DU 4 Bkl 824 .00
43 BAui-F amily 156 Gatlons/U 120U 1,872 3,005
44 Muli-Family 1456 Gallons/DU 38 DU 5928 0.1
45 Multi-Family 156 Gallong/DU 10D 1,560 0.004
46 Multi-Family 156 Gallons/DU 3py 488 0.001
47 Multi-Family 158 Gallons/BU 12 DU 1,872 0.008
48 Mult-Family 156 Gallons/DL 5D TR0 0.001%
48 Living Facility {Hospitals 85 Gallons/Beds 18 Beds 1,530 0.004
Convalasoent)
50 Multi-Family 156 Gallons/DU 18 DU 2808 G007
51 Multi-Farmily 156 Gallons/DU 4 By 624 0.801
52 Hoted 125 Gallens/Room 120 Room 15,000 .04
53 Multi-Family 156 Gallons/DU by 468 0.001
54 Multi-Farmily 156 Gallons/DL Fav ¥ 1.092 0.003
55 Multi-Family 1568 Gallons/DiLl 12 DU 1,872 $.008
56 Ratail 100 Gallons/1,000 5F 2542 BF 254 3.000
57 Muit-Family 158 Gallons/DU 40 DU 5,240 0.02
&8 Mtuli-Family 156 Gallons/DU 116DuU 18,098 005
60 Refai 100 Gallonsf1,000 SF 40,000 &F 4,000 0.01
a1 Mult-Family 156 Gallons/DY DU 3420 G008
82 Multi-Family 158 Gallons/BU 3o py 48,380 012
63 Sel-Slorage 25 Gallons/1,000 &F 81,813 5F 2,040 0.005
fWarehouse)

3.15-13 BES 1 17105

Adariiary 2015

ingewacd Basketball and Srteriainment Sonter
Epvdronmental npact Repord

P




3 Environmants! impacts, Setlings, and Mitigation Measures

3.15 UHilitias arud Servine Systams

Tasie 3,154
EsTimaTeD CUOMULATIVE WASTEWATER GENERATION
Cumulative Daily Average Sewage Daily Paak Flow
Project Generation Factor {nit Average {2.5 % Average}
List Mumber Land Use {GPD} Confribution  Flow (GPD} {MEDY
64 Wiult-Family 158 Gallons/DU 30U 458 0.008
65 Living Facility {(Hospitals 85 Gallons/Beds 18 Beds 1,530 0.004
Convalgsoent)

68 Mit-Farmnily 156 Gallons/DU 5By 783 0,008

89 Sel-Storage 268 Gallons/ 1,000 8F 120,000 SF 3.000 0.008
W arehouse)

93 Auli-Family 1586 Gallons/DU 383 DY 81,308 .15
Retall 100 Gallons/1.000 8F 22,000 8F 2200 0.008

g7 Hoted 125 Gaflons/Room 128 Room 16,000 0.04

107 Mutti-Family 156 Gallons/DU 36 DU 5616 .01

1R Mudti-Family 156 Gallons/DiU 32 DU 48992 207
108 Mul-Farmily 156 Gallons/D ERNE 1.404 0.004
G bAult-F armily 156 Gallons/DU 4 D 824 0.002
142 bdutt-F amity 158 Gallons/DU 180U 2,964 0.007
128 hutti-Family 156 Gallons/DU 127 DU 18,812 005
Total - - 1,471,081 293

SOURCE: Generation rates ars bagsed off ot AESOR, 2018, Sewer Argy Sludy Project Condor, September 18, 2018,

Approximately 3 MGD of wastowater requiring freatment at the JWPCP would be generated by

cumulative projects, As previously detailed, the TWPCP has a maximum treatment capacity of

400 MGD, and currently provides treatment for an average flow of 282 MGD of wastewaler (with

the adjusted environmental baseline). Thercfore, the JWPCP would have capacity to trest both the

Proposed Project and cumulative projects and can accommodate this projected growth of these

cities,

The JWPCP disinfects wastewater and discharges 1t to the Pacific Ocean. Wastewater discharge

requircments for the facility are based on all applicable state and fedoral regudations, policies, and
guidance, and inclade imitations on effluent discharge and receiving water. In general, effluent

discharge requirements inchade specifications for adequate disintection treatmeent and Hmitations
on pollutant concentrations, sedimerds, pH, temperature, and toxicity. Similar to the Proposed

Projeet, all efftuent from cumulative projects would be reguirved comply with the wastewater
freatment standards of the RWOCR, as wastewater would be transterred to the JWPCP and

ireated before being discharged to the oceun. Therefore, implementation of the Proposed Project,
along with past, present, and reasonably fovesecable projects, would have a less than significant
cumulative inpact related 10 wastewaler treatrent requirements of the Regional Water Quality
Conirol Board.

EEA TG
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Mitigation Measures

None required.

Impact 3.15-6: Implementation of the Proposed Project, in combination with other
development, would not result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider
that it dees not have adeguate capacily te serve prejects” demand in additien to existing
commitments,

The geographic scope for cumulative impacts on City and LACSD wastewater services s the
network of City and LACSD wastewater lines running to the JWPCP. The TWPCP teats
wastewsiter generated throughout Ghe region, mceluding for the cities of Inglewood, Hawthorne,

and Ei Segundo east of Sepulveda Boulevard. Table 3.15-4 above shows the wastowater
generation that would be produced by the cumulative projects in cities served by the TWPCP, A
total of approximately 3 MGD would be generated by cumulative projects being served by the
TWPCP, The PWPCP collects an average daily wastewater inflow of 282 MDG (with the adjusted
environmental baseline}, which is only 70 percent of its 400 MGD capacity. Therefore, the
FWPCP would have capacity 1o treat both the Proposed Project and cunnulative projects. Tn
addition, similar to the Proposed Project, other cumulative projects within the JWPCP service
arca would be required to verify with the LACSD and City engineers that existing capacity exists
to convey and treat the wastewater generated by the new developments prior to implementation.
As existing capacity at the JWPCP exists, a less than significant cumulative impact would occur
refated to wastewater capacity.

Mitieation Measures

None reguired,

Storm Drainage Capacity and Conveyance

3.15.8 Environmental Setting

Existing Soil Drainage

The Project Site currently consists of both pervious and impervious surfaces, including
commercial buildings, a hotel, a fast-food restaurant, and large portions of vacant land. The
Project Sile 1s currently made up of approximately 13 percent impervious surfaces and 83 percent
pervious surfaces. Preliminary investigations of the Project Site indicate that the site’s native soil
characteristics have poor drainage with a fow infiltration rate.”¥ According to the Los Angeles

3

ABCOM, 2018, Inglewood Basherball & Entertainment Center Project Lene Impact Development (L1113 Repory,
Aungnst 23, 2018, p. 2,

5 VR Driofiad -~ dens ; .- et 14 %

& AECOM, 2018, Prefiminery Geotechnival Investizativa, Septewber 14, 2008, p. 34
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County Guidelines for Low Tmpact Development (1LID) Stormowater Infiltration, minimuam
standard for soil infiltration is 0.3 inches per hour.” Preliminary percolation tests were conducted
at five selected locations at the Project Site. Based on the results, nfiltration rates for the soils in
the upper 10 feet range from 0.32 10 3,52 inches per hour. However, the subsurface native soils at
the Project Stte consist predominately of clayey soils with estimated infiltration rates lower than
0.3 inches per hour and with few or no conngctivity o permeable soil horizons, Moreover, the
underlying, predominantly clayey soils at the Project Site have never esperienced saturation.
These charactenistics indicate that mfiltration 1s lavgely infeasible at the Project Site, and that the
Project Site currently provides very little percolation of soils. Thus, under existing conditions,
stormwater reaching the Project Site does not pereolate, and existing drainage from the Project
Site flows to adjacent off-site storm drain facilities and ultimately in to the City maintained storm
drain maiss Jocated along all streets surrounding the Projoct Site!

Existing Drainage Infrastructure at the Project Site
Arena Site

West 1029 Street crosses through the Arena Site in an east-west direction. Storm drainage
facilities at this portion of the Project Site includes a 60-inch storm drain pipeline within South
Prairic Averue and a storm drain pipeline within West 102 Street. !0 In addition, an existing
catch basin is located at the intersection of West 1027 Street and South Prairie Avenue.

West Parking and Transportation Hub Site

The West Parking and Transportation Hub Site is currently vacant, with West 101 Street
crossing through the site in an cast-west direction. This portion of the Project Site includes a 24-
inch diameter storm drain pipeline that begins in West 101 Street, fravels north to West Century
Boulevard, and turns cast along West Centary Boulevard. This portion of the Project Site also
utilizes the aboverentiongd 60-inch diameter storm drain pipelme within South Prairie Avenue,

East Parking and Hotel Site

The East Parking and Hotel Site is cwrrently vacant. Storm drainage pipelines are located within
South Doty Avenue. In addition, a 54-inch diameter storm drainage pipeline crosses under parcels
to the west of the East Parking and Hotel Site, extending north through West Century Boulevard
and south through West 102 Street.

Well Relocation Site
The Well Relocation Site is located east of the Arena Site and would contain a city-owned and
operated potable water well, The Well Relocation Site is currently vacant. This portion of the

¢ oum\ of Loy Angeles Dopartment of Public Works, 2014, ddminisirative lafmmn Cuddelines for Desipn,

tion, and Reportiag Low mpact Development Storareater Infiltration. p.
L R0V3. Exiwing Conditions Plon Sheet C-10].
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Project Site includes storm drainage pipelines within West 102 Street and South Doty Avenue,
detailed above.

3.15.10 Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting

As discussed in Section 3.0, Environmental Impacts, Settings, and Mitigation Measures, the
Proposed Project 18 not anticipated to be constructed and begin operstions until mid-2023 for the
2023-24 NBA basketball season. Also as discussed in Section 3.0, Environsental Jmpacts,
Settings, and Mitigation Measures, the City has issued building permits for, and construction has
commenced on, significant portions of the Hollywood Park Specific Plan, including the
construction of the 70,000-seat NFL Stadium, a 6,000 seat performance venue, 518,077 sfof
retail and restaurant uses, 466,000 sf of office space, 314 residential units, and approximately
9,900 parking spaccs. [ue to the certainty of these projects being constructed and in operation
prior to opening of the Proposed Project, the City of Inglewood determined that it is appropriate
to inchude these projects in an adjusted environmental seiiing for the Proposed Project.
Accordingly, the ranoff drainage sssociated with these developments within the Hollywood Park
Specific Plan area are considered as part of the adjusted eovironmental baseline.

In its current condition, according to the Hollywood Park Specific Plan EIR, the Hollywood Park
Specific Plan area is largely covered with impervious surfaces with soft landscaped arcas
ingluding the main horseracing {rack and training track, as well as the active construgtion area.
The Hollvwood Park Specific Plan Project would further add impervious surfaces with the
construction of the NFL stadium, performance venue, retail and restaurant uses, office space, and
parking spaces.

Esisting drainage infrastructure already exists at the Hollywood Park Specific Plan area, and
additional drainage infrastructure would be constructed to accomumodate the new development,
New drainage infrastructure includes various on-site drains, epen-channel dradnage, an off-site
bypass north of the Hollywood Park Specific Plan area, catch basins, and vegetated bio-retention
areas. The Hollywood Park Specific Plan Project would include BMPs as required by the site-
specific Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to reduce runotf flows from leaving the
site, in accordance with federal, state, and local regulations. Under the adjusted environmental
baseline, stormwater flows surrounding the Project Site would largely remain similar to existing
conditions due to the use of BMPs and compliance with drainage regulations pertaining to the
Hollywood Park Specific Plan arca.

3.15.11 Regulatory Setting
Federal

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permits

The NPDES permif system was established in the CWA to regulate municipal and industrial point
discharges to surface waters of the US Each NPDES permit for point discharges containg linuts
on allowable concentrations of pollutants contained in discharges. Sections 401 and 402 of the

inglewoct Baskedbal and Enterisiraent Santer 315147 &A1 1208
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CWA contain general requirements regarding NPDES permits, Section 307 of the CWA
describes the factors that the EPA must consider in setting effluent himits for priovity pollutants,

The CWA was amended in 1987 to require NPDES permits for non-point source (Le.,
stormwater) pollutants in discharges. Stormwater sources are diffuse and originate over a wide
area rather than from a definable point. The goal of NPDIES stormwater regulations 1s to improve
the quality of stormwater discharged to receiving waters to the “maximum extent practicable”
through the use of structural and non-structural BMPs. BMPs can include the development and
mnplementation of various practices including educational measures (workshops informing public
of what impacts results when househeld chemieals are dumped into storm drains), regulatory
measures {Jocal authority of drainage facility design), public policy measures, and structural
measures (Alter strips, grass swales and detention ponds). The NPDES permits that apply o
activities in the City of Inglewood are described under local regulations below,

State

General Construction Activity Stormwater Permit

In accordance with NPDES regulations, to minimize the potential effects of construction ranoff
on recciving water guality, the State requires that any construction activity affocting one acre or
more oblain coverage under a General Construction Activity Stormwater Permit {General
Construction Permit). The cwrrent General Construction Permt is the NPDES General Permit for
Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities, Order
Nao. 2009-0009-DW(, NPDES Ko, CASO00062, effective July |, 2010, General Construction
Permit applicants are required to prepare and implement a SWPPP which includes implementing
BMPs to reduce construction effects on receiving water quality by implementing erosion and
sediment control measures and reducing or eliminating nou-stormwater discharges. Examples of
typical construction BMPs in SWPPPs inchude, but are not limited to: using temporary mulching,
seeding, or other suitable stabilization measures to protect uncovered soils; storing materials and
equipment so-as to ensure that spills or leaks cannot enter the storm drain system or surface
waler; developing and implementing 2 spill prevention and cleanup plan; and installing sediment
control devices such as gravel bags, inlet filters, fiber rolls, or silt fences to reduce or climinate
sediment and other pollutants from discharging to the City drainage system or receiving waters,

Construction activity that results in soil disturbances of less than one acre is subject to the
General Construction Permit if there is potential for significant water quality impairment resulting
from the activity as determined by the RWQUB.

l.ocal
City of Inglewood General Plan

The City of Inglewood General Plan Conservation Element, adopted on October 21, 1997,
addresses the plan for conservation, development and utilization of natural resources found within
the jurisdiction of the City. Chapter 1V of the Conservation Element addresses the City’s storm
drain system, While the Conservation Element details the City’s concerns related to poliutants
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entering the storm drainage system and contaminating the coastal and ocean environment, no
specific goals or policies are stated that are relevant to the Proposed Project,

Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System Permit

Los Angeles County and 84 imcorporated cities, including the City of Inglewood, have a joint
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System NPDES permit (MS4 Permit} (Permit Order No. R4~
2012-0175, NPDES Permit No. CAS004001) that was granted on November §; 2012, The MS4
Permit iz intended to truplement BMPs to reduce pollutanis in stormowater discharges to the
praximun extent practicable. The pormitices listed under the joint permit have the suthority to
develop, administer, implement, and enforce storm water management programs within their own
jurisdiction. On June 27,2013, the cities of Bl Segondo, Hawthorne, Inglewood, and Los Angeles
(including the Port of Los Angeles), the County of Los Angeles, and the Los Angeles County
Flood Control District formed the Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Area Group to
develop a collaborative approach to meet the requirements of the MS84 Permit. | Note to Tean:
City to provide revised information, per edits in the Hydrology Chapter ]

Lirban storm water runoft is defined 1 the M54 Permit as including stormwater and dry weather
tlows from a drainage arca that reaches a receiving water body or subsurtace, The permt
regulates the discharge of all wet and dry weather urban storm water runoff within the County of
Los Angeles (with exception to the City of Long Beach). Part VLC of the Los Angeles County
ME4 permit allows permittees the flexibility to develop WMPs or EWMPs to implement the
requirements of the permit ony a watershed scale through customized strategies, control measures,
and BMPs, The Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Area Group developed a EWMP
that was approved by the Los Angeles Water Board on February 26, 2016.1' The EWMP includes
water guality priorities for the Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Area, watershed
confrol measures consisting of both structural and non-structural BMPs, financial strategies, and
legal authority {permittees have the necessary legal authority to implement the BMPs wdentified in
the EWMP or the legal authority exists to compel implementation of the BMPs).

Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan and City of Inglewood Municipal
Code Low Impact Development Requirements

In 2000, the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) was approved by the

Los Angeles RWQUR as part of the M54 program to address stormmwater pollution from tew
construction and redevelopment, The SUSMP contains a list of minimum BMPs that must be
employed to infiltrate or treal stormwater ranoft, controd peak flow discharge, and reduce post-
project discharge of pollutants from stormwater conveyance systems. Based upon land type, the
SUSMP defines the types of practices that must be included and issues that must be addressed as
appropriate to the development type and size. One of the most important requirements of the
STISMP is the specific sizing criteria for stormwater treatment BMPs for new development and
significant redevelopment projects, In 2013, the City replaced the SUSMP with Section 10-208 of

i k 1 Y t TOTE Ty g o - . N e a ” &5 >~ 5 I 7 g ey ” y
H Diomnguer Channel Walershed Management Aves Group, 208 Enbanced Watershed Munagement Frogeiom,
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the City of Inglewood Muanicipal Code, titled Low Impact Development Regquirements for New
Development and Redevelopment. This portion of the Municipal Code builds on the SUSMP and
establishes requirements for construction activities and Jacility operations of development
projects to comply with the current M84 Permit. These include requirements to lessen the water
guahity impacts of development by using smart growth practices and istegrate LID practives and
standards for stormwater poliution mitigation

County of Los Angeles Low Impact Development Standards Manual

In 2014, the County of Los Angeles prepared the Los Impact Development Standards Manual
(LI} Standards Manual) 1o comply with the requirements of the NPDES MS4 Permit for
stormwater and non-stormwater discharges from the MS4 within the coastal watersheds of Los
Angeles County.!2 The LID Standards Manual provides guidance for the implementation of
stormwater quality control measures in new development and redevelopment projects in
unincorporated areas of the County with the intention of' improving water guality and mitigating
potential water quality impacts from stormwater and non-stormwater discharges, The City of
Iglewood implenents these standards for projects within the city.

3.15.12 Analysis, Impacts and Mitigation

Significance Criteria

A sigmificant inopact would ocour to storm drainage capacity and conveyance if the Proposed
Priviect would:

1. Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilitics, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects,

Methodology and Assumptions

The following impact analysis evaluates the potential for the Proposed Projeet to result in changes
to existing nfrastructure and capacity relating to stormwater drainage and conveyance, s
assumed that all aspects of the Proposed Project would comply with all applicable laws,
regulations, design standards, and plans. An analysis of impacts to hydrology, water quality, and
groundwater is included in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality.

Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Empact 3.15-7: Implementation of the Proposed Project would net require or resulf in the
construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental effects,

Construction
Existing drainage from the Project Site flows o adjacent off-site storm drain facilities and

uitimately in to the City mamntained storm drain mains located along all streets surrounding the

2 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, 2004, Lose Iapact Development Standards Manual,
February 20438,
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Project Site. Construction of the Proposed Project would reguire the use of water on-site for
various purposes including dust control, conerete mixing, and sanitation. Construction activities
and materials would alter the drainage pattern of the Project Sue, potentially increasing water

flow into the existing drainage svstem.

With implementation of BMPs as required by the site-specific SWPPP, runoff discharged from
the Project Site would be reduced. Typical construction BMPs including but not limited to silt
fences, fiber volls, compost blankets, avoiding heavy grading and carthwork operations during the
ratny season, and incorporating landscaping as early a5 possible would slow flows and reduce the
rate of runaff leaving the Project Site. By controlling and limiting the flow of water, runoff to
stormwater drainage systems would be redoced. With implementation of these regulations and
BMPs, the Proposed Project would not create ov contribute runoff water that would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or result in substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff. Therefore, impacts during construction would be less than
significant.

Operation

As detailed above, the Project Site currently provides very little percolation of soil. Under
existing conditions, stormwater reaching the Project Site does not percolate, and existing drainage
from the Project Site flows to adjacent off-site storm drain facilitics and ultimately in to the City
maintained storm drain maing located along all streets surrounding the Project Site. While the
Project Site would add impervious surfaces, drainage would continge to run into surrounding
drainage infrastructure, similar to existing conditions, In addition, as detailed in Section 3.9,
Hydrology and Water Quality, the Proposed Project would inglude the following on-site dramage
features and infrastracture improvements at the Arena Site, West Parking and Transportation Hub
Site, and East Parking and Hotel Site, that would connect to existing stonm drains within

smrounding strects.

Arena Site

Under the Proposed Project, West 102 Sireet would be vacated and the proposed arena would be
built over the street. The Proposed Project would construct new site access roads along the
periphery of the arena. The existing catch basin at the intersection of West 102" Street and South
Praivie Avenue would be removed, along with the existing storm drain line within West 102
Street. Stormwatey pipelines, storm drains, and storm drain overflow pipes would be installed
within and along the proposed site access roads. The new stormwater pipelines within the
proposed sie access roads would connect to the existing storm drai lines within South Prairie
Avenue. Grate opening catch basins, stormwater pipelines, and storm drain overflow pipelines
would alse be mstalled within the northern portion of the Arena Site to accommodate the public
plaza, outdoor stage, community space, and retail/restaurant uses. Bio-filtration svstems would be
installed throughout the Arena Ste, including but not Hmited fo, along South Prairic Avenue,
along the proposed site access roads, and within the public plaza space.
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West Parking and Transportation Hub Site

With implementation of the Proposed Project, the proposed parking garage would be constructed
over West 1019 Street, and new site aceess roads would be constructed along the periphery of the
parking garage to redirect traffic. An underground precast detention and pretreatment system
would be installed west of the parking garage under the westerly proposed site access road.
Stormwater pipelines and a side opening catch basin would be installed within West 101% Streat
to conneet the proposed detention and pretreatment system to the existing storm drain line within
West 101 Street. Stormwater pipelines, storm drain overflow pipe, and bio-8ltration systems
would be installed within the proposed periphery site access roads. In addition, a trench drain
would be instalied at the southwest corner of the West Parking and Transportation Hub Site.

East Parking and Hotel Site

Under the Proposed Project, stormwater pipelines and storm drain overflow pipe would be
installed along the boundary of the East Parking and Hotel Site. An underground precast
detention and pretreatment systern would be installed at the southwest corner of the East Parking
and Hotel Site. Stormwater pipelines would be installed within West 102% Street to connect the
proposed detention and pretreatment systent to existing storm drain line within West 1027 Street.

Well Relocation Site
No storm drain infrastructore mmprovements would oceur on the Well Relocation Site under the
Proposed Project.

Analysis

As detailed above, portions of West 102% Street and West 1019 Street that cross the Project Site
would be vacated and constructed over, which would include the removal of drainage features
{including stormwater pipelines and an existing catch bagin) within these roadways. Nevertheless,
the Proposed Project would include new site access roads around the periphery of the Arena Site
and West Parking and Transportation Hub Site, which would include new stormwater pipelines,
storm drains, and storm drain overflow pipes. These features would also be constructed at the
Fast Parking and Hotel Site. In addition, the Proposed Project would include grate opening catch
basins, side opening catch basing, underground procast dotention and pretreatment systems, and
bio-filtration systems throughout the Project Site. All proposed onsite drainage features would be
required to be approved by City engincers amd comply with local regulations.

The Proposed Project would be required to vomply with all applicable drainsge regulations and
standards, including the NPDES General Construction Permit, the City”s Municipal Code, and the
County’s LID Standards Manual. The Proposed Project would utilize bro-filteation planters and
bio-filtration systems to treat the stormwater runoff. Runoff would be directed from drainage
aveas to onsite bio-filtration plands and bio-swales, slowing the rate of runoff and i turn slowing
the amount of water entering the stormwater drainage system. The bio-filtration systems are
designed to capture site runoff from roof drains, treat the runeff through biologieal reactions
within the planter soil media, and dischiarge at a rate intended to mimic pre-developed conditions.
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With construction of on-site drainage features and infrastructure improvements that wonld
connect to existing storm drains within surrounding strects, along with implementation of
regulations and BMPs, the Proposed Project would not create or contribute runotf water that
would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems, Drainage
mfrastrocture at the Project Site would be destgned 1o discharge stormuwater at a rate intended to
mimic pre-developed conditions The expansion of stormwater drainage facilities at the Project
Site are a component of the Praposed Project itself, the construction of which and their
environmental effects 1s considered throughout the EIR. Therefore, as implementation of
regulations and BMPs would not create or contribute runoff water that would exceed capacity of
existing or planned stormwater dratnage systems, impacts during operation of the Proposed
Project would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

None reqguired.

Cumulative Impacts

The geographic scope of analysis for cumulative impacts related o surface water runoff and
drainage capacity is the City of Inglewood, as stormwater runoff flows to existing storm drain
facilitics which ultimately flow to City mamntained storm drain mains,

Impact 3.15-8: Implementation of the Proposed Project; in combination with ether
development, would not result in the construction of new storm water drainage Tacilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which wounld cause significant
environmental effects.

As the city is largely developed with impervious surfaces, cummulative projects (listed in Chapter
3.0, Environmental Impacts, Setting, and Mitigation Measures) would involve redevelopment of
existing paved or developed sites, and would not substantially increase the amount of impervious
surfaces. Thus, the change of runoff to stormwater drainage systems would largely be negligible
after development of cumulative projects. Additionally, as previously discussed, cumulative
projects would be required to comply with applicable stormwater rupoff regulations, including
the NPDES General Construction Permit, the City’s Mundeipal Code Section 10-208, and the
County’s LID Standards Manual. BMPs associated with these regulations would reduce runeft,
therefore reducing the amount of stormwater entering the drainage systems. In addition,
redeveloped parcels would likely undérgo changes that would eliminate outdated water draimage
features that no longer meet current regulations. Older infrastructure would be replaced with
features that would provide higher quality of stormwater runoff than exists under current
conditions. Therefore, imaplementation of the Proposed Project, along with past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable projects, would have a less than significant cumulative impact related to
wxcending the capacity of storm drainage facilities,
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Mitigation Measures

None required.

Solid Waste Generation and Landfill Capacity
3.15.13 Environmental Setting
Regional and Local Setting

=

The City of Inglewood 1s served by Consolidated Disposal Services (CDS), a subsidiary of
Republic Services, Inc., which provides waste and recyeling collection services for residential
and commercial uses. ! Solid waste is taken to the CDS American Waste Transfer Station where
it is sorted. Residual garbage is taken to the Consolidated Volume Transport Disposal and
Recyeling Center, Recyeling and green waste 1s taken to CDS” Compton Transfer Station. Solid
waste is then transferred to CDS-owned facilities, including the Sunshine Canyon Landfill in
Syhmar, California. 4

The Sunshine Canyon Landfill handles approximately one-third of the daily waste of all of Los
Angeles County.!® The landfill is permitted to receive a maximum of 12,100 tons of waste per
day, or 4.4 million tong per vear. In 2016 the landfill accepted an average of 7,496 tons of waste
per day, and in 201 8 aceepted an average of 8,300 tons of waste per day {or 3 million tons of
waste per year).!'®V7 The landfill has an approximate cease operation date of 2037, and has
approximately 96,800,000 cubic vards of remaining capacity.'®

3.15.14 Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting

As discussed in Section 3.0, Environmental Impacts; Settings, and Mitigation Measures, the
Proposed Project is not anticipated to be constructed and begin operations antil mid-2023 for the
2023-24 NBA basketball season. Also as discussed in Section 3.0, Environmental Impacts,
Settings, and Mitigation Measures, the City has.issued building penmits for, and construction has
commenced oy, significant portions of the Hollywood Park Specific Plan, including the
comstruction of the 70,000-seat NFL Stadium, & 6,000 seat performance verue, 518,077 sf of

i4 Ciry of Inglewood, 2012, Solid Waste Proposal Summary., Available: htps:fwww cityolinglewood.org Document
o Centet/View/ 271672 pdiMbidIde.

£ Repubbic Services, Inc., 2018, Sunshine Canvon Landfill About, Available:

> hity nshinecanyorlandfiflconvabowl!s Avcessed Novenrher 28, 2015,

LS

., hupsidpw Jacounty goviep ;

17 Republic Services, Ine., 201 8. Sunshing Canyvon Landfilh: About. Available;

. anyonlandfilLeomfabout!, Accessed Noventber 28, 2018,
8 CallReovele, 2008, SWIS Facility Detail: Sanshine Canyon Landfill Available: httpsr/iwennealrecycle.cogov/
swibciibies/Divectory/ 19-AA-2000. Accessed November 28, 2018
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9,900 parking spaces. Due to the certainty of these projects being constructed and in operation
prior to opening of the Proposed Project, the City of Inglewood determined that it is appropriate
o include these projects in an adjusted environmental setting for the Proposed Project.
Accordingly, the estimated solid waste generation associated with these developments within the
Hollywood Park Specific Plan area are considered as part of the adjusted envirenmental baseline,

Table 3.15-8 details the estimated solid waste that would be generated by the HPSP, by land use.
The HPSP is anticipated to generate approximately 6,625 tons per vear of waste. The Sunshine
Canyon Landfill carvently accepts an average of 8,300 tons of waste per day, or 3 mlhion tons of
waste per year, with a maximum allowable throughput of 4.4 million tons of waste per vear. The
HPSP’s solid waste contribution would be less than s percent of the current waste yearly actepted
at the landfill, With the HPSP as part of the adjusted environmental baseline, the Sunshine
Canyvon Landfill would continue to accept an average of approximately 3 million tons of waste

per vear.

FasLe 3.15-5
HPEP Soun WasTe GENERATION ESTIMATES
Bolid Waste Generation Saolid Waste Generation
Proposed Use iUnit Contribution Factor {tonsfyr)
Arena 70,000 Sests 0:.042 tonsiseativear 2,940
Performance Venue 8,000 Seats {1.042 tonsiseativear 282
Office 466,000 square fast 11100 sfiday 850
Retail/Restaurant 518,077 SF 2.5 /100 stiday 2,364
Residential 344 DU 0.7 tonsfunit-year 29
Fotal - - 8025

NOTE:
The sgusre footege of the HPSP arenz and perfnormance center i not known ax this time. Therefore, these uses use the solid wasts
genaration frarm the Dusicomin Siadium Heconstrition EIR, which yses 8 generation rate based on number of seatg.

SOURCE: Caloulated by ESA, 2018 using generation factors from Sacrartents Entertaiomant and Spons Center BIR, 2014 and the
Qusloram Stadiim Beoonsiruction Project BIR, 3015,

3.15.15 Requlatory Setting
Federal

There are no federal regulations, plans, or policies applicable to solid waste that relate to the
Proposed Project.

State

California Integrated Waste Management Act

The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939} was enacted to reduce,
recyele, and reuse solid waste generated in the state to the maximum extent feasible. Speeifically,
the Act requires city and coumty jurisdictions to identify an implementation schedule to divert

50 percent of the total waste stream trom land{ill disposal by the vear 2000, The Act also requires
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each city and county to promote source reduction, recyching, and safe disposal or transformation.
Cities and counties are requived to maintain the 30 percent diversion specified by AB 939 past the
year 2000, The Act also requires each city and county to promote souree reduction, recyeling, and
safe disposal or ransformation. The City of Inglewood’s City-wide diversion rate per AB 939
was 62 percent in 201019

In 2007, SB 1016 was passed, changing the way the State measured waste diversion. 8B 1016
builds onn AB 939 compliance reguirements by implementing a simplified measure of
jurisdictions” performance. 5B 1016 accomplishes this by changing to a disposal-based indicator
{a per capita disposal rate). The AB 939 50 percent solid waste disposal reduction reguirement is
now measured in terms of per-capita disposal expressed as pounds of waste generated per person
per day, or pounds per emplovee per day. The foous is on program implementation, actual
recycling, and other diversion programs instead of estimated numbsers.

The State of California took another step to increase diversion in 2011, when the governor signed
AB 341, increasing the current State goal from 50 percent diversion to 75 percent recycling by
2020, AB 341 created the Mandatory Commercial Recyeling law, which requires that sl
businesscs that generate four or more cubic yvards of waste each week and all multi-family
communities with five or more units must arrange for recycling service.

In 2014, Governor Brown signed AB 1826 into law, requiring businesses to recycle their organic
waste, effective April 1, 2016, depending on the amount of waste generated pey week, This s

also requires that local jurisdictions across the state implement an organic waste recycling
program to divert organic waste generated by businesses, including multifamily residential
dwellings that consist of five or more units. Organie waste means food waste, green waste,
landscape and pruning waste, nonhazardous woed waste, and food-seiled paper waste that
is mixed in with food waste, This law phases in the mandatory recyeling of commercial organics
over Hme.

arrange for organic waste recycling services.

vy 1, 2017 Businesses that generate £-Cubie vards of orgenic waste nerweek shall

arrange for orgeme waste reeyeling servives,

Jaras

L

4
waste per week shall

wereial solid

anuary b, 2018 Bodnesses that senerpte 4-Cubie vards or more of o

arrange for orsarae waste reeveling services,

Yogr — 2020 Asseayment H L

Roovels deterniines that the stabewide disosal of ore

washs in 200 1ot been duced by 30 vercent of the lovel of disposal durine 2614 the

grzanie reoveling reduirsnents op businesses will expand o cover businesses that genorate -

¥ City of Inglewoaed, 2012: Special Meeting of Special Councll Evaluation of Bolid Waste and Recyeling Services
Proposals. Availabler httpav ertyotinglewond org/pdfsiwastemanngementhibpdt Accessed Decamber 4, 2008,
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Cuble vards or more of comrercial solid waste perweek, Addiionally, cortaln exomptions may

no loneer be available i this farget s 00t met

FEMoe Multifundly dwellings e not reguired to have o food waste diversion program,

California Green Building Standards Code

The Caltfornda Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen Code), California Code of
Regulations (CCR) Title 24 is the Arst-in-the-nation mandatory green building standards code.
The California Buildimg Standards Commission {CBSC) was directed to develop green buildings
standards in 2007 in an effort to meet the goals of California’s landmark AB 32 initiative, which
gstablished a comprehensive program of cost-effective reductions of greenhouse gases to 1999
fevels by 2020. The purpose of the CALGreen Code i3 to improve public health, safety, snd
general welfare by enhancing the design and construction of buildings. Material conservation and
resource efficiency is one of the categories of sustainable construction. Measures include means
of achieving material conservation and resource etficiency through reuse of existing building
stock and materials; use of recyeled, regional, rapidly renewable and certificd wood materialy;
and employment techniques to reduce pollution thirough recycling of materials.

Local
City of Inglewood General Plan

The City of Inglewnod General Plan Conservation Element, adopted on Qctober 21, 1997,
addresses the plan for conservation, development and utifization of ratural resources found within
the jurisdiction of the City. Chapter TV of the Conservation Element addresses the City"s solid
waste management, The Conservation Element notes that the City’s goal of a 25 pereent
reduction of solid waste between 1990 and 1995 was met by the City, While the Conservation
Element detaily the City’s concerns related 1o landfill capacities and the Ciny’s programs to
minimize solid waste generation, no specific goals or policics are stated that are relevant 0 the
Proposed Project.

3.15.16 Analysis, Impacts and Mitigation
Significance Criteria

A significant impact related o solid waste generated and landfill capacity would ocowr if the
Proposed Project would:

{. Beserved by a landfill with insufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s
solid waste disposal needs; or

2. Condlict with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste,
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Methodology and Assumptions

The following impact analysis also evalustes the potential for the Proposed Project to result in
changes o existing infrastructure and supply related to solid waste. Potential changes in solid
waste generation are evaluated using waster generation factors shown in Table 3.15-6 below. It is
assurmed that all aspects of the Proposed Project would comply with all applicable laws,
regulations, design standards, and plans.

TapLe 3.15-6
ExisTiING AND PROPOSED SoLID WASTE GENERATION ESTIMATES
Solid Waste Generation Solid Wastle Net Increase
Proposed Use Unit Contribution Factor Generation (tonsfyr} {tonsfyr}

Existing

RetatlCormmernisl 54 088 square feel 2.5 /100 sfday 247 -
Proposed

RetalfCommercial® 63,000 square fest 2.6 W00 si-day 287 40
tfice 71.000 square fest 1 B/ 100 sf-day 130 136
Hotel up to 180 guest rooms 3.2 iostunit-day 8% 28
Areng™® 1,048,000 squars feet 1.20 tans 1000 shyr 1,348 1,348
Total v v 1,853 1.608
NOTES;

“Includes the Community Uses and Commercial Uses af the Arena Bile.
“inciudes the LA Clippers team praclice and training iy and sports medising dlinic at the Arena Site.

SQURCE: Calvulated by ESA, 2018 using generation factors from Sacrarento Enfartainment and Sports Genter EIR, 2014,

impacts and Mitigation Measures

Fmpact 3.15-9: Implementation of the Prapased Project would be served by a landfill with
suflicient permitied capacity to accommodate the preject’s solid waste disposal needs.

Construction

As previously detatled, the City of Inglewood is served by CDS, which transfers solid waste 1o
the Sunshine Canvon Landfill in'Svimar, Califormia, The Sunshine Canvon Landfill currently
receives an average of 3 million tons of waste per vear, and i3 permutied fo receive a maximum of
4.4 million tons of waste per yvear.2?2! The landfill has approximately 96,800,000 cubic yvards of
remuaining capacity. Based on the landfill’s throughput and availability of land, the landfll has a
cease operation date of 2037, Construction of the Proposed Project would include demolition of
existing buildings on the Project Site, and would result in the generation of various construction
waste including scrap lomber, scrap finishing materials, various scrap metals, and other

By Republic Services, Ine., 2018, Sunshing Canvon Landfill: About. Available;

htipe dsanshivecanyontandfill comyabout!. Accossed November 28, 2018,
3 S N I s s ) . o ; ‘e . ) o
=+ Calleoy 11E. SWIS Facility Detail Sonshine Canyon Landfil Avadable: hitpa/wen D cabrecycle.ca gov
swibciibies/Divectory/ 19-AA-2000. Accessed November 28, 2018
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recyelable and non-recyclable construction related wastes. Recyclable construction materials,
inclading concrete, metals, wood, and various other recyclable materials would be diverted to

recycling facilities.

Table 3.15-7 shows the solid waste that would be generated by the demolition of existing uses at
the Project Site, which would total approximately 4,273 tons. This construction debris would be
approximately one tenth of one percent of the average waste that enters the landfill per vear. The
landfill has approximately 96,800,000 cubic vards of remaining capacity. According to
CalRecyele, construction debris {Joose asphalt or conerete) produces approximately one cubic
yard per 400 pounds.?? Using this converston (which is conservative since demolition would
comsist of materials smaller than asphalt and concrete), demolition of the existing uses would
produce approximately 3,560 cubic yards of debris, After demolition of existing uses, the landfill
would still have approximately 96,796,440 cubic yards of remaining capacity.

TaBLE 3.15-7
SoLn WasTE GENERATION DURING DEMOLITION oF ExisTiNG UsEs
Solid Waste Bolid Waste
Land Use to be Demolished Unit Contribution Gengration Factor”® Generation {fons)
Restaurant {(Moreresidential} 1,118 SF 158 Ihs/SF 28
Motsl (Non-restdential) 16,808 5F 158 tha/SF 1,328
Food Warehouse {Mon-residential) 28,800 5F 158 lbs/BF 2,278
Commercial Yacant (Non-residential) 6,231 SF 158 losiBF 482
Catering (Non-residential) 1434 8F 158 fos/BF 84
Total 54,008 SF - 4273

SOURCE: US Envirconmental Protection Agency, 2003 Estimating 2003 Bullding-Related Construction and Demalition Materials
Aarourts.,

The above estimates are conservative as the Proposed Project would be required to comply with
State requirements to divert a minimum of 30 percent of construction wastes to a certified
recycling processor. In addition, the Project would meet or exceed current uniform codes
designed to achieve a LEED Gold rating. The Project would apply for LEED certification of the
proposed buildings and accompanying development in the Building Design + Construction
(BD+C) category, and would adopt 3 LEED approach in order to capture site-wide strategies such
as those related to solid waste management, The Proposed Project would commit to recyeling
construction wastes in excess of the minimurs requirements of the State. Adhering to LEED Gold
standards would minimize the total volume of demolition and construction waste that would be
fandfilled, but would not avoid landfilling entively. Tn consideration of the large volume of
landfill capacity at Sunshine Canyon Landfill available, sufficient landfill capacity would be
available to serve the Proposed Project during construction. Therefore, the Proposed Project

FT e i i e g , Y
== CalReevele, 2009, Solid Waste Cleanup Program We
httpsfwwrwccalrecyele ca govdswiacilitiesfediztools!

ights and Vohumes for Project Estimates. Avallable;

deudations. Accessed January 13, 2019,
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would not require new or expanded solid waste management or disposal facilities. Thus, as there
is sufficient landfill capacity to serve the Proposed Project’s solid waste disposal needs during
construction, inopacts would be less than significant,

Operation

Operation of the Proposed Project would result in the generation of waste i accordance with the
proposed increase i use of intensity at the Project Site. Proposed operational wastes would
inclade retail/comumercial, office, hotel, and entertatinuent and sports center-related wastes. As
shown i Table 3,15-6 above, the existing uses at the Project Site generate 247 tons of waste por
year. The Proposed Project would generate approxamately 1853 tons of solid waste per year, for
anet increase of 1,606 tons per yvear over existing conditions.

Waste genierated by the Proposed Project would be removed from the site by CDS and reeyeled in
accordance with City reqguircments, with the rematning waste landfilled at Sunshine Canyon
Landfill. As noted previously, this landfill currently accepts an average of 3 million tons of waste
per year, ard is permitted {o receive a maximuem of 4.4 nvithion tons per vear. The net increase in
Project related wastes would represent less than one tenth of one percent of the average
throughput for this landfill, with 1.4 million additional tons still available before the landfill
reaches s maxinmum allowable throughput per vear. The lifespan of a landfill 13 determined by
land availability and ¥s topography, refuse-to-cover ratios, scttloment rates, and its planned
throughput.?® Even with the Project, there would still be an additional 1.4 million tons of
throughput alfowable before the landfill reaches s maximum allowable throughput. Thus, the
Proposed Projeet is within planned waste acceptance growth for the landfill, and would not
change the lifespan of the Jandfill, which would continue to have availability until 2037, Because
sufficient landfill capacity would be available o serve the Proposed Project, the Proposed Project
would not require new or expanded solid waste management or disposal facilities, Additionally,
unplementation of typical recyeling rates and State diversion requirements would result ina
portion of the total waste stream being diverted to recyeling. This would further minimize
impacts 1o landfill capacity. Theretore, as there is sufficient landfill capacity to scrve the
Proposed Project’s solid waste disposal needs during operation, impacts would be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measures

None reguired.
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Impact 3.15-14: Implementation of the Proposed Project would not conflict with federal,
state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste.

The Proposed Project would comply with federal, state; and local statutes and regudations related
o solid waste. The City would be required to maintam the S0 percent diversion rate required by
the State through the California Solid Waste Management Act. In addition, the Project would
meet or exceed current uniform codes designed to-achieve a LEED Gold rating. The Projeet
would apply for LEED certification of the proposed buildings and accompanying development in
the BD+C category, and would adopt a LEED approach in order to capture site-wide strategies
such as those related to solid waste management. The Proposed Project would commit to
recycling construction wastes in excess of the mintmum requirements of the State. Adhering to
LEED Gold standards would minimize the total volume of demelition and construction waste that
would be landfilled. In addition, the Proposed Project would contract with CDS for all bin
removal activities. Compliance with construction and operational debris removal and recyeling
requirements would cocur with the City™s Environmental Services Department and CDS°
Sunshine Canyon Landfitl. Therefore, as the Proposed Project would not conflict with foderal,
state, and local statues velated to solid waste, and would meet LEED Geold requircments, impacts
would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Nope required.

Cumulative Impacts

The geographic scope of analysis for cumulative impacts related to solid waste and landfili
capacity is the Sunshine Canyon Landfill service area.

Impact 3.15-11: Implementation of the Proposed Project, in combination with other
development, would be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity.

As detailed above, the geographic scope for cunsulative impacts on solid waste services is the
Sunshine Canyon Landfill service area. Cumulative projects (listed in Chapter 3.0, Environmental
Impacts, Setting, and Mitigation Measures) would increase solid waste generation. Of the
cumulative projects lsted in Table 3.0-1, Cumulative Projects List, the jurisdictions of
Inglewood, El Segundo, Hawthorne, Culver City, Gardena, and the City of Los Angeles deliver
waste to the Sunshine Canyon Landfill.2* Table 3.15-8 shows the solid waste generation that 13
estimated to be produced by the cumulative projects in these cities, based on land use. Asa
conscrvative estimate, the table below assumes that there is no existing solid waste gencration at

 Gunshine Cavon Landfill, 2019, Commmunication with Chns Covle RE: Sunshine Canyon Service Area. Janwary 4,
209,
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these sites. A total of 25,414 tons of waste per year wonld be generated by these cumulative

projects.
TasrLe 3.15-8
EsTimaTen CUMULATIVE SoLiD WASTE GENERATION
Cumulative
Project Solid Waste Bolid Waste Generation
List Number Land Use Generation Factor Unit Contribution {tonsfyear)
1 Office 1 Ao SFiday 281,209 8F 513
2 Residential 8.7 tonsfDUlvear § O 3.5
Ratall 2500 SFiday 3414 8F 16
Commercial 2.5 100 SFiday 2,340 BF 19
3 Service Bays (Warghouse!} 5,005 1/ SFiday 40,468 SF 37
4 Commercial 2.5 100 SFiday 16,000 5F 73
Residential 0.7 tonsDUvear 775 Y 542
& Hoted 3.2 hefromiday 180 Rooms T
& Offine 1 /100 SFiday 4,231,457 8F 7722
7 Hotel 3.2 Ibsiroomiday 1582 Rooms 89
B (ffice 117100 SF/day 3,050 8F &
g Ufice 10100 SFday 73000 8F 133
14 Office 1 1100 BF/day 52,000 SF 85
Athletic Training Facility 2.5 /100 SFiday 68,380 8F 312
{Commercial}
11 School {.008 I/SFday 240,000 8F 263
12 Hotel 3.4 bsfroomiday 180 Rooms 105
Office 1 ibi100 SFday B3 850 8F 116
13 Multi-Farmily .7 tonsilifvear 4 2.8
15 Offine 1 1b/100 BFiday 51,548 &F 112
Retall 2.5 Ib/100 SFiday 13,860 &F 82
16 (ifice 1 ip/100 SFiday 83,569 BF 171
17 Cfice 1 /100 SFfday 108,000 BF 183
YWarehouse 0.008 hiSFiday 117,000 &F 147
18 Office 1 ibA100 SFiday 1,740,000 §F 3178
Retall 2.5 100 SFday 75,000 SF 342
Medical Buildings 2.5 1bM00 SFday 107,000 SF 488
feorymercial}
Huote 3.2 Wsfroomiday 10 Rooms 58
Heslth Club 2.5 /100 SF/day 18,000 SF 87
18 Haotlel 3.2 lbsfroomiday 167 Room 48
20 {1ata Ceonter (Office) 1 iI100 SFiday 180422 SF 328

ingewacd Basketball and Srteriainment Sonter
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EsTiMATED CUMULATIVE SOUD WasTE GENERATION

Cumulative
Project Solid Waste Bolid Waste Generation
List Nomber Land Use Generation Factor Unit Contribation {tonsiyear)
22 Rasidantial 0.7 tonsDilivear 8 DU 5.6
24 (ffice 117100 SFiday 300,000 SF 548
25 Hatel 3.2 thefroomiday 150 Rooms 88
& Office 100 BFiday 87 474 5F 123
Manufacturing 2.5 /100 GFiday 11471 8F 53
{Commercial}
e Uffice 1100 SFiday 20.955 BF 38
30 ce Rink {(Recreational 5 Hod1,000 SFiday 17.315 8BF 18
Facility)
31 Residentisl 0.7 tonsiDUlvear 40 U 28
32 industrial {Commercial} 2.5 1bM100 SFiday 100,438 8F A58
33 Residential 0.7 tors i ivear 1 DU 1
35 Multi-Family 3.7 tnsDlUvear 116 DU 21
38 Multi-Family 2.7 wons/Dlivear 171 DU 118
Office 11100 SFiday 32,500 8F 5%
37 bAult-Family (.7 tonsfunit-year 23004 181
Rtall 2.5 MO0 SF/day 3,700 8F 17
38 Multi-Family 3.7 tonsjunit-year & DU 4
38 Hotel 3.2 bafroormeday 380 Rooms 204
44 Hoted 3.2 hafroom-day 118 Rooms 54
414 Mult-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 4 O 3
42 Mublt-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 40U 3
43 bault-Famity (.7 tonsfunit-year 12 B 8
44 fulti-Family (1.7 tonshunit-yvear 38U 27
45 Multi-Family (.7 tonsfunit-year 10 DU 7
45 Muli-Family 1.7 tonsfunit-year 3 DA 2
47 Multi-Family 0.7 tonsiunit-year 12 DU B
48 Mult-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 5 il 4
48 Living Facility {Hospitals (.7 tonsfunit-year 18 Beds 13
Cuonvalestehl)
80 Multi-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 18 DU 13
51 Multi-Family 0.7 tonsfunityear 4 U 3
82 Haotel 3.2 ibsfroom-day 120 Room 70
33 tAull-Family 0.7 tonsiunityear 3Dy 2
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3 Environmants! impacts, Setlings, and Mitigation Measures

3.15 UHilitias arud Servine Systams

Tasie 3.15-8
EsTimaTen CuMuLanive Soup WasTe GENERATION
Cumulative
Project Solid Waste Bolid Waste Generation
List Nomber Land Use Generation Factor Unit Contribation {tonsiyear)
84 Multi-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 7 DU 5
55 bault-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 12 B 8
56 Rotail 2.5 bM0D SFiday 2.542 §F 12
57 htulti-Family 0.7 tons/unit-year 40 B 28
58 Mult-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 116 U 81
53 Cornmercial 2.5 100 SFiday 1,312 BF &
50 Retail 2.5 /100 BFday 401,000 8F 182
&1 Kuld-Family 0.7 tonsiunit-year 20 DU 14
&2 biulti-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 310 DU 217
83 Self-Storage (Warehouse) 0,005 Iy BFiday 81,6813 BF %5
&4 Muli-Family {7 tonsfunit-year 30U 2
65 Living Facility (Hoapitala (.7 tonsfunit-year 18 Beds 13
Convalescent)

&7 Youth Crohestra {School) 0.5 istudent-day SO0 Students 48
68 Muld-Family .7 tonsfunit-year DU 4
688 Self-Storage Warshouse) G008 b/ SFiday 120,000 8F 1
1 Srhool 0.5 ib/student-tday 50 students &
T2 Hotel 3.2 {psfroomeday 178 Room 104
74 Multi-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 140 DU a8

Retall 2.51b/100 SFiday 2,600 8F 12
75 Multi-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 137 Dl 86
76 Restaurant {Gommercial) 2.5 /100 SFiday 3,989 5F 18
77 Multi-Farmily 0.7 tonsfunit-year 800 DU 420
79 tAull-Family 0.7 tonsiunityear 108 DU 78

Offica 1 bM130 SFiday 4,000 3F ¥
Bo Retall {Commernial) 2.5 /100 SFiday 235000 BF 1027
a1 Office 1 1b/100 SFiday 68,250 &F 128
&2 Schnol 4.5 ivstudent-day 525 Students 48
83 School 1.5 bistudent-day 516 Studenis 58
84 Cormnercial 2.5 1bMO0 SFiday T40,000 8F 3,376
85 Living Facility 0.7 tonsfunit-year L2sRuil] 343
87 Cornmetrcial 2.5 1100 BFiday 1,838 3F 8
38 Mult-Family 0.7 tons{unit-year 176 Units 123
oG Restaurant {Commercial) 2.5 Ib/100 SFiday 4,842 SF 29
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3, Environmentad Impacts, Seitings, and Mitigation Measuras

EsTiMATED CUMULATIVE SOUD WasTE GENERATION

TaBLE 3.15-8

315 Litilities and Sérvios Systoms

Cumulative
Project Solid Waste Bolid Waste Generation
List Nomber Land Use Generation Factor Unit Contribation {tonsiyear)
914 Multi-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 180 Units 128
9z Grocery Slore 2.5 ib!100 SFiday 22,590 &F 103
{Commercial)

93 Mult-Family 0.7 tonstunit-year 383 LU 278
Retall 2.5 Ib/100 SPiday 22,000 5F 100

94 bAult-Family {1.7 tonsfunit-vear 74 DU 52
26 Wulii-Family 3.7 tonsfunit-year 74 [ 52
g7 Hotel 3.2 ibsiroom-day 148 Room 75
88 Cornmarcial 2.5 /100 SFiday 4983 BF 23
bt i) Multi-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 320U 22
100 Hntel 3.2 hsiroome-day 44 Rooms 28
101 Mubti-Famity 3.7 tonsiunit-year 390U 27
102 Commercial 2.5 Ibi00 SFiday 4 500 8F 21
103 hulti-Family {7 tons/unit-year 57 U 401
104 Muld-Family .7 tonsfunit-year 120U &
pit Mute-Family ¢.7 tonsiunit-vear 16 DU 7
107 Mutti-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 35 DU 25
108 Multi-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 320Dy 22
109 Multi-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 8 DU 8
o tAull-Family 0.7 tonsiunit-year 4 DU 3
111 WAu-F amily L7 tonsiunit-year 65 DU 4
112 hulfi-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 18 DU 13
114 Actomechanic 2.5 100 SFiday 2.858 &F 13

{Commaercial}

115 Comercial 2.5 00 SFiday 1,640 8F 7
118 Muli-Family 1.7 tonsfunit-year 42 DU 28
126 Multi-Family 0.7 tonsiunit-year g g
121 Gas statio{Coammercial} 2.5 100 BF {day 2.800 BF 13
122 Church {Commarcial) 2.5 16100 SF/day 13,316 8F &1
123 Comimercial 2.5 Ib1100 SFiday 2EOEF 1
Residential 0.7 tonsfunit-year 10l 1

124 Multi-Family 0.7 tonsfunit-year 15 DU 11
126 Mubti-Farmity 0.7 tonsiumnibyear 126 DU bitd
128 Bulti-Farmily 0.7 fonsiunit-year 127 DU ag
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3 Environmants! impacts, Setlings, and Mitigation Measures
3.15 UHilitias arud Servine Systams

TABLE 3.15-8
EsTIMATED CUNMULATIVE SOLID WasTE GENERATION
Cumulative
Project Solid Waste Bolid Waste Generation
List Nomber Land Use Generation Factor Unit Contribation {tonsiyear)
Totaf - - - 25,494

SOURCE: Caloulated by E3A, 2018 using generation factors from Sscramento Entertainment snd Sports Center EIR, 20140 Any land
uses notincided In the Saceaments Entertainment and Bports Center BEIR {nciuding school uses, warehouses) used generalion rates
from the City of Loz Angeles Bureau of Sanitation, Average Solid Waste Sensration Rates, 1981

As noted previously, the Sunshine Canyon Landfill currently accepts an average of 3 million tons
of waste per vear, is permitted to receive 8 maximum of 4.4 million tons per vear, The cumulative
projects would represent less than one percent of the average throughput for this landfill, With
both the Proposad Project and cumulative projects, there would still be an additional 1.4 million
additional tons of throughput allowable before the landfill reaches 1ts maximum allowable
throughput, Thus, the Proposed Project and cumulative projects are within planned waste
acceptance growth for the landfill, and would not change the lifespan of the landfill, which would
continue to have availability anril 2037. Shmilar to the Proposed Project, cumulative projects
would be reguired to comply with State requirements to divert a myinimum of 30 percent of waste
o a certified recyeling processor (o ensure solid waste generation is nrnimal. As existing
capacity at the Sunshine Canvon Landfill exists to serve both the Proposed Project and
cumulative projects, a less than significant cumulative impact would occur related 1o landfill
capagity,

Mitieation Measures

None required.

Impact 3.15-12: Implementation of the Propesed Project, in combination with other
development, would not conflict with federal, state, and local statues snd regulations related
to solid waste,

As detailed above, the City would be required to maintain the 50 percent diversion rate réquired
by the State through the Californis Solid Waste Managernent Act. Similar to the Proposed
Project, cuomulative projects would contract with CDIS for bin removal activities. Compliance
with constroction and operational debris removal and recyeling requirements would ecour with
the City’s Environmental Services Department and CDS” Sunshine Canyon Landfill. As
previously detailed, the Proposed Project would alse adbere to the LEED Gold standards,
comumitting to recyeling construction waste 1n excess of the minimom reguirements of the State.
Therefore, as both the Proposed Project and cumulative projects would be required to not conflict
with federal, state, and local statues related to solid waste, a less than significant cumulative
impact would occur related to solid waste regulations,

inglewoct Baskedbal and Enterisiraent Santer 3.15-38 &A1 1208
Envdipaurantat rpadt Report sy 2019




3, Environmentad Impacts, Seitings, and Mitigation Measuras

315 Litilities and Sérvios Systoms

Mitigation Measures

None required.

ingpinwacd Baskatball and Snieriabwaent Santer 5.45-37 E8A FTTI3E
Epvdronmental npact Repord Adariiary 2015




