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3.15 Utilities and Service Systems

This section desecribes and evaluates potential impacts related to water supply, wastewater
conveyance and treatment, stormwater drainage, and solid waste collection and disposal utilitics
and service systems that could result from implementation of the Proposed Project. The section
contains: (1} 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 these utilities
associated with the implementation of the Proposed Project and/or cumulative development, and.
(4) any associated mitigation measures that would be required to avoid or lessen significant
impacis of the Proposed Project or cumulative development.

Comments received in response to the NOP for the EIR regarding utilities and service systerns
can be found in Appendix B. Any applicable issues and concerns regarding potential impacts
related to ulililivs 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 features, and data provided in the City of Inglewood General Plan, a project-specific
Sewer Area Study Plan (Appendix XX, Golden Statc Water District’s Urban Water Management
Flan (UWMP), CalRecycle’s Solid Waste Information System, emd a project-specific 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. |

3.156.3 Regulatory Sefting

[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 is pending information from Golden State Water and the developing
Water Supply Assessment. ]
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3 Envir_mmentaJ Irapacts, Seliingy, and Miligalion Measures
2.1 Ulliitles 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/instilutional land uses. The Los Angeles County Sanitation Districte
(LACSDY) District Number 5 manages the wastewater collection and treatment system within the
City.! Wastewater is collected by gravity sewers and lift stations owned by the City and LACSD.2
There are two separate sewer systems in the vicinity of the project area: two LACSD trunk sewers
(Prairie Avenue Trunk Sewer and South Inglewood Orange Trunk Sewer), and the City of’
Inglewood lacal collector sewcer lincs. Wastewater is transported through these wastewater lines
1o the LACSD’s Joint Water Pallution Control Plant (JWPCP) in Carson, California. The TWPCP
provides both primary and sceondary wastewater treatment for an average dry weather flow of
280 million gallens per day (MGD). The JWPCP has a design capacity of 400 MGD. In 2015,
6,179 AF of waslewater 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 disinfccted with
hypochloriic 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 purified at
the plant and then injected or spread into local groundwater basing.

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 {he Arcna Site are developed with a fast-
food restaurant and catering service, a hotel, and warehouse and light manufacturing facilities.
These existing uses generate wastewaler that is conveyed by City and LACSD sewer lines and
treated at the JWPCP. The existing sewage demand is estimated based on LACSD scwagc
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 }1’1&' existing peak [ow generated at
the Projeet Site is approximately 0.032 MGD,

1 ABCOM, 2018, Sewer drea Stdy Project Condar. September 19,2018, p. 2.
2 Golden State Water Company, 2016. 2015 Urban Watcr Management Plan — Southwest,
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3. Environmental Impacts. Setlings, and Mitigation Measures
3.15 Utilities and Service Systems

TaBLE 3.15-1
EsTMATED EXISTING WASTEWATER GENERATION AT THE PROJECT SITE
Daily Average Sewage Daity Paak Flow Peak
Ganaratlon Facior Linit Average {2.5 % Average) Flow
Existing Land Use {GPD) Contribution  Flow {GPD) (MGD) {CF3)
Commercial {(Restaurant 1,600 Gallons/1,000 SF 2,252 BF 2,252 0.005 0.009
and Catering)

Commerdal (Hotel) 125 Gallons/Room 38 Rooms 4,750 D12 0.018
ManufachuringWarshouse 200 Gallons/ 1,000 8= 28,8098F 5,762 0.014 0.022

{Food Warehouse]
Fotaf - - 12,754 0.032 0.050

SOURCE: AECOM, 2018, Sewer Area Study Project Condor. Seplember 19, 2014,

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™ Street, and West Century Boulevard. In addition, LACSD’s 15-inch
Orange Trunk Sewer Ling is lovated within Scuth 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 cxisting 8-inch wastewater
lines located within West Century Boulevard, West 101 Street, West 102™ Street, and South
Prairie Avenue. The LACSD s 30-inch Praitie Avenuc 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 Prairic Avenuc Trunk Sewer follows west along West Century
Boulevard before turning south along Freeman Avenue, west of the Project Site.

East Parxing and Hotel Site

The East Parking and Hotel Site is served by LACSD’s 15-inch 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 B-inch diameter wastewater line located within West 102™
Street.

Well Relocation Site

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

3.15.6 Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting

As discussed in Section 3.0, Environmental Impacts, Scttings, and Mitigation Measures, the
Proposed I'roject 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 Impaets,
Settings, and Mitigation Measures, the City has issued building permits for, and construetion has
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3. Emvironmental impacts, Setings, and Mitlgation Measures
345 Utilities and Service Systems

commenced on, significant portions of the Hollywood Park Specific Plan, including the
construction of the 70,000-seat NFL 5tadium, a 6,000 seat performance venue, 518,077 sf of
retail and restaurant uses, 465,000 sl ol 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 Proposcd 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 wastewater generated associated with these developments within the Hollywood
Park Specific Plan area are considered as part of the adjusted environmental baseline.

Table 3.15-2 details the land uses, daily average, and peak flows for the HPSP, which shows that
the HPSP would generate an estimated 2.38 MGD of wastewater. To be conservative, this
estimate assumies that no wastewater is currently being gencrated at the existing HPSP site. The
TWPCP currcnily provides treatment for an average 280 MGD, with a capacity of 400 MGD.
With the HPSY as part of the adjusted environmental bascline, this analysis assumes that the
JWPCP provides treatment for an average of 282 MGD of wastewater.

TaBLE 3.15-2
EsTimATED HOoLLYWOOD PARK SPECIFIC PLAN WASTEWATER GENERATION
Hallywood Park . . . Peak Flow
. Daily Average Sewage Unit Draily Averaga Peak Flow
Specsﬁi'F'lan hand Generatlon Factor (GPD)}  Confribution Flow {GPD) (2.5x Average) {CF&)
58 {MGD)
Arena and 10 Gallons!Seat/Day 76,000 Seats 760,000 1.8 2.84
Parformance Center®
Ratail 100 Gallons/1,000 SF 518,077 §F 51,808 0.13 0.20
Offica 200 Gallons/,000 3F 466,000 8F 93,200 0.23 0.35
Residantial 156 Gallors/DU 31404 48,934 .12 0.19
Total - - 053,992 2.38 3.64
NOTE:

The Sewer Ares Study differentiates generation ratas betwaeen the arena use and the peformance center use. However, the square
foatage of the HPEP perlormanoa senter is unknown at the time of this analysls, Thereforg, since the uses of an arena and &
performance center dre o similar, the arena generation rate was used g5 the number of seats within the performance center is known at
this fime.

SOURCE: Generation rates are based off of AECOM, 2018, SewerArea Sfudy Profect Condor, September 18, 2018.

The environmental baseline is also adjusted with regard to specific to pipeline sewage flows and
capacities of pipelines that would connect to the Project Site. The Project-specific Sewer Area
Study Plan considers the HPSP Inglewood WNF1., Stadium at Hollywood 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 cxisling peak flows and sewer monitoring data,
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3. Erwirgnmental impar:ts_' Sethi ngs, and Mitigation Measuees
3.5 Ulilties and Semvice Systems

3.15.7 Regulatory Setting
Federal

Clean Water Act

Water quality objectives for all waters of the United States arc cstablished 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 point source unless authorized by a National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES} permit. Point sources are defined as any
discernible, confined, and discretc conveyance including but not limited to any pipe, diteh,
channel, tunnel, well, or vessel from which pollutants are discharged. Nonpoint sources come
from man_ sources including land runoff, precipitation, drainage, seepage, or hydrologic
modification. Because implementation of these regulations has been delegated to the Statc,
additional information regarding this permit is discussed under the “State” subheading, below.

National Polfutant 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 Each 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 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 permits for non-point source (i.e.,
stormwater) pollutants 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 to 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
include the development and implementation of various practices including educational measures
(workshops informing public of what impacts resulis when houschold 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 under local regulations
below.

US Environmental Protection Agency’s National Combined Sewer Overflow
Controf Policy

The US EPA initiated its Combined Sewer Overflow (CSO) Control Policy (40 CFR 122) in
April, 1994, The C30 Policy provides a national level framework for the control and
management of C80s. The CSO Policy provides guidance regarding how to achieve Clean Water
Act goals and requiremenits 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 (RWQCR) 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 Angcles RWQCB, establishes water quality
numerical and narrative standards and objectives for rivers and their tributaries within the area
subject to the Basin Plan. In cascs 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 CWA. The Basin Ilan that applies to the Project Site is described under
focal regulations below.

Local

City of Inglewood General Plan

The City of Inglewood General Plan Conservation Element, adopted on Qctober 21, 1997,
addresses the plan for conservation, development and utilization of natural resources found within
the jurisdiction of the City. Chapter TV of the Conscrvation Element addresses the City’s
wastewater system. While the Conservation Element details the City’s concerns related to
effluent contaminating the occan, no specific goals or policies are stated that are relevant to the
Proposed Project.

Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System Permit

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

Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System NPDES permit (MS4 Permit) (Permit Order No, R4-

20120175, NPDES Permit No. CAS004001) that was granted on November 8, 2012, The MS4

Permit is intended to implement BMPs to reduce pollutants in sionmwater discharges to the

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

develop, administer, implement, and enlorce storm water management programs within their own
jurisdiction. On June 27, 2013, the cities of El Segundo, Hawthome, Inglewood, and Los Angeles

(inchuding the Port of Los Angcles), the County of Los Angeles, and the Los Angeles County /
Flood Control District formed the Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Arca Group to ﬂ/‘/‘/
develop a collaborative approach to meet the requirements of the M54 Permit. [Note to Team: W'r
City to provide revised information, per edits in the Hydrology Chapter. ] Pg K

Urban storm water runoff is defined in the MS4 Permit as including stormwatcr and dry weather
flows [rom 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
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3. Environmental Impacts, Setings, and Mitlgation Measures
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Los Angeles (with exception to the City of Long Beach). Part VI.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 BMPs.
The Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Arca Group developed a EWMP that was
approved by the Los Angeles Water Board on Febmary 26, 2016.3 The EWMP includes water
quality prioritics fur the Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Area, watershed control
measures consisting of both structural and non-strctural BMPs, financial strategies, and legal
authority (permittees have the necessary legal autheority to implement the BMPs identified in the
EWMP or the legal authotity exists to compel implementation of the BMPs).

Water Quality Controf 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 watcrs. Speeilically, the Basin Plan designates benelicial
uses for surface and ground waters, sets narrative and numerical objectives that must be attained
or maintained to proteet 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 Planis a
resource for the regional board and others who use water and discharge wastewater in the Los
Angeles Region, and provides valuable information to the public about local water quality issues.

3.15.8 Analysis, Impacts and Mitigation
Significance Criteria

A sigmificant 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 District{ which would serve
the project, that it does not have adequate capacity to serve the project’s ﬁ'roj ected demand in
addition to the LACSIY s existing commitments,

Methodology and Assumptions

The following impact analysis evaluates the potential for the Proposcd Projeet {o result in changes
to existing infrastructure and supply and demand relating fo wastewater resources. A project-
specific Sewer Area 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 Arca 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, Enkunced Watershed Management Progrant,
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monitoring data, and the HPSP Inglewood NFL Stadium at Hollywood Park Scwer Area Study
findings. The Proposed Project’s scwage demand is estimated based on LACSD sewage
generation factors, Sewags demands were calculated based on the full day scating capacity for the
arena and by square footage {or all other proposed structures within the Project Site. The Project
Site is subdivided in three tributary areas hased 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 conncclion to the existing sewer system, the
daily average and peak flows to each point of connection, and whether there is sufficient capacity
10 serve the Propased 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 CAPACITY SUMMARY
Peak
Daily Average Daily Flow
Sewage Average {2.5x Feak Pipe
Paint of Proposed Generation Unit Floa Averags] Flow Capacity®
Connection Land Use Faclor (GPD}Y  Contributien  {GPD} (MGOYy  {CFS) {CF3) Capacity?™
1 (City's sewer Food and 1,000 Gallonst 24,000 8F 24,000 0.08 p.og 0.380 Yas

line gt South Drmk Bw[dmg 1 0()[) SF

Prairie Avenue : U
and West 102 Muxﬂcl Use ‘IUU Gal[onsf 24 GOO SF 2 400 Q.006 601

Street) _Bullding ~ 1000SF

| Sustotal ., 48000 26400 007 010 0380 Yes
2{City's sewer 20% Arena 10 Gallens/ 3 608 SFats ?ﬁ GBD 0 09 G 14 0.380 Yes
line at Wast 102 oeat!Day
Streetwest Df . . [P Uy TP -t ¢ 1 A n i i e
South Doty Hotel 125 Galons!  uplo150 18750 005  0.08
Averiue) Room v Rooms

‘ Subtofai 54 830 0 14 0 22 0 380 Yas
J{LACSD Praire BI’J Ya Arr‘n:u ‘H} Gallona! 14 432 Seats 144,32(] 0 36 0 56 D 870 Yeos
Trurk Sewer at Seab‘Day

Fl’eemanAvanue e e e ewmaen e Heme hemen. e e .
and 103" Strast) Practice 3DD Gallonsf 85,000 3F 25,500 0.08 010

Famhty 1.000 SF
Off e Spara 200 Gallons! 71.000 5F 14,200 0.04 0.08
1 OOO SF
Parking 25 Ga!lonsf 447,924 5F 11,188 0.03 0.04
Structure 1,000 5F
Sports 300 Gallons/ 25,000 8F 7,500 0.02 0.03
Medicine 1.000 SF
I"‘llmc
Communlty 200 Gallons/ 158,000 8F 3,000 0.01 0.014
b1 pace 1,000 5F
. Submtsl ' . 518624 m 051 a eo 0:870 Yes |
Tora! “ 257 698 0 72 1.1 - s

*WNOTE: Proposed sewer pipe design capacily was calculaled as % full for pipe diameters of 12-nches or lower, and % full for pipe diameters
of 15-inches or highsr

SOURCE: AECOM, 2018, Sewer Arpa Study Profect Condor. Septembear 19, 2018,

\
I

1
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impacts and Mitigation Measures

Impact 3.15-3: Tmplementation of the Proposed Project could exceed wastewater treatment
requircments of the Regional Water (Quality Cootrol Board.

The Proposed Project would include an arcna, 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 Proposcd Project would include wastewater pipelines to connect to the
existing wastewater lines within swrounding streets. Wastewater generated by the Proposcd
Project would be treated at LACSD’s TWPCP. The-wastewater generated by the-Preposed Projeet>

vould-betrented-atthe-+WPEP, which has a maximum treatment capacity of 400 MGD, The
TWPCP 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
0f 282 MGD of wastewater. As shown on Table 3.15-3, the Propesed Project would generate a
total of 0.72 MGD, which would be less than a percentage of maxinum treatment capacity and
average flows af the TWPCP. The JWPCP would have sufficient capacity to treat all wastewater
gencrated from the Proposed Project.

The JWPCP provides primary and secondary treatment by processing wastewater in anaerobic
digestion tanks.® The treated wastewater is disinfected with hypochlorite and discharged to the
Pacific Ocean throngh LACSIYs network of outfalls. Wastewater discharge requirements for the
facility are based on all applicable statc and {cderal regulations, 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.

As a largely commercial use, the Proposed Project would not discharge wastewater that contains
harmful levels of toxing 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 treatmient standards of the RWQUB, as wastewater would be transferred to-the
JWPCP and treated before being discharged to the ocean, Therefore, impacts related Lo the
wastewaler treatment requirements of the RWQUE would be less than significant.

Mitigation Mcasures

None required.

4 County Sanitation Districts of Lot Angeles Connty, 2018, Will Serve Letter for Project Condor. January 19.
County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles Counry, 2018, Joint Water Pollution Control Plant. Available:
hitps:fiwwwe lacsd.orgiwastewateriwwtacilities/iwpep. Accessed December 3, 2018,
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Impact 3.15-4: Implementation of the Proposed Project could result in 2 determination by
the LACSD, which would serve the projeet, that it does not have adequate capacity to serve
the project’s projected demand in addition to the LACSD s existing commifments.

Consftruction

Consiruction of the Proposed Project would not result'in additional wastewater discharges to the
JWPCP. During Project construction, use of the existing facilitics on site would cease, which
would In turn cease existing wastewater generation, All construction workers would use onsite
portable restrooms. No other wastewater would be gencrated onsite requiring treatment during
construction. Therefore, because no wastewater would be generated during construction; no
impact would occur related 1o 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 lacility, sports medicine clinic, team offices, retail/restaurants, and a hotel.
A project-specific Sewer Area Study Plan was prepared for the Proposed Praject {Appendix XX).
The Proposcd Project would have three points of connection to the existing sewer systems. These
points of connection include te the City’s sewer line at South Prairic Avenue and West 1024
Street, the City’s sewer line at West 102™ Street west of South Doty Avenue, and to the LACSD
Prairie Trunk Sewer at Freeman Avenue and 103% Strect. According to the Sewer Area Study
Plan, the existing 8-inch sewer line along West 102" Street would be removed or abandoned in
the portion of the strect that would be vacated to accommodate project construction. New 8-inch
and 10-inch pipelines would be constructed te serve the proposed uses and their laterals.

The northern portion of the Project Site would drain to City sewer lines at South Prairie Avenue
and West 102" Street. The castern portion would drain to the existing sewer line along West
102 Street and vltimately to the Orange Avenue Trunk Sewer along South Doty Avenue,
Wastewatcr coniribution to the easterii portion includes 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.

Al scwer mains that would serve the Project Site are sized between 8-inches and 12-nches.
According to the Sewer Area Study Plan and as detailed in Table 3.15-2, the scwer mains that
would serve the Proposed Project would meet the Los Angeles County capacity standards of no
more than ¥ full for maingunder 135-inch diameter-and no more than 34 full for mains with a
diameter of 15-inches and larger. More specifically:

# The Project Site would contribute approximately 0.51 MGD to the Prairic Avenuc 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 MGD to the City collector sewer line at South Prairie
Avenue and West 102" Street, which does not exceed the available capacity of 0.39 MGD;
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3.15 Utilities and Servics Sysiems

. »  The Project Site would contribute 0.15 MGD to West 102™ Street east sewer line and

ultimately ta the Orange Avenue Trunk Sewer, which does not exceed existing peak flows of
.17 MGD; and

»  With proposed improvements along 103" Street to upsize the existing 8-inch sewer lineto a
12-inch line extended to the Project Site, the existing City collector lines and LACSD sewer
system would have adequate capacily 10 scrve the Proposed Project.

The wastcwalcr generated by the Proposed Project would be treated at the TWPCP, which has a
maximum treatment capacity of 400 MGD and currently provides treatment for an average flow
of 280 MGD. With the HPSP as being part of the adjusted environmental baseline, this analysis
assumes the J'WPCP 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 {reatment capacity and average flows. According to the LACSD Will
Serve Letter for the Proposed Project, the JTWPCP would have sufficient capacity to treat all
wastcwaler 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
signifieant,

Mitization Mcasures

None required.

Cumulative Impacts

The geographic scope of analysis for cumulative impacts related to the TWPCP 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 netwark of those wastewater lines.

Impact 3.15-5: Implementation of the Proposed Project, in combination with other
development, would not cumulatively execed wastewater treatment requirements of the
Regional Water Quality Control Board.

Cunlative projects (listed in Chapter 3.0, Environmental Impacts, Setting, and Mitigation
Measures) would increase wastewalor generation throughout the region. Similar to the Proposed
Project, wastewater from cumulative projects would be treated at the IWPCP. 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 IWPCP. 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 exisling uses or exdisting
wastewater being generated on these sites, as a conservative estimate of wastewater generated
from these cumulative projects.

County Sanitation Districts ¢f Los Angeles County, 2018, Will Serve Latter for Project Condor, January 19.
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TaBLE 3,15-4
EsTiMaTED CUMULATIVE WASTEWATER GENERATION
Cumutative Daily Average Sewage Daily Peak Flow
Project Generation Factar Unit Avaraga {2.5 z Avarage)
List Mumber Land Usa {(GPD) Contribution  Flow (GPD) {MGIY
5 Hotel 125 Gallans/Room 190 Rooms 23,750 . Dﬁ
7 Hod 12 Galons/Room 152 Rooms '1'9 ommm ons
L e e i 3050 . 610 uom .
g Office 200 Gallonsf, 0008F 73, OOSF 14600 0D4
10 Ofice  200Galons00SF 52 WOSF 10400 0. 03 o
Athletic Training Facilty 300 Gallons/1,000 SF 68,380SF 20514 005
{F‘en‘ormance Cen‘[er)
e S Ty 000 & 45000 T
1z Office | 200Gallons1.000SF  638S0SF 2710 003
15 COffice 200 Gallns.000SF 61,5 s45SF 12309 0.03
CRetall 100 Gallons/1.000SF 136 660 )SE 1388 '_c'tibémm
16 Office 200 Gallons/1.000 SF 93569SF 18714 005
47 Office 200 Gal!c»nsH,UOOSF”WM‘IOS 000SF 21200 005
 Warehouse 25 Gallons/{,0006F  1170008F 2026 0007
' Ofﬂce  200Gallons000SF  1740000SF  34B000 087
CRefal | 100 Gallons/ O00SF  75000SF 7.500 002
' School '200 Gallnns!‘l mm sF 7, 000 SF 1,400 0.003
Medical BuldingsiLight 300 Gallonsi,0005F 407,000 SF 32,100 0.08
lndustnal .
Hotpl 125 Gallonszb-ﬁm - 100 Rcoms- .“12 500“.“ D 03". o
 HealnClb 600 Gallons/1.000SF  19000SF 11400 003
T Hotal 125 Gallons/Reom 167 Room 20875 005
20 DotaCenter(Offics 200 Gallonsi1,000SF 180,422 SF 36,085 0.09
Building)
Y Office 200 Gallons/1.000 SF __.300 000SF 80000 045
) 25 Hotel Gal!onsznom 150 Rc»omsm - .18 ?SGW R Q. 05“" -
2 Office 200 Gallons/ 1,000 SF  67474SF 13495 003
Manufac[urlng 200 Gallonsi1.000 8F 11,471 SF 2204 0.005
29 Office  200GalonsH,000SF  208555F 4191 0.01
80 loeRik (AmUaementl- e Gallonsi1,000 SF 473 315 SF 5,060 0.02
35 Mt -Family o us GallonsDU 115 DU 18,085 0.05
E Mum Family ' 158 Galluns!DU 170U 26,87 576 ' 0.06
Office  200Galons/L00OSE  32500SF 6500 0.01
oy  Mult-Farmily 156 Gallons/DU 230 0U 35,880 009
 Restawrant 1000 Gallons/,000 SF 3700 SF amo oo
38 | MubFamily 56 Gallons/DU DU o3 0002
-39 Hotel 125 GallonsiRoom 350 Room"s a0 v"011
40 Hotal 125 Gallons/Room ”““119 Roam.; 14875 008
inglawnpd Baskotboll and Entertainment Center 3.15-12 ESA/ 171236
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_ TaBLe 3.15-4
EsTiMATED CUMULATIVE WASTEWATER GENERATION
Cumulative Daily Average Sewage Daily Peak Flow
Project Generation Pacior Unit Average {2.5 x Average)
List Number Land Lise {GPD} Contribution  Flow {GPD} {MGD)
419 Mu!lt Famuly 15(‘ Gallons/DU 4 DU 624 0.001
e Mullt—Famsly 156 Gallansp’DU- 4DU §24 0.001
" 43 o - Multi-Family 1"6 GallanleU - 12 DU 1, 872 0005
T ey - T e i 001 o
i o i e 1560 omm .
T Famﬂy...._______. e B e M Qﬂm L
T e e oty m”1znu e
4 MultiFamiy 166G Gatlonsﬂ::u B 5Du B oud{m
49 Living Faclity (Hospitals 8 Gallons/Beds ~ 18Beds 1530 0.004
Convalescent)

e S T TR R DU T mm?
T MultiFamiy 156CallonsDU 4DU ' 624 " oom '
s2 ol 125 GellonsiRoom 120 Room 18000 0.04

53 Mol Family  1s6GalonsDU 3DU e ool
54 Mli-Family 186 GalonsDU 7DU 10w 0.003
55 NMulti-Family 156 Gal]anstU 12 DU 1872 0008
s Retal 100 Gallons/ 1,000 8F 254: SF 254 0000
T i et e s e
s8 Muit[-r—'amzl,e ' 156 Gallons/DU 115 DU 18,096 .05
& Remt 100 Gallonsm 000 SF 40,000 SF 4,000 0.01
61 " Multt-Famllym 156 Gallons/DU  20DU 3,120 0.008
ot e B o
63 Self-Storage 25 Galons/1,000SF B1,613SF 2040  0.005
(Warehouse)
a4 Mult-Farnily 156 Gallons/DU 3DU 458 0,009
65 Living Facilty (Hospltals 85 Gallans/Beds 18 Beds 1,530 0.004
Convalessent)
58 Mutti-Family '156 Gal!onstU - EDLa . ?30 0002
89 Self-Storage 25 Gallons/1,000 SF 120,000 8F 3,000 o008
(Warehouse)
BT ek B T 15
. Rewil 100Gallons/1. 000 SF 22,0008F 2200 oaoe
a7 Hotel 125 GallonsfRoom 126 Room 15,000 004
107 Multi-Family 156 Gallens/DU 380U 5816 001
108 MutiFamiy  156GalonsDU @200 4992 o0t
109 Multi-Family 156 Gallons/DU eoU 14me 0004 a
110  Multi-Family 156 Gallons/DU 40U 24 0.00%
oz "MuItI-Famtly. 156 Gallons/DU 19 DU 2,964 0.007
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_ TABLE 3.15-4
EsnMaTeDn CUMULATIVE WASTEWATER GENERATION
Cumulative Dally Average Sewage Daily Peak Flow
Project Generation Factor Uit Average {2.5x Average)
List Mumber Land Uss (GPD) Contributian  Flow (GPD) {MGD)
128 Mulli-Family 158 Gallons/DU 127 DU 18812 0.06
Total - B 1,171,081 2.93

SOURCE: Gensration rates are based off of: AECOM, 2018, Sewer Area Study Project Condor. Septernber 19; 2015,

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 of 282 MGD of wastewater (with
the adjusted cnvironmental baseline). Therefore, the TWPCPE would have capacity to treat both the
Proposed Project and cumulative projects and can accommodale this projected growth of these
cities,

The IWPCP disinfects wastewater and discharges it to the Pacific Ocean. 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. 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
Praject, all effluent from cumulative projects would be required comply with the wastewater
treatment standards of the RWQCB, as wastewater would be transferred to the TWPCP and
treated helore 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 treatment requirements of the Regional Water Quality
Control Board.

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 freatment provider
that it does not have adequate capacity to serve projects’ demand in addition to cxisting
commitments.

The geographic scope for cumulative impacts on City and LACSD wastewater services 1s the
network of City and LACSD wastewater lincs running (o the JWPCP. The JWPCP treats
wastewater generated throughout the region, including for the cities of Inglewood, Hawthorne,
and El Segunda east of Sepulveda Boulevard. Table 3.15-4 above shows the wastewater
generation that would be produced by the cumulative projects in cities served by the JWPCP. A
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Y

total of approximatcly 3 MGD would be generated by curnulative proj ect?being served by the
JWPCP. The JWPCP collects an average daily wastewater inflow of 282 M-E)G/(with the adjusted
cnvironmental baseline), which is only 70 percent of its 400 MGD capacity. Therefore, the
JTWPCP would have capacity to treat both the Proposed Project and cummlative projects. In
addition, similar to the Proposed Project, other cumulative projects within the JWPCP service
area 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 FWPCP exists, a less than significant cumulative impact would occur
related to wastewater capacity.

Mitieation Measures

None required.

Storm Drainage Capacity and Conveyance
3.15.9 Environmental Setting

Existing Soll Drainage

The Project Site currently consists of bolh pervious and impervious surfaces, including
commercial buildings, a hotel, a fast-food restaurant, and large portions of vacant land. The
Project Sitc is currcnily 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 rate.™® According to the Los Angeles
County Guidelines for Low Impact Development (LID) Stormwater Infiltration, minimum
standard for soil infiltration is 0.3 inches per hour.® Preliminary percolation tests were conducted
al five selected locations af 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 with estimated infiltration rates lower than
0.3 inches per hour and with few or no conncctivily to permeable soil horizons. Morcover, the
underlying, predominantly clayey soils at the Project Site have never experienced saturation.
These characteristics indicate that infiltration is largely infeasible at the Project Site, and that the
Project Site currently provides very little percolation of seils. Thus, under existing conditions,
stormwaler reaching the Project Site does not percolate, and existing drainage from the Project
Site flows 1o adjacent off-site storm drain facilities and ultimately in to the City maintained storm
drain mains located along all streets surrounding the Project Site.

T AECOM, 2018. Inglewood Basketball & Entertainment Center Praject Low impact Development (LID) Report.
August 23,2018 p. 2.

8 AECOM, 2018. Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation. September 14, 2018, p. 34.

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, 2014, Administrative Manial: Guidelines for Design,

Tnvestigation, and Reporting Low Impact Development Stormwater Infiltration. p. 2.
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Existing Drainage Infrastructure at the Project Site
Arena Site

West 102 Strect crosses through the Arena Site in an sast-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 102™ Street.!¥ In addition, an existing
cateh basin is located at the interscetion of West 102" Strect 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, travels north to West Century
Boulevard, and turms east along West Century Boulevard. This portion of the Project Site alse
utilizes the abovementioned 60-inch diameter storm drain pipeline within South Prairie Avenue.

East Parking and Hoftel Site

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

Well Relacation Site

The Well Relocation Site is located east of the Arena Site and would contain a city-owned and
opcrated potable water well. The Well Relocation Site is currently vacant. This portion of the
Project Site includes storm drainage pipelines within West 102™ Street and South Doty Avenue,
detailed above.

3.16.10 Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting

As discussed in Section 3.0, Environmental Tmpacts, Settings, and Mitigation Measures, the
Proposed Project is not anticipated to be constructed and begin operations untit 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 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 uscs, 466,000 sf of office space, 314 residential units, and approximately
9,900 parking spaces. Due to the certainty of these projects being constructed and in operation
prior v 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 considercd as part of the adjusted envirommenial bascline.

10 ABECOM, 2015, Existing Conditions Plan Sheet C-101.
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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 areas
including the main horseracing track and training track, as well as the active construction area.
The Hollywood Park Specific Plan Project would further add impervious surfaces with the
construction of the WF1. stadium, performance venuc, retail and restaurant uses, office space, and
parking spaces.

Existing drainage infrastructure already exists af the Hollywood Park Specific Plan area, and
additional drainage infrastructure would he constructed o accommodate the new development.
New drainage infrastructure includes various on-site drains, open-channel drainage, an off-site
bypass north of the Hollywood Park Speeific Plan area, catch basins, and vegetated bio-retention
areas. The Hollywood Park Specific Plan Project would include BMPs as required hy the site-
specific Stormwatcr Pollulivn Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to reduce runoff flows from leaving the
site, in accordance with federal, state, and local regulations. Under the adjusted cnvironmental

bascline, 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 area.

3.15.11 Regulatory Setting
Federal

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Sysfem Permits

The NPDES permit system was established in the CWA to regulate municipal and industrial point
discharges to surface waters of the USeKach 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 NPTIES permits. Section 307 of the CWA
describes the factors that the EPA must consider in setting effluent limits for priority pollutants.

The CWA was amended in 1987 to require NPDES permits for non-point source (i.e.,
stormwater) pollutants in discharges. Stormwater sources arc diffusc and originate over a wide
arca rather than from a definable point. The goal of NPDES stormwater regulations is fo improve
the quality of stormwater discharged to reeciving waters 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 NPIDES permits that apply (o
aclivities in the City of Inglewood are described under local regulations below.
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State
General Construction Activify Stormwater Permit

In aceordance 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 Stormwater Permit {General
Construction Permit). The current General Construction Permit is the KPDES General Perniit for
Storm Water Discharges Associaled with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities, Order
No. 2009-0009-DWQ), WPDES No. CAS000002, effective July 1, 2010. General Construetion
Permil 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 conirol measures and reducing or eliminating non-stormwater discharges. Txamples 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 30 as to ensure that spills or leaks canmol ¢nter the storm drain system or surface
water; developing and implementing a spill prevention and cleanup plan; and installing sediment
control devices such as gravel 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 Construction Permit if there is potential for significant water quality impairment resulting
from the activity as determined 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 Conscrvation Element addresses the City’s storm
drain system. While the Conservation Element details the City’s concerns related to pollutants
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 incorporated cities, including the City of Inglewood, have a joint
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System WPDES permit (M84 Permit) (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 stormwatcr dizscharges to the
maximum extent practicable, The permittees listed under the joint permit have the authority to
develop, adminisier, implement, and enforee storm water management programs within their own
jurisdiction. On June 27, 2013, the cities of El Segunde, Hawthorne, Inglewcod, 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

Inglawopd Baske'ball and Ertertainment Centar 3.15-18 ESAf 171758
Environménsal Impact Report January 2018
Preliminary ~Subject tu Revigion



3. Environmental impacts, Settings, and Mitlgation Measures
3.15 Litilities and Segvice Systems

develop a collaborative approach to meet the requirements of the M84 Permit. [Note to Team: ¥ W
City to provide revised information, per edits in the Hydrology Chapter.] %\L

Urban storm water runoff is defined in the MS4 Penmit 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
MB84 permit allows permitices the flexibility to develop WMPs or EWMPs to implement the
requirements of the permit on a watershed scale through customized sirategics, control measures,
and BMDI's. 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 quality priorities for the Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Area, watershed
control measurcs consisting of both structural and non-structural BMPs, financial strategies, and
legal authority (penmnittees have the necessary legal authority to implement the BMPs identificd 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 Reqguirements

It 2000, the Standard Usban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) was approved by the

Los Angeles RWQCB as part of the MS84 program to address stormwater pollution from new
construction and redevelopment, The SUSMP contaings a list of minimum BMPs that must be
employed to infiltrate or treat stormwater runoff, control peak flow discharge, and reduce post-
project discharge of pollutants from stormwater convevance 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
SUSMP is the specific sizing criteria for stormwater treatment BMDs for new development and
significant redevelopment projects. In 2015, the City replaced the SUSMP with Section 10-208 of
the City of Inglewood Municipal Code, titled Low Impact Development Requirements for New
Development and Redevelopment. This portion of the Municipal Code builds on the SUSMP and
cstablishes requirements for construction activities and facility operations of development
projects to comply with the current M S84 Permit. These include requircments to lessen the water
quality impacts of development by using smart growth practices and integrate LID practices and.
standards for stormwater 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 Manual) to comply with the requirements of the NPDES MS84 Permit for
stormwater and non-stormwater discharges from the M84 within the coastal watersheds of Los
Angeles County.!? The LID Standards Manual provides guidance for the implementation of
stormwater quality control measures in new development and redevelopment projects in

1T Domingnez Channel Watershed Management Area Group, 2013, Erhanved Watershed Management Program,
12 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, 2014. Low Jmpact Development Standards Manwul,
Fehruary 2018,
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unincorporated arcas of the County with the infention of improving water quality and mitigaling
potential water quality impacts from stormwater and non-storniwater discharges. The City of
Inglewood implements these standards for projects within the city.

3.15.12 Analysis, 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 storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects.

Methodology and Assumptions

The following impact analysis evaluates the potential [or the Proposcd Project to result in changes
to existing infrastructure and capacity relating to stormwater drainage and convevance. It is
assumed that all aspeets 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

Impact 3.15-7: Implcmcntation of the Proposed Project would not requirc 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 [rom the Project Site flows to adjacent off-site storm drain facilitics and
ultimately in to the City maintained storm drain mains located along all streets surrounding the
Project Site, Construction of the Propesed Project would require the use of water on-site for
various purposes inclading dust control, concrete mixing, and sanitation. Construction activities

and materials would alter the drainage pattern of the Project Site, potentially increasing water
flow into 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 carthwork operations during the
rainy season, and incorporating landscaping as early as possible would slow flows and reduce the
ratc of runoff leaving the Projcect Site. By controlling and limiting the fow of waler, runofl to
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 stormwater drainage systems or result in substantial additionai

sources of polluted runoff. Therefore, impacts during construction would be less than
significant.
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Operation

As detailed above, the Project Site currently provides very little percolation of seil. 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 [acilities and ultimately in to the City
maintained storm drain mains located along all streets surrounding the Project Site. While the
Project Site would add impervious surlaces, drainage would continue to run into surrounding
drainage infrastructure, similar to existing conditions. In addition, as detailed in Section 3.9,
Hydrology and Water Qualily, the Proposed Project would include the following on-site drainage
features and infrastrocture improvements at the Arena Site, West Parking and Transportation Hub
Site, and East Parking and Hotel Site, that would connect to existing storm drains within
surrounding streets.

Arena Site

Under the Proposed Project, West 102" Street would be vacated and the proposed arena would be
built over the strecl. 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
Prairic Avenue would be removed, along with the existing storm drain line within West 102"
Street. Stormwater pipelines, storrn drains, and storm drain overtlow 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 storm 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
installed throughout the Arcna Site, including but not limited to, along South Prairie Avenue, .
along the proposed site access roads, and within the public plara space.

West Parking and Transportation Hub Site

With implementation of the Proposed Project, the proposed parking garage would be constructed
over West 101 s Street, and new sitc access roads would be constructed along the periphery of the
parking garage to redirect traffic. An underground precast detention and pretreatiment system
would he 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 1019 Strect
to conneet the proposed detention and pretreatment system to the existing storm drain line within
West 101" Street. Starmwater pipelines, storm drain overflow pipe, and bio-filtration systems
would be installed within the proposed periphery site access roads. In addition, atrench 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, stormwater pipelinies and storm drain overflow pipe would be
installed along the boundary of the Fast Parking and Hotel Site. An underground precast
detention and pretreatrment system 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 systcm o cxisting storm drain line within West 102™ Street.
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Well Relocation Site
No storm drain infrastructure improvements would ocour on the Well Relocation Site under the
Proposed Project.

Analysis

As detailed above, portions of West 102 Street and West 101% 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 basin) within these roadways. Nevertheless,
the Propased 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 draing, 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 basins, underground precast detention and pretreatment systems, and
bio-filtration systems throughout the Prgject Site. All proposed onsite drainage features would be
required 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
hio-filtration systems to.treat the starmwatcr runofl. Runcoif would be directed from drainage
areas to onsite bio-filtration plants and bio-swales, slowing the rate of runotf and in tarn slowing
the amount of water enlering the stormwater drainage system. The bio-filtration systems are
designed to capture site nmoff from roof drains, treat the runoft through biological reactions
within the planter soil media, and discharge at a rate intended to mimic pre-developed conditions.

With construetion of on-site drainage features and infrastructure improvements that would
connect to existing storm drains within surrounding 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 planned stormwater drainage systcms. Drainage
infrastructure 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 EIR. Therefors, 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
roject would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

None required.
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3. Ernvironmantal Impacts, Settings, and Mitdgation Measures
3.15 (Ailities and Service Systems

Cumulative Impacts

The geographic scope of analysis for cumulative impacts related to surface water ranoff and
drainage capacity is the Cily of Inglewood, as stormwater runoff flows to existing storm drain
facilitiss which ultimately flow to City maintained storm drain mains.

Impact 3.15-8: Implementation of the Propascd Projcet, in combination with other
development, would not result in the consiruction of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the comstruction of which would cause significant
cnvironmental effects.

As the city is largely developed with impervious surfaces, cumulative projects (listed in Chapter
3.0, Lnvironmental 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 1argely be negligible
aller 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 Standards Manual. BMPs associated with these regulations would reduce runoff,
therefore reducing the amount of stormwater entering the drainage systems. In addition,
redeveloped parcels would likely undergo changes that would eliminate cutdated water drainage
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, implementation of the Proposed Project, along with past, present, and
rcasonably 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), & subsidiary of
Republic Services, Inc., which provides waste and recycling collection services for residential
and commercial uses.!> Solid waste is taken to the CDS American Waste Transfer Station where
it is sorled. Residual garbage is taken to the Consolidated Volume Transport Disposal and

13 City of Inglewood, 2018. City of Inglewood Waste Collection FAQs. Available:
hitps Mwww. iityofinglewood.org/FAQ.aspxTTID=30. Acccssed November 2§, 2018,
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