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3 .. 15 Utilities and Service Systems 
This section describes and evaluates potential impacts related to water supply, wastewater 

conveyance and.treatment, stonnwater drainage, and solid waste collection and disposal utilities 

and service systems that could result from implementation of the Proposed Project. The section 

contains: (l) a description of the existing and baseline conditions for each utility; (2) a description 

of the regulatory settling related to the relevant utilities and service systems; (3) an analysis of 

potential impacts as a result of increased demands that would be placed on lhcsc utilities 

associated with the implt:mentation of the Proposed Project and/or cumulative development, and 

( 4) any associated mitigation measures that would be rcq uired to avoid or lessen significant 

impacts oftht::Proposed Project or cumulative development. 

Comments rccci vcd in response to the NOP for the BIR regarding utilities and service systems 

can be found in Appendix B. Any applicable issues and concerns regarding potential impacts 

related to ulililies and service systems as a result of implementation of the Project are analyzed 

within this section. 

The analysis included :iJ.1 this section was developed based on project-specific construction and 

operational features, and data provided in the City of Inglewood General Plan, a project-specific 

Sewer Area Study Plan (Appendix XX), Goldc.n State Water District's Urban Water Management 

Plan (UWIVIP), CalRecycle's Solid Waste Information System, and a project-specific Water 

Supply Assessment for the City by Todd Groundwater (Appendix JJ. 

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 
[Note 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 rs pending information from Golden State Water and the developing 

Water Supply Assess111ent] 
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3. Erwironrnental Impacts, Sel.~ngs. and Miliga.Uon Meast1res 
:us Utiffi]es and Service Systems 

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/instilulional land uses. The Los Angeles County Sanitation District;;_ 

(LACSD) District Number 5 manages the wastewater co11ection and treatment syslem within the 

City.1 Wastewater is collected by gra"Vity sewers and lift stations owned by t4e City and LACSD.2 

There are two separate sewer systems in the vicinity of the project area: two LACSD trunk se-..vers 

(Prairie Avenue Trunk Sewer and South Ingle;vood Orange Trunk Sewer), and the City of 

Inglewood local collector sewer lines. Wastewater is transported through these wastewater lines 

to the LACSD's Joint Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP) in Carson, Califomia. The JWPCP 

provides both primary and secondary wastewater treatment for an average dry weather flow of 

280 million gallons per day (MGD). 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 treatment, and effluent produced at the plant 

does not meet recycled water quality standards. The treated wastewater is disinfoclcd wilh 

hypoehlorile 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 JWPCP that would meet recycled water quality standards, and could result 

in the reuse of up to 168,000 AFY of wastewater. Under this program, water would be pwi.fied at 

the plant and then injected or spread into local i;iroumlwa tcr basins. 

Existing Wastewater Generation and Infrastructure at the Project Site 

Over 85 percent of the Project Site is 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 warehouse and light manufacturing facilities. 

These existing u.~es generate wastewater that is conveyed by City and LACSD sewer lines and 

treated at the JWPCP. The existing sewage demand is estimated based on LAC SD sewage 

generation factors. Table 3.15-1 df:.tails the existing land uses, the estimated daily average flows, 

and estimated peak flows. Based on the land used, estimated yr( existing peak .Oow generated at 

the Project Sile is approximately 0.032 MGD. 

1 AECOM, 2018. Sewer Area Study Project Condor. September 19, 2018. p. 2. 
2 Golden State Water Company, 2016. 2015 Urban Water Management Plan - S011thwest. 
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3. En~lronmental Impacts, Setllngs, and Mitiga~on Measures 
3.15 UMitles and Service Sys!ems 

TABLE :3.15-1 
ESTJMATED EXISTING WASTEWATER GENERATION AT THE PROJECT SITE 

Dally Average Sewage Daily Peak Flow Peak 
Generation Factor Unit Average (2.5 x Average). Flow 

Exis1ing Land Use (GPO) Contribution Flow(GPD) (MGD) (CFS) 

Commercial (Restaurant 1, 000 Gatlons/1,00Q SF 2.252 SF 2,252 0.006 0.009 
and Catering) 

-· ---· ·----·---- ·-···--·- ··-··- .. -

Commercial (Hotel) 125 Gallons/Room 38 Rooms 4,750 D.012 0.019 
-- ... -- ·-- ·----·--- ··---·--···-·-·--·· ·-· -- -·. -. ·~ -·- -··-·---- --··--· 

Manufacturing/Warehouse 200 Gallonsli,000 SF 28,809 SF 5,762 D.014 0.022 
(Food Warehouse) 

-· -··-· -·· ·-·· ····-·-···-·-· 

Total 12,764 0.0:32 0.050 

SOURCE: AECOM, :201 B. Sewer Area Study Proiei·t Candor. September 19, 201 B. 

The following discussion details existing wastewater infrastructure 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'~1 Street, and West Century Boulevard. In addition, LACSD's 15-inch 

Orange Trunk Sewer Linc 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 st Street, West 102 ·~1 Street, and South 

Prairie 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 Flmver Street. The Prairie Avenue Trnnk Sewer follows west along West Century 

Boulevard before turning south aLong Freeman Avenue, west of the Project Site. 

East Parking and Hotel Site 

The East Parking and Holel Site is served by LACSD's 15-inch Orange Trunk Sewer line located 

north and west of the East Part.-ing and Hotel Site within West Century Boulevard and South Doty 

Avenue. Additionally, there is an 8-inch diameter wastewater line located within West 102nd 

Street. 

Well Relocation Site 

The Well Relocation Site is served by an 8-inch wastewater line within West 102"'1 Street. 

3.15.6 Adjusted Base.line 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 until mid-2023 fix the 

2023-24 NHA 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 Hollywootl Park Specific Plan, including the 

construction of the 70,000-seat NFL Stadium, a 6,000 seat performance venue, 518,077 sf of 

retail and restaurant uses, 466,000 sf oI office space, 314 residential units, and approximately 

9,900 parking spaces. Due to the certainty of these projects being constructed and in operation 

prior to opening of the Proposed Prnject, the City of Inglewood determined that it is appropriate 

to include these projects in an adjusted environmental setting for the Proposed Project. 

Accordingly, the waslcwater generated associated with these developments within the Hollywood 

Park Specific Plan area are considered as part of the adjlL5ted environmental baseline. 

Table 3.15~2 details the land uses, daily average, and peak tlows for the HPSP, which shows that 

the HPSP would gc,ncrate an estimated 2.38 MGD of wastewater. To be conservative, this 

estimate assumes that no wastewater is currently being generated al the existing HPSP site. The 

JV/PCP currmlly 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 

J'iii!PCP provides treatment for an average of 282 MGD of wastewater. 

TABLE 3.15-2 
ESTIMATED HOLLYWOOD PARK SPEClFIC PLAN WASTEWATER GENERATION 

Hollywood Park 
Daily Average Sewage Unit Daily Average 

Peak flow Peak Flow 
Speclfic Plan land Generation Factor (GPD) Contribution Flow (GPD) 

(2.5 x Average) 
(CFS) 

Use (MGD) 

Arena and 1 O Gallons/SeatlDay 76,000 Seats 700,000 1.9 2.94 
Performance Center• 

Retail 100 Gallons/1.000 SF 518,077 SF 51,808 0.13 0.20 
·- -----·----···-·----·-··---··· ·-· ·- -··------ --·--------·····--· -·-- ·---·-·--···--

Office 200 Gallons/1,000 SF 466,000 SF 93,200 0.23 0.35 
...... --·· -- -·-··-··-- --····---

Residential 156 Gallon5JDU 314DU 48,984 0.12 0.19 

Total 953,992 2.38 3.68 

NOTE: 
The Se\'iler Area St1.Jdy differentiates getieration rates between the arena LJse and the perfonnance oenler use. However, the square 
footage of the HPS P periormanc<:J center is unknown at the time of this analysis. Therefore, since the uses of an arena and a 
performance cenlet are so similar, 1he arena generation rate was used <is the number of sen ls within the performance center is knoWll at 
this lime. 

SOURCE: Generation rates me based off ot AECOM, 2018. Sewer Area srudyProjer;t Condor. September 1'9, 2018. 

The environmental baseline is also adjusted with regard to specific to pipeline sewage flows and 

capacities of pipelines thal would coruiect to the Project Site. The Project-specific Sewer Area 

Study Plan considers the HPSP Inglewood NFT, Stadium at Hollyi;vood Park Sewer Area Study 

findings. The capacities of existing City and LACSD sewer lines were analyzed using the HPSP 

flows, 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 watern of the United States arc established under applicable 

provisions of Section 303 of the federal Clean Water Act (CWA). The CWA prohibits the 

discharge of pollutants to navigable waters from a poinl source unless authorized by a National 

Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. Point sources are defined as any 

discernible, confined, and disc.-rete conveyance including but not limited to any pipe, ditch, 

channel, hmnel .well, or vessel from which pollutants are discharged. Nonpoint sources come 

from man~ sources including land runoff, precipitation, drainage, seepage, or hydrologic 

modificatio~use 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 pennit 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 contains limits 

on allowable concentrations ofpollutant-s contained in discharges. Sections 401 and 402 of the 

CWA contain general requirements regarding NPDES perrnits. Section 307 of the CWA 

describes the factors that the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) must consider in 
setting effluent limits for priority pollutants. 

The CWA was amended in 1987 to require NPDES pennits for non-point source (Le., 

stonmvater) pollutants in discharges. Stormwater sources are diffuse and originate over a wide 

area rather than from a definable point. The goal of N PD ES stormwater regulations is to improve 

the quality of slormw ater discharged to receiving waters to the "maximum extent practicable" 

through the use of structural and non-strnctural Best Management Practices (BMPs). BMPs can 

include the development and implementation of various practices including educatioJ:!al measures 

(workshops itilmming public of what impacts results whc:,n household chemicals are dumped into 

storm drains), regulatory measures (local authority of drainage facility design), public policy 

measures, and sttUCtural measures (filter strips, grass swales and detention ponds). The NPDES 

pennits that apply to activities in the City of Inglewood are described under local regulations 

below. 

US Environmental Protection Agency's National Combined Sewer Overflow 
Control Policy 

The US EPA initiated its Combined Sewer Overflow (CSO) Control Policy (40CFR122) in 

April, 1994. The CSO 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 CSO. 
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State 

Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act 

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and the Los Angeles Regional Water 

Quality Control Board (RWQCB) 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 Control Act (Porter-Cologne Act). These agencies have established water quality 

standards that arc 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 beneficial 

uses, water quality objectives, and a program of implementation for achieving water quality 

objectives. A Basin Plan, prepared by the Los Angeles RWQCB, establishes water quality 

numerical 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 pollutant, other criteria apply such as EPA water quality criteria developed under 

Section 304(a) of the CW A. The Basin Plan that applies to the Project Site is described under 
local regulations below. 

Local 

City of Inglewood General Plan 

The City of Ingle\vood General Plan Conservation Element, adopted on October21, 1997, 

addresses the plan for conservation, development and utilization of natural resources found wl th! n 

the jmisdiction of the City. Chapter N of the Conservation Element addresses the City's 

wastewater system. While the Conservation Element details the City's concerns re1ated to 

effluent contaminating the ocean, no spct:ific goals or policies are stated that are relevant to the 

Proposed Project. 

Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System Pennit 

T ,os Angeles County and 84 incorporated cities, including the City of Inglewood, have a joint 

Municipal Separate Storrn Sewer System NPDES pemtit (MS4 Pc.Tinil) (Permit Order No. R4-

2012-0175, NPDES Permit No. CAS004001) that was granted on November 8, 2012. The MS4 

Pennit is intended to implement BMPs to reduce pollutants in stormwater discharges to the 

maximum extent practicable. The permittees listed under the joint permit have the authority to 

develop, administer, implement, and c.-nforcc storm water management programs within their own 

jurisdiction. On June 27, 2013, the cities of El Segundo, Hawthorne, Inglewood, and Los Angeles I 
(including the Port of Los Angeles), the County of Los Angeles, and the Los Angeles County 

Flood Control District formed the Dominguez Channel Watershed Managcmc.nt Arca Group to ~ 
develop a collaborative approach to meet the requirements of the MS4 Permit. [Note to Team: ~ -r 
City to provide revised information, per edits in the Hydrology Chapter.] f\s \(. 
Urban stonn water runoff is defined in the MS4 Permit as including stormwater and dry weather 

flows from a drainage area that reaches a receiving water body or subsurface. The permit 

regulates the discharge of all wet and d1y weather urban storm water runoff within the County of 
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3. Environmental Impacts, Settlngs, and Mltlgatfon Measures 
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Los i\ngeles (with exception to the City of Long Beach). Part VT.C of the Los Angeles County 

MS4 permit allows permittees the flexibility to develop Watershed Management Programs 

(WMP) or Enhanced Watershed Management Programs (EWMP) to implement the requirements 

of the permit on a watershed scale through customized strategies, control measures, and B:MPs. 
The Dominguez Channel Watershed Manag{.ment Arca Group developed a EWMP th.at was 

approved by the Los Angeles Water Board on February 26, 2016.3 The EWMP includes water 

quality priorities for the Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Area, watershed control 

measures consisting of both strnctural and non-structural BMPs, financial strategies, and legal 

authority (permittees have the necessary legal authority to implement the BMPs identified in the 

EWMP or the legal authority exists to compel implementation of the Bl\1Ps). 

Water Quality Control Plan: Los Angeles Region Basin Plan 

The Los Angeles Region Basin Plan is designed to preserve and enhance water quality and 

protect beneficial uses of all regional waters. Spccilically, the Basin Plan dei:;ignatcs beneficial 

uses for surface and ground waters, sets narrative and numerical objectives that must be attained 

or maintained to protect designated beneficial uses, and describes implementation programs to 

protect all waters in the region. The Basin Plan incorporates all applicable state and regional board 

plans and policies and other pertinent water quality policies and regulations. The Basin Plan is a 

resource for the regional board and others who use water and discharge wastewater in the Los 

Angeles Regio~ and provides valuable information to the public about local water quality issues. 

3 .15. 8 Analysis, Im pacts and M itig atio n 

Significance Criteria 

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

would: 

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

2. Result in a determination by the Los Angeles County Sanitation Distric~which would serve 
the project, that it does not have adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in 
addition to the LACSD's existing commitments. 

Methodology and Assumptions 

The following impact analysis evaluates the potential for the Proposed Project to result in changes 

to existing infrastructme and supply and demand relating to wastewater resources. A project­

specific Sewer Aiea Study Plan was prepared for the Proposed Project (Appendix XX), and its 

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. 

As detailed in the Sewer Aiea Study Plan, the capacities of existing City and LACSD sewer lines 

were analyzed using City and LACSD as-built record plans, existing peak flows and sewer 

3 Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Area Group, 2015. Enhanced Watershed Management Program. 
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3. Erwironmen1al Impacts, Settings, 2nd Mitigation Me<isures 
3.15 Utilities and Service Systems 

monitoring data, and the HPSP Inglewood NFL Stadium at Hollywood Park ScwLT Area 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 is subdivided in three tributmy areas based on contribution to proposed points of connection. 

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

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

daily average and peak flows to e.ach point of con.."lection, and whether there is sufficient capacity 

to serve the Proposed Project. [Note to Team: Note that the Sewer Area 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 to be confirmed.] 

TABLE 3.15-3 
ESTIMATED PROPOSED PROJECT WASTEWATER GENERATION AND SEWER CAPACJTY SUMMARY 

Point of 
Connection 

1 (City's sewer 
line at South 
Prairie Avenue 
and West 102~; 
Street) 

2 (City's sewer 
line at West 102"" 
Street west of 
South Doty 
Avenue) 

.3 (lACSD Prairie 
Trunk Sewer at 
Freeman Avenue 
and 103"' Street) 

Proposed 
l<1nd U:;:e 

Food and 
Drink Building 

Mixed Use 
Buflding 

20% Arena 

Hotel 

Subtotal 

Dairy Average 
Sewage 

Generation 
Factor (GPD) 

1,000 Gallons/ 
1,000 SF 

100 Gallons/ 
1,000 SF 

1D Gallons/ 
Seat/Day 

125 Gallons/ 
Room 

Unit 
Contribution 

24,000 SF 

24,000 SF 

3,608 Seats 

up to 150 
Rooms 

Daily 
Average 

Flow 
{GPD) 

24,000 

2,400 

26,400 

36,080 

18,750 

54,83/J 

80%Arnna 10 Gallonsf 14.432 Seats 144,320 

Practice 
Facility 

Seal/Day 

300 Gallons/ 
1,000 SF 

85,000 SF 25,500 

Office Space 200 Gallons/ 71.000 SF 14,200 
1,000 SF 

Parking 25 Gallons/ 447.92.4 SF 11, 198 
Structure 1 ;000 SF 

Sports 300 Gallons/ 25,000 SF 7,500 
Medicine 1,000 SF 

Clinic 

Community 
Space 

Subtotal 

Total 

200 Gallons/ 
1,000 SF 

15,000 SF 

518,924 

3,000 

195,218 

257,698 

Peak 
How 
(:2.5 x 

Average) 
(MGD} 

0.06 

0.006 

0.07 

Peak 
Flow 
{CFS) 

0.09 

0.01 

0.10 

0.09 0.14 

0.05 0.08 

0.14 

0.36 

0.06 

0.04 

0.03 

0.02 

0.01 

0.51 

0.72 

0.22 

0.56 

0.10 

0.05 

0.04 

0.03 

0.01 

0.80 

1. 1 

Pipe 
Capacity" 

(CFS) Capacity?• 

0.380 

0.380 

0.380 

0.380 

0.870 

0.870 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

'NOTE: Proposed sewer pipe desi9n capm:ily was ca.kulaled as Vi fJJll for pipe diameters of 12-lnches or lower, and Y. full for pipe diameters 
ol 15-inches or higher 

SOURCE: AECOM. 2018. Sewer Area SWdyProJect Ccrrdor. Septembar 19, 2018. 
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Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

3. Environmental Impacts. Setllr.gs, and Mitigation Measures 
:;l .15 Uti I itles and Service Systems 

Im1Jact 3.15-3: Implementation of the Proposed Project could exceed wastewater ti·eatment 
requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board. 

The Proposed Project would include an arena, practice facility, sports medicine clinic, 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 surrounding streets. Wastewater generated by the Proposed 

Project would be tn:01tixl at LACSD's JWPCP ~-ated by.1h~~ 

,...-\V01.tkl.-iJHrea:ted-at thrl-W'f'e-P, which has a maximum treatment capacity of 400 MGD. The 

JWPCP currently provides treatment for an average flow of 280 MGD, and with the HPSP as 

being part of the adjusted environmental baseline, the JWPCP provides treatment for an average 

of282 MGD of wastewater. As shown on Table 3.15-3, the Proposed Project would generate a 

total of0.72 MGD, which would be less than a percentage of maximum treatment capacity and 

average flows at the JWPCP. The JWPCP would have sufficient capacity to treat al1 wastewater 

gcnc.Talcd from the Proposed Project4 

The JWPCP provides primary and secondary treatment by processing wastewater in anaerobic 

digestion tanks.5 The treated wastewater is disinfected with hypoehlorite and discharged to the 

Pacific Ocean through LACSD's network of outfalls. Wastewater discharge requirements for the 

facility are based on all applicable state and federal regulations, policies, and guidance, and 

include limitations on effluent discharge and receiving water. ln general, effluent discharge 

requirements include specifications for adequate disinfection treatment and limitations on 

pollutant concentrations, sediments, pH, temperature, and toxicity. 

As a largely commercial use, the Proposed Project would not discharge \vastewater that contains 

harmful levels of toxins that arc regulated by the RWQCB (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 RWQCB, as wastewater would be transferred to the 

JWPC'P and treated before being discharged to the ocean. Therefore, impacts related lo the 

wastewater treatment requirements of the RWQCD would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

4 County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, 2018. Will Serve Letter for Project Condor. January 19. 
5 County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, 2018. Joint Water Pollution Control Plant. Available: 

https://www.lacsd.org/wastewater/wwfucilities/jwpcp. Accessed December 3, 2018. 
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3. Envlrcnmental lmpac:U, Settlrigs, end Mitigation Measures 
3.15 Utilities and Ser.ice Systems -"'--------------------------

Impact 3.15-4: Implementation of the Proposed Project could result in a determination by 
the LACSD, which would serve the project, that it does not have ade(1uate capacity to serve 
the project's projected demand in addition to the LACSD's existing commitment~. 

Construction 

Construclion of the Proposed Project would not result in additional wastewater discharges to the 

JVVPCP. Druing Project constmction, use of the existing facilities on site would cl:<'lse, which 

would in turn cease existing wastewater generation. All construction workers would use onsite 

portable restrooms. No other wastewater would be gcm.rntcd onsite requiring treatment during 

construction. Therefore, because no wastewater would be generated during construction, no 

impact would occur related to lhc capac.:ity of the \vastewater 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 i.vas prepared for the Proposed Project (Appendix XX). 

The Proposed Project would have three points of connection to the existing sewer systems. These 

points of connection j ncl ude to the City's sewer Ji ne at South Prairie Avcnu ~ and West 102ru1 

Street, the City's sewer line at West l 02nd Street west of South Doty A venue, and to the LAC SD 

Prairie Trunk Sewer at Freeman A venue and 103 rd S trccL According to the Sewer Area Study 

Plan, the existing 8-inch sewer line along West 102'"1 Street would be removed or abandoned in 

the portion of the street that would be vacated to accommodate project construction. New 8-inch 

and 10-inch pipelines would be constructed to serve the proposed uses and their laterals. 

The northern portion of the Project Site would drain to City sewer tines at South Prairie Avenue 
and West 102nd Street The eastern portion would drnin to the existing sewer line along West 

10200 Street and ultimately to the Orange Avenue Trunk Sewer along South Doty Avenue. 

Wa~tewatcr contribution to the eastern portion includes a fraction of the wastewater generated by 
the proposed arena. The remaining portion of the site would drain to the Prairie Avenue Trunk 

Sewer along Freeman Avenue. 

All sewer mains that would serve the Project Site are sized between &-inches and 12-inches. 

According 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 

more than ¥2 full for mains under 15-inch diameter and no more lhan % full for rrui.ins with a 

diameter of 15-inches and larger. More specifically: 

• The Project Site would contribute approximately 0.51 MGD to the Prairie Avenue Trunk 
Sewer, which does not exceed the available capacity of l.61 MGD; 

• Exh;ting City 8-inch sewer line along I 03n1 Street that would convey peak flow •.vould be 
upsized to a 12-inch line and would extend to the Project Site; 

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

lrrgle·.trocd Basv.etball and Enterlainrnerit Center 
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3. Environmental Impacts, Settings, and Mitlgalion Measures 
3.15 Utiliiies and Service Systems 

. • The Project Site would contribute 0.15 MGD to West 10200 Street east sewer line and 
ultimately to the Orange Avenue Tnmk Sewer, which does not exceed existing peak flows of 
0.17 MGD; and 

• With proposed improvements along 103'd Street to upsize the existing 8-inch sewer line to a 
12-incb line extended to the Project Site, the existing City collector lines 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 

maximum treatment capacity of 400 MGD and currently provides treatment for an average now 

of 280 MGD. With the HPSP as being part of the adjusted environmental baseline, this analysis 

assumes the J\VPCP 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 0.72 MGD, which would be less than 

a percentage of maximum treatment capacity aml average flows. According to the LACSD Will 

Serve Letter for the Proposed Project, the JWPCP would have sufficient capacity to treat all 

wastcwatc-r generated from the Proposed Project6 Because the surrounding sewer mains and 

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

significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Cumulative Impacts 

The geographic scope of analysis for ctmmlative impacts related to the JWPCP is the drainage 

basin of wastewater that is received for treatment at the JWPCP. The geographic scope of 

analysis for City and LACSD sewer and trunk lines are the network of those wastewater lines. 

Impact 3.15-5: 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, Environmental Impacts, Setting, and Mitigation 

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

Project, wastewater from cumulative projects would be treated at the JWPCP. Of the jurisdictions 

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

El Segundo east of Sepulveda 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 arc no existing uses or existing 

wastewater being generated on these sites, as a conservative estimate of wastewater generated 

from these cumulative projects. 

6 County Sanitation Districts eiflos Angeles County, 2018. Will Serve Letter for Project Condor. Jan'1(lry 19. 
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3. Environmental impacts, Settings, and Mitigation Measures 
3.1.5 Utilities and Ser<iceSystems ---- -- -- -

TABLE 3.15-4 
ESTIMATED CUMULATIVE WASTEWATER GENERATION 

Cumulative 
Project 

Lisi Number 

5 

7 

8 

9 

10 

Land Use 

Kotel 

Hotel 

Office 

Office 

Office 

Daily Average Sewage 
Generation Factor 

(GPO) 

125 Gallons/Room 

125 Gallons/Room 

200 Gallons/1,000 SF 

200 Gallons/1,000 SF 

200 Gallons/1,000 SF 

Unit 
Contribution 

190 Roams 

152 Roams 

3,050 SF 

73,000 SF 

Athletic Training Facility 300 Gallons/1,000 SF 

52,000 SF 

68,360 SF 

11 

12 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

24 

25 

27 

29 

30 

35 

36 

37 

38 

-39 

40 

(Perforrnam:e Center) 

School 

Office 

Office 

Retail 

Office 

Office 

Warehouse 

Office 

Retail 

School 

Medical Buildings/Light 
Industrial 

Hotel 

Health Club 

Hotel 

Data Center {Office 
Building) 

Office 

Hotel 

Office 

Manufacturing 

Office 

Ice Rink (Amusement) 

Multi-Family 

Multi-Family 

Office 

Multi-Family 

Restaurant 

Multi-Family 

Hotel 

Hotel 

Ing 1ewr:iod Baskctooll mid Ente1talnmenl Cant~ r 
Environmenta I Impact Reparl 

200 Gallons/1,000 SF 

200 Gallons/1,000 SF 

200 Gallons/1,000 Sf 

100 Gallons.11,000 SF 

200 Gallons/1,000 SF 

200 Gallons/1,000 SF 

25 Gallons/1,000 SF 

200 Gallons/1 ,000 SF 

100 Gallons/1 ,000 SF 

200 Gallons/1,000 SF 

300 Gallons/1,000 SF 

125 Gallons/Room 

600 Gallons/1,000 SF 

125 Gallons/Room 

200 Gatlons/1,000 SF 

200 Gallonsli ,000 SF 

125 Gallons/Room 

200 Gall~ns/1,000 SF 

200 Gallonsi1 ,ooo SF 

200 Gallons/1,000 SF 

350 Gallons/1,000 SF 

156 Gallons/DU 

156 Gallons/DU 

200 Gallons/1,000 SF 

156 Gallons/DU 

1,000 Gallons/1, 000 SF 

156 Gallons/DU 

125 Gallons/Room 

125 Gallons/Room 

3.15-12 

240,000 SF 

63,550 SF 

61,545 SF 

13,660 SF 

93,569SF 

106,000 SF 

117,000 SF 

1,740,000 SF 

75,000 SF 

7,000 SF 

107,000 SF 

100 Rooms 

19,000 SF 

167 Room 

180,422 SF 

300,000 SF 

150 Rooms 

67.474 SF 

11,471 SF 

20,955 SF 

17,315 SF 

·116 DU 

17'1 DU 

32,500 SF 

230DU 

3,700 SF 

6DU 

350 Rooms 

119 Rooms 

Pte/imfna.ry -Sultj~ct fa Rrn1isfon 

Daily 
Average 

FJow(GPD) 

23,750 

19,000 

610 

14,600 

10,400 

20,514 

48,000 

12,710 

12,309 

1,366 

18,714 

21,200 

2,925 

348,000 

7,500 

1,400 

32, 100 

12,500 

11,400 

20,875 

36,085 

60,000 

18,750 

13,495 

2,294 

4,191 

6,060 

18,096 

26,676 

6,500 

35,BBO 

3,700 

936 

43,750 

14,875 

Peak Flow 
(2.5 x Average) 

(MGD) 

O.DB 

0.05 

0.001 

0.04 

0.03 

0.05 

0.12 

0.03 

0.03 

0.003 

0.05 

0.05 

0.007 

0.87 

0.02 

0.003 

0.08 

0.03 

0.03 

0.05 

0.09 

0.15 

0.05 

O.Q.3 

0.005 

0.01 

0.02 

0.05 

0.06 

0.01 

0.09 

0.01 

0.002 

0.11 

0.04 
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3. Environmental Impacts, Settings, arid M~igation Measures 
· 3.15DUlltles andServl~e System$ 

TABLE 3.15·4 
ESTIMATED CUMULATIVE WASTEWATER GENERATION 

Cumulative 
Project 

List Number Land Use 

41 Multi-Family 

42 Mulli-Family 

43 Multi-Family 

44 Mulli-Family 
····----··----·-

45 Multi-Family 
-··-----· ---- ·----· . - - -·. -·. .. ,. ·~ 

46 M ulli-Fam ily 

47 Multi-Family 
--·- .. ·--·-··-···--···-·----·---·--·---

48 Multi-Family 
-·-· ·- - ···-

49 living Facility (Hospitals 
Convalescent) 

-· ··-·-· --·-··· ·----·--·-·· 

50 Multi-Family 

51 Multi-Family 

52 Hotel 

53 Multi-Family 
-····---· .. ---- ··--·-· ---

54 Multi-Family 

55 Multi-Family 

56 Retail 
·---··--······-·- ---

57 Multi-Family 

58 Multi-Family 
··-····-,.········-···· 

60 Reta!! 

61 Multi-Family 

62 Multi-Family 

63 Self-Storage 
(V\larehouse) 

64 Muttl-Famlly 

65 Living Facll!ty (Hospitals 
Convalescent) 

68 Multi-Family 

69 Self-Storage 
(V\laretiouse) 

···- .. ·-··· ·---

93 Multi-Family 

Retail 

97 Hotet 

107 Multi-Family 

108 Multi-Family 

109 Multi-Family 

110 Multl-Family 

112 Multi-Family 
. ··- ·-·· ---

I oglm•ood Bas kelb all and Enlertalr, men\ Center 
Envircnmental Imp.%'. Reporl 

Daily Average Sewage 
Generation Factor 

(GPO) 

156 Gallons/DU 

156 Gallons/DU 
····-·····-·-·-

156 Gallons/DU 
-········-···· -··- ---· ---· ··--· -

156 Gallons/DU 
.. ..•. ... 

156 Gallons/DU 
-·--··---·-·-·-

156 Gallons/DU 

156 Gallons/DU 
-----·--·--·-----··- .. -

156 Gallons/DU 
--·----- --·-

85 Gallons/Beds 

156 GallonsJDU 

156 GallonsJDU 

1:25 Gallons/Room 

156 GallonsfDU 
-·--·-----·-··-·-·--···--·-

156 Gallons/OU 

156 Gallons/DU 

i 00 Gallons/1,000 SF 

156 Gallons/DU 

156 Gallons/DU 

100 Gallons/1,000 SF 

156 Gallons/DU 

156 Gallons,IDU 

25 Gallons/1 ,000 Sf 

156 Gallons/OU 

85 Gallonsl8eds 

--·· -·-· ·--····-

156 Gallons/DU 

25 Gallons/1,000 SF 

156 Gallons/DU 

100 Gallons/1,000 SF 

126 Gallons/Room 

1.56 Gallons/DU 

156 Gallons/DU 

156 Gallons/DU 

156 Gallons/DU 

156 Gallons/DU 

3.15-13 

Daily 
Unit Average 

Contribution Ffow(GPD) 

4DU 624 

4 DU 624 

12DU 1,872 

38DU 5,928 

10 DU 1,560 

3 DU 468 

12DU 1,872 

5DU 780 

18 Beds 1,530 

.... . ·-· ·- -· -- ·- --··-- - -·· ·-· 
18 DU 2,808 

4DU 624 

120 Room 15,000 

3 DU 468 

?DU 1,092 

12 DIJ 1,872 

2,542 SF 254 

40DU 6,240 

116 DU 18,096 

40,000 SF 4,000 

20 DU 3,120 

310DU 48,300 

81,613 SF 2,040 

3DU 458 

18 Beds 1,530 

. --·- ···-·- ---··· -· 

6 OU 780 

120,000 SF 3,000 

393DU 61,308 

22,000 SF 2,200 

128 Room 16,000 

36DU 5,616 

32DU 4.992 

9DU 1,404 

4DU 624 

19 DU 2,964 

Peak Flow 
(2.S x Average) 

(MGD) 

0.001 

0.001 

0.005 

0,01 
·-· ·-· --------·-··· 

0.004 

0.001 

0.005 
-----·-·---·-··-------·--- ----·-

0.001 

0.004 

...... ·············-·· .... 
0.007 

0.001 

0.04 
-··----··-·-·---· 

0.001 
---·· ---·· ··-··-·· 

0.003 
-· ····-···-- -···---·-·· 

0.005 
·- ··- -· -··--·--· - - -----·· 

0.000 

0.02 

0.05 

0.01 

0.008 

0.12 

0.005 

0.009 

0.004 

0.002 

0.008 

0.15 

0.006 

0.04 

O.Q1 

om 
0.004 

0.002 

0.007 
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3. Environmental Impacts, Settings, and Mitlgatior, Measures 
3.15 Utilities and Service Systems 

TABLE 3.15-4 
ESTIMATED CUMULATIVE WASTEWATER GENERATION 

Cumulative Dally Average Sewage Daily 
Project Generation Factor Unit Average 

lh;t Number Land Use (GPD) Contribution Flow(GPD} 

128 Mulli-Family 156 Galtons/DU 127 DU i 9,812 
--··- -· ·- ---· ·-·-· --·-· -·-- ·---

Total 1, 171,o81 

SOURCE: Generation rates me based orl of: AECOM, 2018. Sswer Aroo Study Project Condor. September 19, 2018. 

Peak Flow 
(2.5 x Average) 

(MGD) 

0.05 

2.93 

Approximately 3 MGD of wastewater requiring treatment at the JWPCP would be generated by 

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

400 MGD, and currently provides treatment for an average flow of282 MGD ofwastcwatG-r (wilh 

the acljustcd environmental baseline). Therefore, the JWPCP would have capacity to treat both the 

Proposed Project and cumulative projects and can accommodate lbis projccttxl growth of these 

cities. 

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

requirements for the facility are based on all applicable state and federal rcgulalions, policies, and 

guidance, and include limitations on effluent discharge and receiving water. In general, effluent 

discharge requirements include specifications for adequate disinfection treatment and limitations 

on pollutant concentrations, sediments, pH, temperature, and toxicity. Similar to the Proposed 

Project, all effluent from cumulative projects would be required comply with the wastewater 

treatment standards of the RWQCB, as wastewater would be transferred to the JWPCP and 

treated before being discharged to the ocean. Therefore, implementation of the Proposed Project, 

along with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects, would have a less than significant 

cumulative impact related to wastewater tre.atment requirements of the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Impact 3.15-6: Implementation of tbe Proposed Project, in combination with other 
development, would not result in n determination by the wastewater treatment provider 
that it does not have adequate capacity to serve projects' demand in addition to existing 
commitments. 

The geographic scope for cumulative impacts on City and LACSD wastewater services is the 

network of City and LACSD wastewater lines running lo the ~TCP. The JV./PCP treats 

wastewater generated throughout the region, including for the cities of Inglewood, Ha wthome, 

and El Se&rundo east of Scpul vcda Boule yard. Table 3 .15-4 above shows the \Vastewater 

generation that \Vould be produced by the cumulative projects in cities served by the JWPCP. A 

hlglewood B~•kelb~ll "'1d Entutair.rncr.i Ccn'."' 
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______________________ 3- Environrnentsl lrnpacts, Settings, and Mitigation Measur<Js 

- 3.15 Utilities and Service S)'Stems 

~\b' total of approximately 3 MGD would be generated by cumulative projects being served by the 

JWPCP. The JWPCP collects an average daily wastewater inflow of 282 M.SGcwith the adjusted 

environmental baseline), which is only 70 percent of its 400 MGD capacity. Therefore, the 

JWPCP would have capacity to treat both the Proposed Project and cumu1ative projecto;i. In 

addition, similar to the Proposed Project, other cumulative projects within the JWPCP service 

area would be required to verify with the LAC SD 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 

related to wastewater capacity. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Storm Drainage Capacity and Conveyance 

3.15.9 Environmental Setting 
Existing Soil Drainage 

The Project Site currently consists of both pcrvious and impervious surfaces, including 

commercial buildings, a hotel, a fast-food restaurant, and large portions of vacant land. The 

Project Site is currcnlly made up of approximately 15 percent impervious surfaces and 85 percent 

pervious surfaces. Preliminary investigations of the Project Site indicate that the site's native soil 

characteristics have poor drainage with a low :infiltration rateJ3 According to the Los Angeles 

County GuideHnes for Low Impact Development (LID) Stormwater Infiltration, minimum 

standard for soil infiltration is 0.3 inches per hour.9 Preliminary percolation tests were conducted 

al five selected locations at the Project Site. Based on the results, infiltration rates for the soils in 

the upper 10 feet range from 0.32 to 3.52 inches per hour. However, the subsurface native soils at 

the Project Site consist predominately of clayey soils vrith estimated :infiltration rates lower than 

0.3 inches per hour and with few or no connectivity to permeable soil horizons.. Moreover, the 

lmderlying, predominantly clayey soils at the Project Site have never experienced saturation. 

These characteristics indicate that in1iltrntion is largely irifeasible at the Project Site, and that the 

Project Site currently provides very little percolation of soils. Thus, under existing conditions, 

stormwalcr reaching the Project Site does not percolate, and existing drainage from the Project 

Site flows to adjacent off-site storm drain facilities and ultimately in to the City maintained storm 

d..rain mains located along all streets surrounding the Project Site. 

7 AECOM, 2018. Ingle:wood Basketball & Entertainment Center Project Low Impact Development (LJD) !?eport. 
Augu£t 23, 2018. p. 2. 

8 AECOM, 2018. Preliminary Geotedmical Investigation. Sept(!rnber 14, 2018. p. 34. 
9 County of Los Ang des Di;:purtmcnt of Public Works, 2014. Administrative Manual: Guidelines for Design, 

Inve~·figalion, mu( Reporting Low Impact [)evelopmem Stormwater Infiltration. p. 2. 
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3. Environmental Impacts, Setllngs, arid Mmgation Measmes 
3 .16 lJti I ities and Service Systems 

Existing Drainage Infrastructure at the Project Site 

Arena Site 

West 102nd 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 

Prairie Avenue and a storm drain pipeline within West l 0211
d Street. Io In addition, an existing 

catch basin is located at the :intc.ncction of West 102"d Street anti South Prnirie Avenue. 

West Parking and Transportation Hub Site 

The West Parking and Transportation Hub Site is currently vacant, with West 101 '1 Street 

crossing through the site in an C<iSt-west direction. This portion of the Project Site includes a 24-

inch diameter storm drain pipeline that begins in West 10 l st Street, travels north to West Century 

Boulevard, and turns east along West Cenhrry Boulevard. This portion of the Project Site also 

utilizes the abovementioned 60-inch dimneter storm drn in pipe 1 i ne within South Prairie A venue. 

East Parking and Hotel Site 

The East Parking and Hotel Site is currently vacant Stonu drainage pipelines are located within 
South Doty Avenue. Jn 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 102nn Street. 

Well Relocation Site 

The Well Relocation Site is located east of the Arena Site and would contain a city-owned and 

opcrn.tcd potable water well. The Well Relocation Site is currently vacant. This portion of the 

Project Site includes storm drainage pipelines within West rnznd Street and South Doty Avenue, 

detailed above. 

3.15.1 OAdjusted Baseline Environmental Setting 
AB discussed in Section 3.0, Environmental Impacts, Settings, and Mitigation Measures, the 

Proposed Project is not anticipated to be constructed and begin operations until 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 permits for, and construction has 

commenced on, significant portiorn of the Hollywood Park Specific Plan, including the 

construction of the 70,000-seat NFL Stadium, a 6,000 seat perfonnance venue, 518,077 sf of 

retail and restaurant uses, 466,000 sf of office space, 314 residential units, and approximately 

9,900 parking spaces. Due to the certainty of these projects being constrncted. and in operation 

prior to opening of the Proposed Project, the City of Inglewood determined that it is appropriate 

to include these projects in an adjusted environmental setting for the Proposed Project. 

Accordingly, the runoff drainage associated with these developments within the Hollywood Park 

Specific Plan area are considered as part of the a(ljustcd environmental baseline. 

l O AECOM, 2015. fai:11ing Conditions Plan Sheet C-10 l. 
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3. Erwironm~n!al Impacts, Settings, and Mitigation Measures 
3.15 Utilities and Ser.ice Systams 

In its current condition, according to the Ho11ywood Park Specific Plan EIR, the Hollywood Park 

Specific Plan area is largely covered with impervious surfaces with soft landscaped areas 
including the main horseracing track and training track, as well as lhc active construction area. 

The Hollywood Park Specific Plan Project would further add impervious surfaces with the 

construction of the NFT, stadium, performance vc.nuc, rel ail and restaurant uses, office space, and 

parking spaces. 

Existing drainage infrastrncture a1ready exists at the Hollywood Park Specific Plan area, and 

additional drainage infrastructure would be constrnclcd lo accommodate the new development. 

New drainage infrastructure includes various on-site drains, open-channel drainage, an off~site 

bypass north of the Hollywood Park Specific Plan area, catch basins, and vegetated bio-retention 

areas. The Holly.vood Park Specific Plan Project would include BMPs as required by the site­

specific Stonnwatcr Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to reduce runoff flows from Leaving the 

site, in accordance with federal, state, and local regulations. Under the adjusted cnviroruncnlal 

baseline, stormwater flows surrounding the Project Site would largely remain similar to existing 
conditions due to the use ofBMPs and compliance with drainage regulations pertaining to the 

Hollywood Park Specific Plan area. 

3.15.11 Regulatory Setting 
Federal 

National Pollutant Dfacharge Elimination System Permits 

The NPDES permit syslt::m was established in the CWA to regulate municipal and industrial point 

discharges to surface waters of the US.cHach NPDES permit for point discharges contains limits 

on allowable concentrations of pollutants contained in discharges. Sections 401 and 402 of the 

CWA contain general requirements regarding NPDES pennits. Section 307 of the CWA 

describes the factors that the EPA must consider in setting effluent limits for priority pollutants. 

The CW A was amended in 19 87 to require 1\TPDE S permits for non-point source (i.e., 

stormwater) pollutants in discharges. Stonnwater sources arc diff usc and originate over a wide 

area rnther than from a definable point. The goal ofNPDES storm.water regulations is to improve 

the quality of stormwater discharged to receiving water::; to the "maximum extent practicable" 

through the use of structural and non-structural BMPs. BMPs can include 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 lo 

activities i"'l the City of Inglewood are described under local regulations below. 
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3_ Environmental Impacts. Settings. am:I Mitigation Measures 
3.15 Utilities and Serifice Systems 

State 
General Construction Activity Storm water Permit 

In accordance with NPDES regulations, to minimize the potential effects of construction runoff 

on receiving water quality, the State requires that any construction activity affecting one acre or 
more obtain coverage under a General Construction Activity Stormwatcr Pc.nnil (Gcnc.-ral 

Construction Permit). The current General Construction Permit is the l\'PDES General Permit for 

Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction and Lmd Disturbance Activitif:.s, Order 

No. 2009-0009-DWQ, l\'PDES No. CAS000002, effective July 1, 2010. General Construction 

Pcrmil applicant::; are required to prepare and implement a S\VPPP which includes implementing 

BMPs to reduce construction effects on receiving water quality by implementing erosion and 

sediment control measures and reducing or eliminating non-stormwater discharges. Examples of 

typical construction BMPs in SWPPPs include, 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 cmmot cnlcr the storm drain systc.w or surface 

water; developing and implementing a spill prevention and cleanup plan; and installing sediment 
control devices such as grnvd bags, inlet filters, fiber rolls, or silt fences to reduce or eliminate 

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 Construdion Pc.TIIJit if there is potential for significant water quality impairment resulting 

from the activity as detennined by the RWQCB. 

local 

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 Consc.-rvation Ekmcnl addresses the Cily's slorm 

drain system. While the Conservation Element details the City's concerns related to pollutants 
entl--ring the storm drainage system and contaminating the coastal and ocean envirorunent, 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 incorporated cities, including the City of Inglewood, have a joint 

Municipal Separate Stonn Sewer System NPDES permit (MS4 Permit) (Permit Order No. R4-

2012-0 l 75, NPDES Permit No. CAS004001) that was granted on November 8, 2012. The MS4 
Permit is intended to implement Biv!Ps to reduce pollutants in stormwatcr discharges to the 

maximum extent practicable. The pennittees listed 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 El Segundo, 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 

Inglewood Ba5ke'.ball and Er.tartainmenl Cenler 
Env!ronme~lal lmpa~t Report 

3.15-18 

Prelimimuy -Subject to Revision 

ESAI 17123B 
Jamviry 2019 
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develop a collaborative approach to meet the requirements of rhe MS4 Pem1i t. [Nate to T earn: .,p. -i ~ J 
City to provide revised information, per edits in the Hydrology Chapter.] \X"S \l V 
Urhan storm water runoff is defined in the MS4 Permit as including stormwater and dry weather 

flows from a drainage area that reaches a receiving water body or subsurface. The permit 

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 VI.C of the Los Angeles County 

MS4 pcnni.t allows permittees the flexibility to develop WMPs or EWl\!lPs to implement the 

requirements of the pennit on a watershed scale through customized strategics, control measures, 

and BMPs. The Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Area Group developed a E\Vi\1.P 

that was approved by the Los Angeles Water Board on February 26, 2016.11 The EWMP includes 

water quality priorities for the Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Area, watershed 

control measures consisting of both strnctural and non-structural BMPs, financial strategies, and 

legal authority (perrrittees have the necessary legal authority to impk.mcnt the B:MPs identified in 

lhc EVIMP or the legal authority exists to compel implementation of the B:MPs). 

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 RWQCB as part of the MS4 program to address stormwater pollution from new 

construction and redevelopment. The SUSMP contains a list of minimum BMPs that must be 

employed to infiltrate or treat stormwater runoff, control peak flO\v 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 ir1cluded and issues that must be addressed as 

appropriate to the development type and size. One of the most important requirements of the 

SUSMP is the specific sizing criteria for stormwatcr treatment BMPs for new development and 

significant redevelopment projects. In 2015, the City replaced the SU SMP with Section 10-208 of 

the City ofJnglcwood Municipal Code, titled Low Impact Development Requirements for New 

Development and Redevelopment. This portion of the Municipal Code builds on the SUSMP and 

establishes requirements for constmction activities and facility operations of development 

projects to comply with the current MS4 Permit. These include requirements to lcssc.n the water 

quality impacts of development by using smart growth practices and integrate LID practices and 

standards for stmmwater pollution mitigation 

County of Los Angeles Low Impact Development Standards Manual 

In 2014, the County of Los Angeles prepared the Los Impact Development Standards Manual 

(LTD Standards ?vfanual) to comply wilh the requirements of the NPDES MS4 Permit for 

stonmvater and non-stormwater discharges from the MS4 within the coastal watersheds of Los 

Angeles County.12 The LID Standards Manual provides guidance for the implementation of 

stomnvater quality control measures in new development and redevelopment projects in 

11 Dominguez Channel \\1atershed Management Arna Group, 2015. Enham:ed W11ter:.;Jwd Mnnagemenl Program. 
12 County of Los Angeles Department of Pub He Works, 2014. Low Impact Developm<:nt Standurtls Mamwl. 

February 2018. 
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3. Erwircnmental Impacts, Settings, and Mitigation Measures 
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unincorporated areas of the County with thi;; intention of improving water quality and mitigating 

potential water quality impacts from stormwater and non-stonnwater discharges. The City of 

Inglewood implements these standards for projects within the city. 

3.15.12Analysis, Impacts and Mitigation 
Significance Criteria 

A significant impact would occur to storm drainage capacity and conveyance if the Proposed 

Project would: 

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

Methodology and Assumptions 

The following impact analysis evaluates the potc.ntfal for the Proposed Project to result in changes 

to existing infrastructure and capacity relating to stormwater drainage and conveyance. It is 
assumed that all aspects of the Propost:d Project would comply with all applicabh::: 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 

Impact 3.15-7: lmp1cmcntation of the Proposed Project would not require or result 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 lhc Project Site flows to adjacent off-site storm drain facilities and 

ultimately in to the City maintained storm drain mains located along all streets surrounding the 

Project Site. Construction of the Proposed Project would require the use of water on-site for 

various purposes including dust control, concrete mixing, and sanitation. Construction activities 

and materials would alter the drainage pattern of the Project Site, potentially increasing water 

flow !nto the existing drainage system. 

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 rolls, compost blankets, avoiding heavy grading and earthwork operations during the 

rainy season, and incorporating landscaping as early as possible would slow flows and reduce the 

rate of runoff leaving the Project Site. By controlling and limiting the flow of water, runoff lo 

stormwater drainage systems would be reduced. With implementation of these regulations and 

BMPs, the Proposed Project would not create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the 

capacity of existing or planned stonnwater drainage systems or result in substantial additional 

sources of polluted nmoff. Therefore, impacts during construction would be less than 

significant. 
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------- 3.15 Utllltlesand Service Systems 

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 oft:.site storm drain facilities and ultimately in to the City 

rirnintained storm drain mains located along all streets surrounding the Jlroject Site. While the 

Project Site would add impervious surfaces, drainage would continue to run into surrounding 

drainage infrastructure, similar to existing conditions. In addition, as detaile.d in Section 3.9, 

Hydrology and Water Qualily, the Proposed Project would include the following on-site drainage 

features and infrastructure :improvements at the Arena Site, West Parking and Transportation Hub 

Site, and East Parking and Hotel Site, that would connect to existing stonn drains within 

surrounding streets. 

Arena Site 
Under the Proposed Project, West 102"d Street would be vacated and the proposed arena would be 

built over the street. The Proposed Project would constrnct new site access roads along the 

periphery of the arena. The existing catch basin at the intersect ion of West 102nd Street and South 

Prairie A venue would be removed, along with the existing storm drain line within West 102"d 

Street. Stom1water 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 site access roads would connect to the existing storm drain lines within South Prairie 

Avenue. Grate opening catch basins, stormwater pipelines, and stonn drain overflow pipelines 

would also be installed within the northern portion of the Arena Site to accommodate the public 

plaza, outdoor stage, community space, and retail/restaurant uses. Bio-filtration systems would be 

insta11ed throughout the Arc.mi Site, including but not limited to, along South Prairie Avenue, 

along the proposed site access roads, and within the public plaza space. 

Wes1 Parking and Transportation Hub Site 
With implementation of the Proposed Project, the proposed parking garage would be constructed 

over We~t 10P1 Street, and new site access roads would be constrncted along the periphery of the 

parking garage to redirect traffic. J\n underground precast detention and pretreatment system 

would be installed west 0£ the parking garage under the westerly proposed site access road. 

Stormwater pipelines and a side opening catch basin would be installed within West 101.st Street 

to connect the proposed detention and pretreatment system to the existing storm drain line within 

West l 01 ~ 1 Street. Stormwater pipelines, storm drain overtlow pipe, and bio-fillralion systems 

would be installed within the proposed periphery site access roads. In addition, a trench drain 

would be installed at the southwest corner of the West Parking and Transportation Hub Site. 

East Parking and Hotel Site 

Under the Proposed Project, stonnwater 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 system would be installed at the southwest COrnL-"f of the East Parking 

and Hotel Site. Storm water pipelines would be installed within West 102n<l Street to connect the 

propose.d detention and pretreatment system to existing storm drain line within West 102 ad Street 
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Well Relocation Site 
No storm drain infrastructure improvements would occur on the Well Relocation Site under the 

Proposed Project. 

Analysis 
As detailed above, portions of West 102na Street and West 10P1 Street that cross the Project Site 

would be vacated and constructed over, which would include the removal of drainage features 

(including stonnwater pipelines and an existing catch basin) 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 \vould inc1ude new stormwater pipelines, 

storm drains, and storm drain overflow pipes. These features would also be constructed. at the 

East Parking and Hotel Site. ln. addition, the Proposed Project would include f,'ialc opening catch 

basins, side opening catch basins, undergrotmd precast detention and pretreatment systems, and 

bio-filtration systems throughout the Project Site. All proposed onsite drainage features would be 

n;quired to be approved by City engineers and comply with local regulations. 

The Proposed Project would be required to comply with all applicable drainage 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 bio-filtration planters and 

bio-filtration systems to treat the storm.water runoff. Runoff would be directed from drainage 

areas to onsite bio-filtration plants and bio-swales, slowing the rate of runoff and in turn slowing 

the amount of water entering the storrnwater drainage system. The bio-fi1tration systems are 

designed to capture site runoff from roof drains, treat the runoff through biological reactions 

within the planter soil media, and discharge at a rate intended to mimic pre-developed conditions. 

With construction of on~:site drainage features and infrastmchrre improvements that would 

connect to existing storn1 drains i..vithin suffounding streets, along with implementation of 

regulations and BMPs, the Proposed Project would not create or contribute runoff water that 
would exceed the capacity of existing or plmi.ned stormwater drainage systems. Drainage 

infrastmctme at the Project Site would be designed to discharge stormwater at a rate intended to 

mimic pre-developed conditions The expansion of stormwaler drainage facilities at the Project 

Site are a component of the Proposed Project itself, the construction of which and their 

environmental effects is considered throughout the EIB.. Therefore, as implementation of 

regulations and BMPs would not create or contribute runoff water that would exceed capacity of 

existing or planned stormwater drainage systems, impacts during operation of the Proposed 

Project would be less than significant 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 
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3. Environmen1al Impacts, Settings, and Mitigation Measures 
3. 15 lJlilities and Service Systsms 

Cumulative Impacts 

The geographic scope of analysis for cumulative impacts related to surface water runoff and 

drainage capacity is the City of Inglewood, as stormwater nmoff flows to existing storm drain 

facilities which ultimately flow to City maintained stmm drain mains. 

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

As the city is largely developed with impLTVious surfaces, cumulative 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 stonnwater drainage systems would largely be negligible 

ailer development of cumulative projects. Additionally, as previously discussed, cumulative 

projects would be required to comply with applicable stormwater runoff regulations, including 

the NPDES General Construction Permit, the City's Municipal Code Section 10-208, and the 

County's LID Standard<! Manual. BMPs associated with these regulations would reduce runoff, 

therefore reducing the amount of stom1water entering the drainage systems. In addition, 

redeveloped parcels would likely unckrgo changes that would eliminate outdated water drainage 

features that no longer meet cuffent regulations. Older infrastructure would be replaced with 

features that would provide higher quality of stormwater rnnoffthan exists under current 

conditions. Therefore, implementation of the Proposed Project, along with past, present, and 

reasonably foreseeable projects, would have a less than significant cumulative impact related to 

exceeding the capacity of storm drainage facilities. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Solid Waste Generation and Landfill Capacity 

3.15.13 Environmental Setting 
Regional and Local Setting 

The City of Inglewood is served by Consolidated Disposal Services (CDS), a subsidiary of 

Republic Services, Inc., which provides waste and recycling collection services for residential 

and commercial uses.13 Solid waste is taken to the CDS American Waste Transfer Station where 

it is sorted. Residual garbage is taken to the Consolidated Vohune Transport Disposal and 

13 City of Inglcvvood, 2018. City of Inglewood Waste Collection FAQ11. Available: 
h\lpdlwww.cityofingkwuud.org/F AQ.a.£]JX ?TID=30. Accessed November 28, 20 I 8. 
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